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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 


OF 


THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE FIRST 


SESSION OF THE THIRTEENTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 


WASHINGTON, MONDAY, MAY %4, 1813. 


Monpay, May 24, 1813. 


Conformably to the act passed the 27th of Feb- 
ruary last, entitled “An act to alter the time for 
the next meeting of Congress,” the Senate assem- 
bled in their Chamber at the Capitol, 

PRESENT. 

Nıcuoras Giman, from New Hampshire. 

Josern B. Varnums, from Massachusetts. 

Samueu W. Dana, from Connecticut. 

Wiruiam Hunter, and Jeremian B. HOWELL, 
from Rhode Island, 

JonaTHan Rosinson, from Vermont, 

Joan LamreRrr, from New Jersey. 

Micuact Lets, from Pennsylvania. 

Ovrerpripce Horsey, from Delaware. 

James Turner, from North Carolina. 

Joun Tayor, from South Carolina. 

Josnru Anperson,and Grorop W. CAMPBELL, 
from Tennessee. 

Tuomas Worrnincroy, from Ohio. 

James Brown, from Louisiana. : 

Jesse Burpsos, appointed a Senator by the 
Legislature of the State of Kentucky, for the term 
of six years, commencing on the fourth day of 
March last; Wittram B. BuLLocK, appointed a 
Senator by the Executive of the State of Georgia, 
in place of William H. Crawford, resigned ; 
Dupiey Cuace, appointed a Senator by the Le- 
gislature of the State of Vermont, for the term of 
six years, commenciug on the fourth day of 
March last; CuarLes Corrs, appointed a Sen- 
ator by the Executive of the State of New Hamp- 
shire, to fill the vacancy in the representation in 
the Senate from that State, during the present 
recess of the Legislature of the said State; Davin 
Daceert, appointed a Senator by the Legislature 
of the State of Connecticut, in place of Chauncey 
Goodrich, resigned; Jeremian Morrow, ap- 
pointed a Senator by the Legislature of the State 


the fourth day of March last; Davin STONE, ap- 
pointed a Senator by the Legislature of the State 
of North Carolina, for the term of six years, com- 
mencing on the fourth day of March last; and 
Cuarves Tart, appointed a Senator by the Le- 
gislature of the State of Georgia, for the term of 
six years, commencing on the fourth day of 


of Ohio, for the term of six years, commencing on held in high estimation; whilst a Government, seru- 


March last, respectively, produced their creden- 
tials; which were read; and the oath prescribed 
by law was administered to them, and they took 
their seats in the Senate. 

The oath was also administered to Jonn Garl- 
LARD, and Asner Lacock, their credentials hav- 
ing been read and filed during the last session. 


ADDRESS OF THE VICE PRESIDENT. 


The Vics Presipent exhibited a certificate of 
his having taken the oath of office prescribed by 
law; which was read; and he addressed the 
Senate as follows: 
Gentlemen of the Senate 

Our fellow-citizens, in the free exercise of their Con- 
stitutional authority, having been pleased to honor the 
person addressing you, with this distinguished station, 
have inferred from him an indispensable obligation to 
meet their just expectations. To attain this desirable 
object, and to preside over this honorable body in con- 
formity to their magnanimity and dignity, which at all 
times have been conspicuous, will be his primary pur- 
suit. Whilst the Constitution has invested him with 
Legislative and Executive powers, in cases only that 
are casual, to the decisions of these, it has attached a 
great responsibility ; in anticipating which, and his 
other duties, he has the pleasing prospect of reposing 


| on your liberality and candor. But if, in thishigh and 


influential branch of the Government, such unanimity 
should prevail, as to decide for themselves every ques- 
tion of policy, the example will still increase their 
lustre, and add to his happiness. 

Ít is a subject of cordial congratulation, that the lib- 
erties of the people, in so great a degree, rest on that 
wisdom and fortitude which mark the characters of the 
exalted personage who fills the Supreme Executive, of 
the dignified members who constitute the National Le- 
gislature, and of the eminent officers who direct the 
-Ministerial departments—public virtues, emulated by 
few Governments, need noencomiums. Fidelity and 
integrity, unsubdued by the severest ordeals, and pre- 
saging to public calamities a favorable issue, willbe ever 


trust, and measures which merit 


pulously faithful to its 
have a just claim to the public 


the highest applause, 
support. 

The present epoch is momentous, and leads to 
observations which would not occur om ordinary 
occasions, 

Our country is again involved in a sanguinary con- 
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flict, the issue of which, in the estimation of the enemy, 
is to determine whether the republican system, adopted 
by the people, is imbecile and transient, or whether it 
has force and duration worthy of-the enterprise. That 
it can never fail whilst they are true to their interest, 
is beyond doubt. And is it not equally so, that they 
will never desert the Government of their choice, or 
attach themselves to a foreign domination, from which, 
under the benign smiles of Divine Providence, they 
have lately, by their own valor, emancipated them- 
selves? Can they need arguments to convince them, 
that, in proportion to the purity of Republican Govern- 
ments, have ever been the reproaches and efforts for 
overthrowing them, by imperious Sovereigns who once 
tuled them ? 

“ To divide and to conquer” have long been the ob- 
jects of the enemy. He has presumed on his own arts, 
and on impotency in our system of Government; but, 
in both instances, he will be convinced of his error. 
The people and constituted authorities of the several 
States, those great pillars of our confederate system, 
numerous as they are, and inevitably discordant in 
some of their interests, have evinced, in various ways, 
a firm determination to support it. The interior fron- 
tier States, where the territorial war commenced and 
continues, assailed by innumerable difficulties, have 
surmounted them; and, by their unanimity and Spar- 
tan valor, are establishing for themselves immortal 
honor. Through the extensive wilds of our military 
operations, some of these, as in all wars, have been 
successful, and others unfortunate. But, to whatever 
causes the latter may be traced, they never can be im- 
puted to those heroic officers or privates of the army or 
of the militia, who have bravely combatted the enemy ; 
and of whom, some have been crowned with laurels, 
others have submitted to irresistible misfortunes, and 
many have nobly fallen, enshrined with glory. The 
Atlantic States have repelled, with magnanimity, mari- 
time invasions; and have also given proofs of their 
patriotic ardor, by conquests on the ocean. Their en- 
terprises and victorics have been sources of national 
triumph and renown. Are not our officers and mari- 
ners, in naval combats, unrivalled by fame? Have 
they not presented infallible sureties for signalizing 
themselves on great occasions? How vain thenis the 
hope of divisions or conquest? Does the enemy ex- 
pect, by burning defenceless towns and villages, to pro- 
mote his views? Such conduct may entail on the nation 
which sanctions it eternal infamy, but can never subdue 
the elevated souls of our brave fellow-citizens, or even 
depress the sublime minds of our innocent fair, the 
ornaments of our country, who, amidst the unmerited 
distresses inflicted on them and their tender offspring 
by a merciless foe, will soar above sympathy, and claim 
the just tribute of universal admiration and applause. 


Whilst the Executive, in the full exercise of its au- 
thority, is left to test the sincerity of pacific overtures, 
it is a happy circumstance that the United States, at 
all times desirous of an honorable peace, and superin- 
tended by an oflicer whose capacious mind embraces, 
and whose patriotic fortitude will pursue, every inter- 
est of his country, thus meet with ardor an indispen- 
sable war. Isnot their power a pledge that they can, 
and their sacred honor that they will, with intrepidity, 
maintain the conflict? They demand justice ; and can 
they relinquish it without a surrender of their sove- 
reignty ? 

Great Britain is in collision with her best customers, 
and once her commercial friends, who had viewed 


m meee eaaa at 


peace as a mutual blessing; and who, by their mod- 
eration, had preserved it, until necessity has pointed 
to a different line of conduct. They had annually 
sent to her their productions and specie to a vast 
amount; had thus employed her mechanics, purchased 
her manufactures, extended her commerce, and become 
a great source of her national wealth. Hence, her 
zealous and persevering opposition to their commercial 
restraints, representing, in high strains, their great in- 
jury to this country ; but preserving silence on a most 
important point, their destructive effects on her own 
manufactures and commerce. 

The United States are now her enemy; and is it 
not easy to foresee, that, ifthe war should continue, 
the Canadas will be rendered independent ofher; and, 
as friends or allies to the United States, will no longer 
be instrumental in exciting an unrelenting and savage 
warfare against our extensive and defenceless borders ? 
} To such inhuman acts, in former times, were the Cana- 
dians urged by France in her Albion wars; and by 
our colonial aid Great Britain obtained jurisdiction 
over them. She in turn has abused this power, and 
has justified the United States in their efforts to divest 
her of it. And is not their energy adequate to the ob- 
ject? Will not this be evident by a view of their ef- 
fective National and State Governments? of the un- 
conquered minds and formidable numbers of their citi- 
‘zens? of their martial spirit? of their innate attach- 

ment to their rights and liberties ? and of their inflex- 
ible determination to preserve them? But, if any 
one still doubts, will he not recollect, that, at the 
commencement of our Revolutionary war, which ter- 
minated against her, the united colonies had not a 
third of their present population ; nor arms or military 
stores for asingle campaign ; nor an efficient arrange- 
ment for warfare; nor specie in their treasuries; nor 
funds for emitting a paper currency; nora national 
Government; nor (excepting two instances) State 
Governments? nor the knowledge either of military 
or of naval tactics? Will he not also remember 
that Great Britain was then in the zenith of her power ; 
that neighboring nations trembled at her nod; that 
the colonies were under her control; that her Crown 
: officers opposed every mean for resisting her; excited 
amongst the colonial Governments (over which they 
presided) unfounded jealousies of each other, and em- 
į barrassed every measure for their union; that she was 
loaded with less than a filth of her present national 
debt; that she was then at peace with all the world ; 
Fees that she is now at war with a greater part of 
| Europe, as well as with the United States? If Great 
! Britain herself reflects on these things, will she not re- 
| linquish her vain attempts to awe the citizens of the 
United States, by exaggerated statements of her mili- 
tary and naval power, or by delusive views of their 
unprepared state for a war, ofthe great expense of it, 
and of the difficulties they are to encounter in defence 
of all that is valuable to man? If, in lieu of fruitless 
artifices, she will make rational and equitable arrange- 
; ments, which the Government of the United States 
i have beeu always ready to meet, can there be a doubt 
that the two nations will be speedily restored to their 
wonted friendship and commerce ? 


Your fellow-citizen, with sensations which can more 
easily be conceived than expressed, perceives that there 
are in the Government many of his former friends and 
compatriots, with whom he has often co-operated in 
the perilous concerns of his country; and, with un- 
feigned pleasure, he will meet the other public func- 
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tionaries, whose acknowledged abilities and public ser- 
vices in like manner claim his high consideration and 
respect. With a sacred regard to the rights of every 
Department and officer of Government, and with a re- 
spectful deference to their political principles and 
opinions, he has frankly declared his own ; for, to have 
concealed them at a crisis like this, might have savored 
too much of a deficiency of candor. 

And may that Omnipotent Being, who, with infi- 


nite wisdom and justice, superintends the destinies of 


of a joint committee to wait on the President of 
the United States and notify him that a quorum 
of the two Houses is assembled and ready to re- 
ceive any communications that he may be pleased 
to make to them ; and have appointed a commit- 
tee on their part. 


Tuespay, May 25. 
Mr. ANDERSON reported, from the joint com- 


nations, confirm the heroic patriotism which has glowed mittee, that they had waited on the President of 


in the breasts of the national rulers, and convince the 

enemy that, whilst a disposition to peace, on equitable 

and honorable terms, will ever prevail in their public 

councils, one spirit, animated by the love of country, 

will inspire every Department of the National Govern- 

ment. E. GERRY. 
Wasnrnctron, May 24, 1813. 


On motion by Mr. Anperson, the Secretary 
was directed to notify the House of Representa- 
tives that a quorum of the Senate is assembled 
and ready to proceed to business. 

A committee was appointed on the part of the 
Senate, jointly with such committee as may be 
appointed on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives, to wait on the President of the United States, 
and notify him that a quorum of the two Houses is 
assembled and ready to receive any communica- 
tions he may be pleased to make to them. 

Ordered, that the Secretary notify the House 
of Representatives accordingly. 

On motion, by Mr. Leis, a committee was ap- 

ointed agreeably to the 42d rule for conducting 
Diones in the Senate; and Messrs LEIB, GILMAN, 
and Dana, were appointed the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Howstt, a committee was 
appointed agreeably to the 22d rule for conduct- 
ing business in the Senate; and Messrs, HOWELL, 
Rosinson, and Morrow, were appointed the 
committee. 

On motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, the usual reso- 
lution was agreed to for supplying the Senators 
with newspapers. 

The Presipenr communicated a letter from 
James Loyn, notifying the resignation of his 
seat in the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. LEIB, 

Resolved, That Mountjoy Bayly, Doorkeeper 
and Sergeant-at-Arms to the Senate, be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to employ one assistant and 
two horses, for the purpose of performing such 
services as are usually required by the Doorkeeper 
of the Senate ; which expense shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund. 

Mr. AnpERson submitted the following motion: 

Resolved, That two Chaplains, of different denomi- 
nations, be appointed to Congress during the present 
session, one by each House, who shall interchange 
weckly. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that a quorum of the House 
-of Representatives is assembled, and have elected 
‘Henry Cray, Esquire, one of the Representatives 
for the State of Kentucky, their Speaker, and are 
ready to proceed to business. They concur in 
the resolution of the Senate forthe appointment 


the United States, and that the President informed 
the committee that he would make a communi- 
cation to the two Houses this day at twelve 
o’clock. 

The Senate resumed the motion made yester- 
day for the appointment of Chaplains, and agreed 
thereto. 

The Presrpent communicated the memorial of 
the Legislature of the Indiana Territory, praying 
the confirmation of titles to certain lands sold by 
the trustees of the University in said Territory; 
and the memorial was read. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
Fellow-citizens of the Senate 

and of the House of Representatives : 

At an early day after the close of the last session of 
Congress, an offer was formally communicated from 
His Imperial Majesty the Emperor of Russia, of his 
mediation, as the common friend of the United States 
and Great Britain, for the purpose of facilitating a 
peace between them. The high character of the Em- 
peror Alexander being a satisfactory. pledge for the 
sincerity and impartiality of ‘his offer, it was immedi- 
ately accepted; and, as further proof of the disposition 
on the part of the United States to meet their adver- 
sary in honorable experiments for terminating the war, 
it was determined to avoid intermediate delays, inei- 
dent to the distance of the parties, by a definitive pro- 
vision for the contemplated negotiation. Three of our 
eminent citizens were accordingly commissioned, with 
the requisite powers to conclude a Treaty of Peace 
with persons clothed with like powers on the part of 
Great Britain. They are authorized also to enter into 
such conventional regulations of the commerce between 
the two countries, as may be mutually advantageous. 
The two Envoys who were in the United States at 
the time of their appointment, have proceeded to join 
their colleague already at St. Petersburg. 

The Envoys have received another commission, ate 
thorizing them to conclude with Russia a Treaty of 
Commerce, with a view to strengthen the amicable 
relations and improve the beneficial intercourse be- 
tween the two countries. i 

The issue of this friendly interposition of the Rus- 
sian Emperor, and this pacific manifestation on the 
part of the United States, time only can decide. That 
the sentiments of Great Britain towards that Sovereign 
will have produced an acceptance of his offered medi- 
tion must be presumed. That no adequate motives 
exist to prefer a continuance of war with the United 
States, to the terms on which they are willing to close 
it, is certain. The British Cabinet also must be sensi- 
ble that, with respect to the important question of im- 
pressment, on which the war so essentially turns, a 
search for, or seizure of, British persons or property 


15 HISTORY OF 


CONGRESS. 16 


Senate. 


President’s Message. 


May. 1813. 


on board neutral vessels on the high seas is not a bel- 
ligerent right derived from the law of nations; and it 
is obvious that no visit or search, or use of force for 
any purpose, on board the vessels of one independent 
Power, on the high seas, can, in war or peace, be 
sanctioned by the laws or authority of another Power. 
It is equally obvious, that, for the purpose of preserv- 
ing to each State its seafaring members, by excluding 
them from the vessels of the other, the mode hereto- 
fore proposed by the United States, and now enacted 
by them as an article of municipal policy, cannot for 
a moment be compared with the mode practised by 
Great Britain with a conviction of its title to prefer- 
ence ; inasmuch, as the latter leaves the discrimination 
between the mariners of the two nations to officers ex- 
posed by unavoidable bias, as well as by a defect of 
evidence, to a wrong decision; under circumstances 
precluding, for the most part, the enforcement of con- 
trolling penalties, and where a wrong decision, besides 
the irreparable violation of the sacred rights of persons, 
might frustrate the plans and profits of entire voyages: 
whereas, the mode assumed by the United States, 
guards, with: studied fairness and efficacy, against 
errors in such cases, and avoids the effect of casual 
errors on the safety of navigation, and the success of | 
mercantile expeditions. 


If the reasonableness of expectations, drawn from 
these considerations, could guaranty thcir fulfilment, a 
just peace would not be distant. But, it becomes the 
wisdom of the National Legislature to keep in mind 
the true policy, or rather the indispensablo obligation, 


show that, under a wise organization and efficient 
direction, the Army is destined to a glory not less 
brilliant than that which already encircles the Navy. 
The attack and capture of York is, in that quarter, a 
presage of future and greater victories; while, on the 
western frontier, the issue of the late siege of Fort 
Meigs leaves us nothing to regret but a single act of 
inconsiderate valor. 

The provisions last made for filling the ranks, and 
enlarging the staff of the Army, have had the best 
effects. It will be for the consideration of Congress, 
whether other provisions, depending on their authority, 
may not still further improve the Military Establish. 
ment and the means of defence. 


The sudden death of the distinguished citizen who 
represented the United States in France, without any 
special arrangements by him for such a contingency, 
has left us without the expected scquel to his last 
communications: nor has the French Government 
taken any measures for bringing the depending nego- 
tiations to a conclusion, through its representative in 
the United States. This failure adds to delays before 
so unreasonably spun out. A successor to our deceased 
Minister has been appointed, and is ready to proceed. 
on his mission: the course which he will pursue in 
fulfilling it, is that prescribed by a stcady regard to 
the truc interests of the United States, which equally 
avoids an abandonment of their just demands, and a 
connexion of thcir fortunes with the systems of other 
Powers. 


The receipts in the Treasury, from the Ist of Octo- 


of adapting its measures to the supposition, that the | per to the 31st day of March last, including the sums re- 
only course to that happy event, is in the vigorous | ceived on account of Treasury notes, and of the loans 
‘employment of the resources of war. And, painful as | authorized by the acts of the last and preceding ses- 
the reflection is, this duty is particularly enforced by | sions of Congress, have amounted to fifteen millions 
the spirit and manner in which the war continues to | four hundred and twelve thousand dollars. The ex- 
be waged by the enemy, who, uninfluenced by the penditures during the same period amounted to fifteen 
unvaried examples of humanity set them, are adding | millions ninc hundred and twenty thousand dollars, 
to the savage fury of it, on one frontier, a system of | and left in the Treasury, on the Ist of April, the sum 
plunder, and conflagration on the other, equally for- | of ono million eight hundred and fifty-seven thousand 


bidden by respect for national character, and by the 
established rules of civilized warfare; 

As an encouragement to persevering and invigorated | 
exertions to bring the contest to a happy result, I have 
the satisfaction of being able to appeal to the auspi- 
cious progress of our arms, both by land and on the 
water. 

In continuation of the brilliant achievements of our 
infant Navy, a signal triumph has heen gained by 
Captain Lawrence and his companions in the Hornet 
sloop of war, which destroyed a British sloop of war, 
with a celerity so unexampled, and with a slaughter 
of the enemy so disproportionate to the loss in the 
Hornet, as to claim for the conquerors the highest 
praise, and the full recompense provided by Congress 
in preceding cases. Our public ships of war in gen- 
eral, as well as the private armed vessels, have con- 
tinued also their activity and success against the com- 
merce of the enemy, and, by their vigilance and ad- 
dress, have greatly frustrated the efforts of the hostile 
squadrons distributed along our coasts, to intercept 
them in returning into port, and resuming their 
cruises. 

The augmentation of our Naval force, as authorized 
at the last session of Congress, is in progress. On the 
Lakes our superiority is near at hand, where it is not 
already established. 

The events of the campaign, so far as they are 
known to us, furnish matter of congratulation, and 


dollars. The loan of sixteen millions of dollars, au- 
thorized by the act of the 8th of February last, has 
been contracted for. Of that sum more than a million 
of dollars had been paid into the Treasury, prior to 
the ist of April, and formed a part of the receipts as 
above stated. The remainder of that loan, amounting 
to near fifteen millions of dollars, with the sum of five 
millions of dollars authorized to be issued in Treasury 
notes, and the estimated receipts from the customs and 
the sales of public lands, aniounting to nine millions 
three hundred thousand dollars, and making in the 
whole twenty-nine millions three hundred thousand 
dollars to be received during the last nine months of 
the present year, will be necessary to meet the ex- 
penditures already authorized, and the engagements 
contracted in relation to the public debt. These en- 
gagements amount during that period to ten millions 
five hundred thousand dollars, which, with near one 
million for the civil, miscellaneous, and diplomatic ex- 
penses, both foreign and domestic, and seventeen mil- 
lions cight hundred thousand dollars for the military 
and naval expenditures, including the ships of war 
building and to be built, will leave a sum in the 
Treasury at the end of the present year equal to that 
on the first of April last. A part of this sum may be 
considered as a resource for defraying any extraordi- 
nary expenses already authorized by law, beyond the 
sums above estimated; and a further resource for any 
emergency may be found in the sum of one million of 
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dollars, the loan of which to the United States has 
been authorized by the State: of Pennsylvania, but 
which has not yet been brought into effect. 

This view of our finances, whilst it shows that due 
provision has been made for the expenses of the cur- 
rent year, shows, at the same time, by the limited 
amount of the actual revenue, and the dependence on 
loans, the necessity of providing more adequately for the 
future supplies of the Treasury. ‘This can be best done 
by a well digested system of internal revenue, in aid 
of existing sources; which will have the effect, both of 
abridging the amount of necessary loans, and on that 
account, as well as by placing the public credit on a 
more satisfactory basis, of improving the terms on 
which loans may be obtained. The loan of sixteen 
millions was not contracted for at a less interest than 
about seven and a half per cent., and, although other 
causes may have had an agency, it cannot be doubted, 
that, with the advantage of a more extended and less 
precarious revenue, a lower rate of interest might have 
sufficed. A longer postponement of this advantage could 
not fail to have a still greater influence on future loans. 

In recommending to the National Legislature this 
resort to additional taxes, I feel great satisfaction in 
the assurance, that our constituents, who have already 
displayed so much zeal and firmness in the cause of 
their country, will cheerfully give any other proof of 
their patriotism which it calls for. Happily, no people, 
with local and transitory exceptions, never to be wholly 
avoided, arc more able than the people of the United 
States to spare for the public wants a portion of their 
private means, whether regard be had to the ordinary 
profits of industry, or the ordinary price of subsistence 
in our country, compared with those in any other. 
And in no case could stronger reasons be felt for yield- 
ing the requisite contributions. By rendering the pub- 
lic resources certain, and commensurate to the public 
exigencies, the constituted authorities will be able to 
prosecute the war the more rapidly to its proper issue ; 
every hostile hope, founded on a calculated failure of 
our resources, will be cut off; and by adding to the 
evidence of bravery and skill, in combats on the ocean 
and the land, an alacrity in supplying the treasure ne- 
cessary lo give them their fullest effect, and demon- 
strating to the world the public energy which our po- 
litical institutions combine, with the personal liberty 
distinguishing them, the best security will be provided 
against future enterprises on the rights or the peace of 
the nation. 

The contest in which the United States are engaged, 
appeals for its support to every motive that can ani- 
mate an uncorrupted and enlightened people; to the 
Jove of country ; to the pride of liberty; to an emula- 
tion of the glorious founders of their independence, 
by a successful vindication of its violated attributes ; 
to the gratitude and sympathy which demand security 
from the most degrading wrongs of a class of citizens, 
who have proved themselves so worthy the protection 
of their country, by their heroic zeal in its defence ; 


| part. 


The message was read, and five hundred copies 
ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 


Wepnespay, May 26. 


The PresipentT communicated a report of the 
Secretary for the Department of War, compre- 
hending statements of all the treaties held with 
the Indian tribes, respectively, since the 4th of 
March, 1789, relative to the purchasee of lands, 
the amount of purchases and annuities, with the 
amount in goods and money expended in carry- 
ing such treaties into effect, made conformably 
toa resolution of the Senate, of the 30th Decem-. 
ber, 1812; and the report was read. 

On motion, by Mr. Lers, 

Resolved, That a committee of three members 
be appointed, who, with the three members of 
the House of Representatives, to be appointed by 
the said House, shall have the direction of the 
money appropriated to the purchase of books and 
maps, for the use of the two Houses of Congress. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Leis, Stone, and Tarr, 
be the committee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. Camprent submitted the following mo- 
tions for consideration : 


Resolved, That so much of the Message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States as concerns our relations 
with forcign Powers, and the Military Establishment 
of the United States, be referred to a select committee, 
with leave to report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

Resolved, That so much of the Message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States as relates to the Naval Es- 
tablishment of the United States, be referred to a select 
committee, with leave to report thereon by bill or other- 
wise. 


Tuursnay, May 27. 


Oranian German, from the State of New 
York, and Samvuex Smrra, from the State of Ma- 
ryland, severally took their seats in the Senate. 

Rozserr Henry GoLDsBoRouGH, appointed a 
Senator by the ‘Legislature of the State of Ma- 
ryland, for the term of six years, commencing on 
the fourth day of March last, produced his ere- 
dentials, was qualified, and took his seat in the 
Senate. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in the 
resolution of the Senate, of the 25th instant, for 
the appointment of Chaplains, and have appoint- 
ed the Reverend Jesse Les Chaplain on their 


Whereupon, the Senate proceeded to the ap- 


| pointment of a Chaplain on their part; and, 


on the ballots being counted, it appeared that the 


and, finally, to the sacred obligation of transmitting | Peyerend Jonn BRECKENRIDGE hada majority, 


entire, to future generations, that precious patrimony of 
national rights and independence which is held in trust ! 
by the present, from the goodness of Divine Providence. | 


Being aware of the inconveniences to which a pro- 
tracted session, at this season, would be liable, I limit 
the present communication to objects of primary im- 
portance. In special messages which may ensue, re- 
gard will be had to the same consideration. 

JAMES MADISON, 

Wasuineton, May 25, 1813, 


and was clected. 

The first motion made yesterday for a com- 
mittee, wasresumed ; and on motion, was amend- 
ed and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as concerns our 
relations with foreign Powers, be referred toa 
select committee, to consist of seven members, to 
consider and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 
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Ordered, That Messrs. CamrneLL, TAYLOR, Alexandria, praying an extension of their charter, 


Cuase, Smita, Varnum, Brown, and Dana, be 
the committee. 

The Senate resumed the motion made yester- 
day for the appointment of a committee on so 
much of the Message of the President of the 
United States as relates to the Naval Establish- 
ment, and agreed thereto; and Messrs. SMITH, 
GAILLARD, GILMAN, HoweE.t, and Curts, were 
appointed*the committee. 

On motion. by Mr. ANDERSON, 

Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to the 
Military Establishment thereof, be referred to a 
select committee, to consist of five members, with 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Ordered, That Messrs. ANDERSON, VARNUM, 
Smrru, Ler, and Honrsr, be the committee. 


Fripay, May 28. 


Ricuarp Brent, from the State of Virginia; 

and Joun Conner, from the State of New Jer- 
sey, severally took their seats in the Senate. 
_ CHRISTOPHER GORE, appointed a Senator by 
the Executive of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, in place of James Luoyp, resigned; and 
Rurus Kine, appointed a Senator by the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York, for the term of 
six years, commencing with the fourth day of 
March last, severally produced their credentials, 
were qualified, and they took their seats in the 
Senate. 

The PResipeNT communicated a report from 
the Secretary for the Department of State, made 
agreeably to a resolution of the Senate, of the 
24th February last, requesting him to give infor- 
mation of the collectors of the customs who have 
not made regular returns of registered seamen; 
and the report was read. 


Monpay, May 31. 
Mr. German presented the petition of Alexan- 
der Phaenix, of the city of New York, an insol- 
vent debtor, imprisoned at the suit of the United 


States, praying to be discharged; and the petition | 


was read, and referred to a select committee 


consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise; | the District of Columbia, 


and Messrs. German, Dana, and Kina, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 


for reasons stated in the petition; which was 
read. 

The PresipENT communicated a letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
with a copy of the reports of the commissioners 
appointed under the act of 20th February, 1812, 
for the revision of claims to land in the district 
of Kaskaskia; which were read. 


Tuespay, June 1. 

Mr. Smiru asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill to amend the act, entitled “An act to 
provide for calling forth the militia to execute the 
laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and re- 
pel invasions, and to repeal the act now in force 
for those purposes; and the bill was twice read 
by unanimous consent, and referred to a select 
committee, to consist of five members, to consider 
and report thereon; and Messrs. Suita, Worra- 
INGTON, Varnum, TAYLOR, and Dana, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

Mr. German, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill for the relief 
of Alexander Pheenix; and the bill was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

The Presipenr communicated a letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
with a copy of a letter from the register of the 
land office at Kaskaskia, and of three statements 
made by him, of claims to land in that district; 
which were read. 

Mr. Brent gave notice that to-morrow he 
should ask leave to bring in a bill to provide for 
the accommodation of the President of the Uni- 
ted States. 


Wepnespay, June 2, 


The bill for the relief of Alexander Phenix 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole; and, no amendment 
having been offered, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. Hunter presented the petition of Thomas 


; to | Sim Lee, and others, citizens of Georgetown, in 


> l proprietors of the prop- 
erty contained in “ Deakins, Lee, and Casanave’s 
addition to Georgetown,” stating that considera- 


, Mr. Lacoc presented the memorial of sundry | ble inconvenience and obstruction result to them. 
inhabitants of the city of New York, natives of iin their improvements, from the present plan or 


the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land, praying to be admitted to the rights of citi- 
zens, for reasons stated in their memorial, the 


plat thereof; and praying relief; and the peti- 
tion was read, and referred to a select committee, 
to consider and report thereon by bill or other- 


omission of certain forms of application, required | wise; and Messrs. Hunter, Brent, and Dana, 


by law, notwithstanding; and the memorial was 
read, and referred to a select committee, to con- 


were appointed the committee. 
Mr. BRENT presented the petition of Charles 


sider and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and | Minifie, praying interest may be allowed him on 


Messrs. Lacock, Kine, and Varnum, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 


Mr. Smita gave notice, that to-morrow hej 
e 
t 


should ask leave to bring in a bill to amend th 
militia laws of the United States. 


Mr. CAMPBELL presented the petition of the! 
President and Directors of the Farmers’ Bank of | 


the balance of an account awarded in his favor 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury, agreeably 
to the act of the Ist of May, 1812; and the peti- 
ton was read, and referred to a select committee, 
to consider and report thereon by bill or other- 
wise; and Messrs, Bren‘r, LEIB, and Dana, were 
appointed the committee. 


21 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


22 


June, 1813. 


Proceeding : 


SENATE. 


—— e 


Mr. Lacock, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill supplementa- 
ry to the acts heretofore passed on the subject of 
an uniform rule of naturalization; and the bill 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 


Tuorspay, June 3. 

The bill supplementary to the acts heretofore 
passed on the subject of an uniform rule of natu- 
ralization, was read the second time, and made 
the order of the day for to-morrow. 

The Presipenr communicated a report signed 
“ William Jones, acting Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry,” prepared in obedience to the act supplemen- 
tary to the act, entitled “An act to establish the 
Treasury Department ;” which was read. 

Mr. Tair gave notice that, to-morrow, he 
should ask leave to bringin a bill to alter the 
times of holding the circuit courts for the sixth 
circuit of the United States. 

Mr. Smrru, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill to amend the act, entitled “An 
act to provide for calling forth the militia to ex- 
ecute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrec- 
tions, and repel invasions, and to repeal the act 
now in force for those purposes,” reported it 
amended. 

The bill for the relief of Alexander Phenix 
was reported by the committee correctly en- 
grossed. 


Fripay, June 4. 


The credentials of CurisropHer Gores, ap- 
pointed a Senator by the Legislature of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, in place of James 
Lloyd, resigned, were read. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill supplemen- 
tary to the acts heretofore passed on the subject 
of an uniform rule of naturalization; and, the 
bill having been amended, the PRESIDENT re- 
ported it to the House accordingly, and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time as amended. 

Mr. Morrow presented the petition of Thomas 
Sloo, of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, late a 
commissioner for examining and inquiring into 
the validity of claims to land in the district of 
Kaskaskia, praying additional compensation for 
services rendered, as therein stated; and the pe- 
tition was read, and referred to a select commit- 
tee, to consider and report thereon by bill or 
otherwise; and Messrs. Morrow, WORTHING- 
TON, and Tarr, were appointed the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Morrow, 

Ordered, That the letter of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, of the 31st of May, 
with a copy of the reports of the commissioners 
appointed under the act of 20th February, 1812, 
for the revision of certain claims to land in the 
district of Kaskaskia; and, also, the letter of the 
Register of the Land Office at Kaskaskia, com- 
municated the 1st instant, be referred to the com- 
mittee last mentioned, to consider and report 
thereon. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill toamend the 
act, entitled “ An act to provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the laws of the Union, sup- 
press jnsurrections, and repel invasions, and to 
repeal the act now in force for those purposes,” 
together with the amendments reported by the 
select committee; and, having agreed to the 
amendments reported, the further consideration 
of the bill was postponed until Monday next. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Alexander 
Phenix was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. Brent asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill to provide for the accommodation of the 
President of the United States; and the bill was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Tart asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a bill to alter the times of holding the circuit 
courts for the sixth cireuit of the United States; 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. Hunter, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of Thomas Sim Lee, and 
others reported a bill concerning certain streets 
in Georgetown; and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. Brent presented the petition of the Presi- 
dent and Directors of the Bank of Washington, 
praying that the stockholders may be permitted 
to increase their capita] by an additional subserip- 
tion, for reasons therein stated; and the petition 
was read and referred toa select committee, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise; 
and Messrs. Brent, Dana, and TayLor, were 
appointed the committee. 

Mr. Dana gave notice that, on Monday, he 
should ask leave to bring ina bill for the gov- 
ernment of persons in certain fisheries. 


Monpay, June 7. 


Wit.tam B. Gives, from the State of Virginia, 
who arrived the 5th iustant, took his seat in the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT communicated the credentials 
of Witttam H. Wexts, appointed a Senator by 
the Legislature of the State of Delaware, in place 
of James A. Bayard, resigned; which were read. 

The PesstipenT communicated the resolves of 
the general assembly of the Presbyterian church, 
convened at Philadelphia, recommending the first 
Thursday of August next, asa day of humilia- 
tion, fasting, and prayer; which were read. 

Mr. Smrra presented the memorials of Stephen 
Girard, and others, praying the liberation of cer- 
tain vessels, with their cargoes, of the manufac- 
tures of England, which have been seized for an 
alleged violation of the non-importation law, tor 
reasons stated at large in the memorials; which 
were read, and referred to a select committee, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise ; 
and Messrs. Sutra, TAYLOR, and Gore, were ap- 
pointed the committee. a 

Mr. Gites presented the petition of Joshua 
Barney, on behalf of himself and the owners, 
officers, and crews, of sundry private armed ves- 
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sels of war, stating, that, although they have been 
very successful in capturing and destroying the 
commerce of the enemy, they have received 
but little benefit from their enterprises, in conse- 
quence of the douile duty imposed on such cap- 
tures, and the claim of the United States set up 
to certain prizes made by them of enemy’s pro- 
perty, sailing under the flag of the United States; | 
and praying relief; and the petition was read, 
and referred toa select committee, to consider and 
report thereon, by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. 
Gies, Buttock, and Kine, were appointed the 
committee, 


E Proceedings. 


JUNE, 1813. 


Mr. BrenT presented the petition of J. B. Nick- 
olis, on behalf of himself and one hundred and 
one other petitioners, praying an act may pass to 
incorporate a company under the title and firm 
of the Fire Insurance Company of Alexandria ; 
and the petition was read, and referred to a select 
committee, to consider and report thereon by bill 
or otherwise ; and Messrs. Brent, Horsry, and 
Hunter, were appointed the committee. 


Tuespay, June 8. 
Euricius Fromentin, appointed a Senator by 


The bill supplementary to the acts heretofore | the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, for the 
passed on the subject of an uniform rule of nat- | term of six years. commencing with the fourth 
uralization, having been reported by the commit- day of March last, produced his credentials, was 


tee correctly engrossed, was read a third time, and 
passed. 

On motion, by Mr. Brent, the memorial of 
the President and Directors of the Farmers’ Bank 
of Alexandria, praying an extension of their char- | 
ter, was referred to a select committee, to consid- 
er and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. Bren, Stone, and Cuace, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

Mr. Morrow, from the committee to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill for the 
relief of Thomas Sloo; and the bill was read, and | 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Dana asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a bill for the government of persons in certain 
fisheries; and the bill was read, and passed to the 
second reading. 

The bill for the accommodation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States was read the second | 
time, and referred toa select committee, to con- Í 
sider and report thereon; and Messrs. BRENT, 
Horsey, and GAILLARD, were appointed the com- ! 
mittee. | 

The bill to alter the times of holding the cir- | 
cuit courts for the sixth circuit of the United 
States was read the second time. | 

The bill concerning certain streets in George- 
town was read the second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole ; and, no amendment 
naving been proposed, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or rus Unirep Sraves: 

To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: | 

I lay before Congress copies of certain Legislative 
acts of Pennsylvania, transmitted for that purpose by 
the Governor of that State. 


JAMES MADISON. | 
Wasninaton, June 5, 1813. } 
The Message and acts therein referred to were 

read. 

The Presipenr communicated a letter from the 
Secretary for the Department of War, accom- 
panicd with a code of iules and regulations for 
the Army of the United States, prepared in obe- 
dience to the injuuction of the act, entitled “An 
act for the better organization of the general staff 
of the Army of the United States,” passed on the 
3d day of March, 1813, which were read. 


qualified, and took his seat in the Senate. 

The Prestpen'r communicated a letter from the 
Governor of the State of Connecticut, enclosing 
a copy of the resolution passed by the Legisla- 
ture of that State, that they do not agree to ratify 
and confirm an amendment proposed by Congress 
to the Constitution of the United States, relative 
to titles of nobility ; and the letter and resolution 
were read. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Sloo was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole; and, no amendments having been 
proposed, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The bill for the government of persons in cer- 
tain fisheries was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to a select committee, to consider and re- 
port thereon; and Messrs. Dana, Gore, and GIL- 
MAN, Were appointed the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Tarr, the bill to alter the 
times of holding the circuit court for the sixth 
circuit of the United States was referred to a 


| select committee, to consider and report thereon ; 


and Messrs. Tarr, TayLor, and Buttock, were 
appointed the committee, 

Mr. Brent, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill for the accommodation of the 
President of the United States, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

-The bill concerning certain streets in George- 
town, having been repurted by the committee cor- 
rectly engrossed, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill toamend the 
act, entitled “ An act to provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the laws of the Union, sup- 
press insurrections, and repel invasions, and to 
repeal the act now in force for those purposes,” 
together with the amendments. 

On motion, by Mr. Wortarneton, the amend- 
ments wererecommitted; Messrs. Smitu, WORTH- 
INGTON, Taytor, Varnum,and Dana, were ap- 
pointed the committee, further to consider and 
report thereon. 


Weonespay, June 9. 


The bill for the relief of Thomas Sloo, having 
been reported by the committee correctly en- 
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grossed, was read a third time, the blank filled 
with “five hundred ;” and the bill passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the ac- 
commodation of the President of the United 
States; and, no amendment having been pro- 
posed, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. Dana, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill for the government of persons in 
certain fisheries, reported it without amendment, 
and the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole; and, no amendment having been 
proposed, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. Morrow gave notice, that at an early day 
he should ask leave to bring in a bill for extend- 
ing the time for issuing and locating military 
land warrants. 


Tuurspay, June 10. 


Wium H. Wers, from the State of Dela- 
ware, attended, was qualified, and took his seat. 

Mr. Morrow asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill further extending the time for issuing 
and locating military land warrants; and the 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The bill for the government of persons in cer- 
tain fisheries, having been reported by the com- 
mittee correctly engrossed, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The bill for the accommodation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, having been reported 
by the committee correctly engrossed, was read 
a third time, and the title amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act to provide for the accommo- 
dation of the household of the President of the 
United States.” 

Mr. Tayuor presented the petition of Daniel 
Macaulay. of the city of Charleston, in the State 
of South Carolina, praying to be exonerated from 
the bonds given for goods imported from Eng- 
land in the ships Anna and Thomas Gibson, 
which were seized for an alleged violation of the 
nor-importation law, for reasons stated at large 
in the petition; which was read. 


Fripay, June 11. 


The bill further extending the time for issu- 
ing and locating military land warrants was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. Morrow, 
‘W orTHINGTon, and Tait, the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 4th instant, the letters of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
the reports therein enclosed, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 

On motion, by Mr. Horsey, the Message of 
the President of the United States of the 5th, 
communicated the 7th instant, together with the 
Legislative acts of Pennsylvania, accompanying 
the same, were referred to a select committee, to 
consist of five members to consider and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Hor- 


sey, Lers, Smite, Goupszoroves, and Kina, 
were appointed the committee. 


Monpay, June 14. 

Mr. Morrow, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill further extending the time 
for issuing and locating military land warrants, 
reported it without amendment; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole; and, 
no amendment having been..proposed, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. Brenn, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of J. B. Nickolls, and others, 
reported a bill to incorporate a company in the 
town of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia; 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. Brent, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill to continue 
the charter of the Farmers’ Bank of Alexandria; 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. ' 

Mr. Brent, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill for the further 
relief of Charles Minifie; and the bill was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Smira presented the memorial of John 
Gooding, and Hollins and McBlair, of the city 
of Baltimore, stating that they had freighted a 
vessel to an agent of the United States, to carry 
provisions to the inhabitants of Venezuela, which, 
on her arrival, was condemned by a Court of 
Admiralty on the sole ground of having brought 
supplies from tbe United States, as is stated at 
large by your memorialists, who pray compensa- 
tion; and the memorial was read, and referred 
to a select committee to consider and report there- 
on by bill or otherwise ; and Messrs, GoLpsBo- 
ROUGH, Horsey, and CAMPBELL, were appointed 
the committee. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to incorporate a company 
for making a certain turnpike road in the county of 
Alexandria also, a bill, entitled “An act to incor- 
porate a company for making a certain turnpike 
road in the county of Washington, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ;” in which bills they request 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 


Tuespay, June 15. 


The Prestpent communicated a letter from 
the Governor of the State of New Hampshire, 
stating that the Legislature of that State had 
elected Jeremian Mason a Senator, for the 
term of six years, commencing with the fourth 
day of March last; and the letter was read. 

The bill to incorporate a Fire Insurance Com- 
pany in the town of Alexandria, in the District 
of Columbia, was read the second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole; and, on 
motion, by Mr. Smita, it was recommitted to a 
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select committee, to consist of five members, fur- 
ther to consider and report thereon; and Messrs. 
Bren, Daccett, Horsey, Suir, and HUNTER, 
were appointed the committee. 


Wepnespay, June 16. 


The bill further extending the time for issuing 
and locating military land warrants, having been 
reported by the committee correctly engrossed, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

The bill for the further relief of Charles Min- 
ifie was read the second tirne, aud considered as 
in Committee of the Whole; and the further 
consideration thereof postponed until to-morrow. 

The bill, entitled “ An act to incorpgrate a 
company for making a certain turnpike road in 
the county of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia ;” also, the bill, entitled “An act to in- 
corporate a company for making a certain turn- 
pike road in the county of Alexandria,’ were 
severally read the second time, and referred toa 
select committee to consider and report thereon ; 
and Messrs. Brent, Horsey, and ROBINSON, 
were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Kine presented the memorial of the Cum- 
mon Council of the city of New York, praying 
measures may be adopted by the General Gov- 
ernment for their greater security and protection ; 
and the memorial was read, and referred to the 
committee appointed on the 27th of May, on so 
much of the Message of the President of the 
United States as relates to the Military Estab- 
lishment thereof. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the 
bill last mentioned, and concurred therein. 


MEMORIAL OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


The Presipenr communicated the memorial 
of sundry officers attached to the Army under 
the command of Major General William H. 
Harrison, representing that, in appointments and 
promotions recently made in the Army, injus- 
tice has been done to officers now in service, and 
praying the attention of the Senate to certain 
cases in which they feel the usages of armies, 
and their individual rights, have been violated ; 
and the memorial was read. It is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States : 
The officers undersigned (now in the service of the 
United States, and attached to the Army under the 
command of Major General William II. Harrison) 
respectfully represent : 

_ Having observed scveral appointments and promo- 
tions recently made in the Army, and particularly in 
the corps to which we severally belong, and feeling 
that in some of them injustice has been done officers 
now in service, we owe it to ourselves, as well as the 
service in which we are engaged, to make known to 
your honorable body the wrongs complained of; you 
alone possessing the corrective power. 

Our distance from the seat of Government prevents 
an immediate knowledge of new arrangements, made 
in the War Department, but we have seen no public 
document authorizing (as we conceive) some of the 
recent appointments and promotions from that De- 


partment. If, in the promotions and new appoint- 
ments in the Army, the age of an officer’s commis- 
sion, and the duration of service are to be wholly dis- 
regarded, few men would enter the Army except from 
necessity—a crisis, we presume, wished for by none 
who has the good of his country at heart. 

We are unwilling to believe that your honorable 
body would sanction a course so destructive to the ne- 
cessary excitements of a soldier, and so chilling to his 
laudable ambition ; nor would we have troubled you 
with this address, had we not feared that, in the 
crowd of momentous matter which might occupy your 
attention at the present session of Congress, it might 
escape your consideration, that, in some of the ap- 
pointments recently made, private citizens have been 
made captains over the heads of subaltern officers, 
who have been long in service; nor is it less worthy 
your attention, that, in many instances, subalterns 
have been promoted over the heads of superior off- 
eers—over officers, too, who, from experience, as well 
as services rendered their country in the field of bat- 
tle, have at least some claim to the ordinary and just 
patronage of their Government. 

We are well aware that, in armies, the usages of 
nations sanction extraordinary and honorable notice of 
even private soldiers, where extraordinary and honor- 
able deeds authorize it, and we would be the last to 
complain at the elevation of a brother soldier, or even 
a private citizen, under similar circumstances. 

It is unnecessary, we conceive, to call your atten- 
tion to the individual promotions and appointments 
by which we feel the usages of armies, and our indi- 
vidual rights, violated ; they must necessarily be laid 
before you for approval. 

In thus obtruding ourselves before the Senate of 
the United States, we trust it will be seen that we are 
actuated by no other motive than that which should 
pervade the breast of every soldier, and that the mat- 
ter and manner of address evince the greatest respect 
and deference, both to your honorable body and that 
of the War Department. 


WILLIAM BRADFORD, 
Capt. 17th Regt. U.S. Infantry. 
DAVID HOLT, 
Capt. Yrth U. S. Infantry. 
JAMES HACKLEY, 
Lieut. 17th U. S. Infantry. 
THOMAS HAWKINS, 
Ensign 17th U. S, Infantry. 
BENJAMIN W. SANDERS, 
Lieut. 11th U. S. Infantry. 
EDWARD SHIPP, 
Ensign 17th U. S. Infantry. 
WILSON ELLIOT, 
Capt. 19th Regt. U.S. Infantry. 
HENRY FREDERICKS, 
2d Lieut. U.S. Infantry. 
STEPHEN LEE, 
Lieut. 19th Regt. U. S. Infantry. 
GEORGE W. JACKSON, 
Lieut. 19th Regt. U. S. Infantry. 
JAMES CAMPBELL, 
Ist Lieut. 19th Regt. U.S. Infaniry. 
JOHN STOCKTON, 
Ensign 19th Regt, U. S. Infantry. 
DAVID GUYNNES foniy 
lst Lt. 19th Regt. U. S. Infantry. 
CHARLES MITCHELL, 
Ensign 19th Regt. U. 8, Infantry. 
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A message from the House of Representatives | sury, bearing date the 21st day of December, A. 
informed the Senate that they have passed the | D. 1801, and made in pursuance of a resolution 
bill which originated in the Senate, entitled | of the House of Representatives, passed on the 6th 
“An act for the relief of Alexander Phenix,” | day of January, 1797; also a like number of copies 
with amendments, in’ which they request the | of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
concurrence of the Senate. dated the 27th of December, A. D. 1809, trans- 

Mr. Kine presented the petition of James Jay, | mitting a statement of the payments which have 
praying Congress to take into consideration his | been made by the respective States of the direct 
memorial, presented at the last session, and grant | tax, &c., in obedience to a resolution of the Sen- 
him remuneration for services rendered during | ate of the 18th day of December, A. D. 1809; and, 
the Revolutionary war,and for moneys advanced, | also, a like number of copies of the statement ex- 
as therein stated; and the petition was read, and | hibiting the balances due the United States on 
referred to a select committee to consider and re- | account of the internal revenue and direct ‘tax, 
port thereon by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. | which accompanied the letter of the Comptroller 
Kine, Dana, and Leis, were appointed the com- | of the Treasury of the 10th of December last. 
mittee. 


Monpay, June 21. 


Jeremian Mason, appointed a Senator by the 
Legislature of the State of New Hampshire, for 
the term of six years, commencing with the fourth 
day of March last, produced his credentials, was 
qualified, and he took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. Gore presented the memorial of George 
Ulmer, Colonel of the United States Volunteers, 
commanding on the eastern frontier of Massa- 
chusetts, representing that two companies were 
raised in the towns of Calais and Robinstown, and 
were in the service of the United States, and 

Fripay, June 18. praying provision may be made for their compen- 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | sation; and the memorial was read,and referred 
Whole, the bill for the further relief of Charles | to the committee appointed the 27th of May, on 
Minifie. so much of the Message of the President of the 

On motion, by Mr. ANDERSON, it was agreed | United States as relates to the Military Estab- 
that the further consideration thereof be post- | lishment thereof, to consider and report thereon. 
poned to, and made the order of the day for,} Mr. DaccerT presented the petition of Samuel 
Monday next. Olcott, of Hartford, in the state of Connecticut, 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, owner of the schooner Peggy, stating, that, in the 

Resolved, that a committee be appointed to in- | year 1811, he sent said vessel to Barbadoes with 
quire what Legislative provision is necessary to | acargo ; that, in consequence ofa stress of weather 
prevent multiplicity of suits or processes, where | she was much injured, and the greatest part of 
a single suit or process might suffice for the ad- | her cargo lost; that in order to defray the ex- 
ministration of justice in any cause to which the | penses of the necessary repairs, her water casks, 
United States may be party, or before any court ! which had served for ballast, were sold; that, 
of the United States, and that the committee have | after several attempts, it was found impractica- 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. ble to pursue her voyage without ballast; and 

Ordered, That Messrs. Dana, BuLLocg, Hun- | that a quantity of salt was taken on board at 
TER, Stoner, and Buiensos, be the committee. Turk’s Island for that purpose, and brought to 

Mr. Smrru, from the committee to whom was | the United States, by which a penalty has been 
recommitted the bill to amend the act, entitled | incurred; and praying relief; and the memorial 
SAn act to provide for calling forth the militia to | was read. 
execute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrec- Ordered, That Mr. Gore be on the committee, 
tions, and repel invasions, and to repeal the act | appointed on the 27th of May, on so much of the 
now in force for those purposes,” reported it with | Message of the President of the United States as 
amendments. relates to the Naval Establishment, in place of 

On mation, by Mr. Horsey, Mr. Corts absent. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate} The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
cause to be printed for the use of the Senate, | Whole, the bill for the relief of Charles Minifie ; 
three hundred copies of the statement marked B, | and, no amendment having been proposed, on the 
exhibiting the amount of duties upon domestic | question, Shall this bill be engrossed and read a 
distilled spirits, and on stills, upon sales at auction, | third time? it was determined in the negative. 
refined sugar, carriages, and upon licenses to re-| The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
tailers, and upon stamped vellum; parchment, and | Whole, the bill to amend the act, entitled “An act 
paper, which accrued from the Ist of January, | to provide for calling forth the militia to execute 
1800, to the 31st of December following, as con- | the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and 
tained in the report of the Secretary of the Trea- | repel invasions and to repeal the act uow in force 


Tuurspay, June 17. 


The bill to continue the charter of the Far- 
mers’? Bank of Alexandria was resumed as in 
Committee of the Whole; and, on motion, by 
Mr. Lers, the further consideration thereof was 
postponed to the first Monday in December next. 

On motion, by Mr. Rozinson, William Gam- 
ble had leave to withdraw his memorial, and pa- 
pers accompanying the same, presented at the 
last session of Congress. 
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for those purposes,” together with the amend-] Mr. AnpERson, from the committee appointed 


ments reported thereto by the select committee, 
which were agreed to with amendments ; and the 
President reported the bill to the House amended 
accordingly, and it was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time as amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Leis, a committee was ap- 
pointed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for repairing the north wing of 
the Capitol and finishing the Senate Chamber, 
and that the committee have leave to report by 
bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Lere, Horsey, and 
GAILLARD, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Brent, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill to augment 
the capital stock of the Bank of Washington; 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 


Toespay, June 22. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entided “An act to reward the officers and 
crew of the sloop of war Hornet; in which bill 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

"T'he bill to amend the act, entitled “An act to 

rovide for calling forth the militia to execute the 
aws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and re- 
pel invasions, and to repeal the act now in force 
for those purposes,” having been reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, was read a third 
time, and the blank filled with the words “five 
hundred thousand.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An 
act to provide for calling forth the militia toexecute 
the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and 
repel invasion, and to repeal the act now in force 
for those purposes.” 

Mr. Tart, from the eommittee to whom was 
referred the bill to alter the times of holding the 
circuit courts for the sixth circuit of the United 
States, reported it without amendment; and, on 
his motion, the further consideration thereof was 
postponed to the first Monday in December next. 

Mr. Kine presented the petition of Thomas 
Hall Storm, of the city of New York, stating, 
that, on the 25th of April, 1811, he was deputed 
Chargé d’ Affaires of the United States to reside 
at Tripoli, but was not recognised by the Bashaw ; 
in the prosecution of the business he incurred con- 
siderable expense, and praying remuneration there- 
for, and that he may be allowed the usual salary 
for his services; and the petition was read, and 
referred to the Secretary for the Department of 
State, to consider and report thereon. 

On motion, by Mr. Taytor, the petition of 
Daniel Macaulay, presented the 10th instant, was 
referred to the committee appointed on the 27th 
of May, on so much of the Message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States as concerns our rela- 
tions with foreign Powers, to consider and report 
thereon by biil or otherwise. 


on the 27th of May, on so much of the Message 
of the President of the United States as relates to 
the Military Establishment, reported a bill for the 
relief of the infirm, disabled, and superannuated 
officers and soldiers of the late and of the pres- 
ent Army of the United States; and the bill was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

The bill to augment the capital stock of the 
Bank of Washington, was read the second time. 

Mr. Gites presented the petition of Alexander 
Scott, praying compensation for his trouble in 
the release and conveyance of certain American 
seamen from Porto Cavallo, in South America, 
to the United States, as is stated at large in the 
petition; which was read, and referred toa select 
committee, to consider and report thereon, by bill 
or otherwise; and Messrs. Gites, HUNTER, and 
Smiru, were appointed the committee. 

The Presipent communicated a letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
with the reports of the Commissioners appointed 
to investigate claims to land in the western district 
of Orleans Territory, now State of Louisiana, 
made in pursuance of the act of Congress, enti- 
tled “An act respecting claims to land in the Ter- 
ritories of Orleans and Louisiana,” passed on the 
3d of March 1807; which were read. 

Mr. Cuace gave notice that, to-morrow, he 
should ask leave to bring in a bill altering the 
time and place for holding the circuit and district 
courts in Vermont. 


Weonespay, June 23. 

Mr. Surry reported from the committee to 
whom was referred the memorial of Stephen Gi- 
rard and others, and the report was read. 

Mr. Gixes reported from the commitee to whom 
was referred the petition of Joshua Barney, in be- 
half of himself, and the owners, officers, and 
crews, of sundry private armed vessels; and the 
report was read. 

Mr. Anverson, from the committee appointed 
on the 27th of May, on so much of the Message 
of tue President of the United States as relates 
to the Military Establishment, reported a bill to 
amend the act in addition to the act, entitled “An 
act to raise an additional military force, aud for 
other purposes;” and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The bill for the relief of the infirm, disabled, 
and superannuated officers and soldiers of the 
late and present Army of the United States, was 
read the second time, and the further considera- 
tion thereof postponed to, and made the order of 
the day for, to-morrow. 

The bill, entitled “An act to reward the officers 
and crew of the sloop of war Hornet,” was read 
the second time, and referred to the committee 
appointed on the 27th of May, on so much of the 
Message of the President of the United States as 
relates to the Naval Establishment, to consider 
and report thereon. 

Mr. Gixes, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill for the relief 
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of Alexander Scott; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to augment’ the capital stock of 
the Bank of Washington, and, on motion by Mr. 
Leis, that the consideration thereof be postponed 
to the first Monday in December next, the Presi- 
dent determined the question in the negative; 
and on motion, by Mr. Giues, the further consid- 
eration thereof was postponed to Monday next. 

Mr. Cnace asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill altering the time and place for holding 
the cireuit and district courts in Vermont; and 
the bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 


impressed with the justice of the representation, as 
well as with an apprehension that the comtinuance of 
so much valuable property there would invite hostili- 
ties, granted a license to proceed with the ships and 
cargoes to’ the port of Philadelphia, under bonds to 
place them in the custody of the collector of the port, 
subject to the orders of the Government. é 

That the ships and cargoes on their way to Phila- 
delphia, under the authority of the license, were inter- 
cepted and seized in the district of Delaware, in April,. 
1812, and libelled on the ground of a violation of the 
non-importation law. 

That, soon after the seizure, the ships and cargoes 
were restored to their respective owners, upon bonds 
for the appraised value, to abide the final adjudication 
of the prosecution which had been instituted. And 
the cargoes were sold in the months of April and May, 


Tuorspay, June 24. 


Mr. Anverson, from the committee appointed 
the 27th May, on so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to the 
Military Establishment, reported a bill to author- 
ize the raising a corps of sea fencibles; and the 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The bill to amend the act in addition to the 
act, entitled “An act to raise an additional mili- 
tary force, and for other purposes,” was read the 
second time ; 

The bill for the relief of Alexander Scott was 
read the second time ; 

The bill altering the time and place for hold- 
ing the circuit and district courts in Vermont was 
read the second time; and on motion, by Mr. 
CHACE, 

Resolved, That they be referred to a select com- 
mittee to consider and report thereon. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Cuace, Kina, and Dac- 
GETT, be the committee. l 

Mr. Brent, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill to incorporate a Fire Insurance 
Company in the town of Alexandria, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 


PETITION OF STEPHEN GIRARD. 


The following report, made on the petition of 
Stephen Girard and others, was taken up and 
agreed to: ’ 

The Committee to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of Stephen Girard and others, report: 

That the memorialists, respectively, were owners of 
the ships Good Friends, the United States, and the 
Amazon, with their respective cargoes. 

That, in the fall of the year 1811, the memorialists, 
being apprehensive that a war would break out be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain, sent the 
ships and cargoes to Amelia island, as a place of safety ; 
with an intention, eventually, to bring them to the 
United States, if the non-importation law should be 
repealed, or the sanction of Government should be ob- 
tained, so as to render the importation lawful. 

That while the ships and cargoes lay in the port of 
Fernandina, General Mathews, acting in the name, 
and on behalf of the United States, took possession 
of Amelia island, and esteblished a local government 
there. 

That the agents of the memorialists represented to 
_ General Matthews the increased danger to which the 

ships and cargoes were exposed in consequence of the 
revolution at Amelia island; and General Mathews; 

13th Con. Ist Srss.—2 


1812, 
That the memorialists, upon receiving the cargocs, 


made the regular entries at the custom-house, and se- 
cured, by bonds, the payment of the duties which were 
payable according to law, at the time of entry. 


That, upon examination, it appears that, in some 


cases, the Secretary of the Treasury, under the act of 
March, 1797, and Congress, by special acts, have re- 
mitted forfeitures, upon condition that the respective 
owners shauld pay the rate of duties imposed by the 
act of the Ist of July, 1812, although the importations 
were made prior to that day. But. it is understood 
that, in all such cases, the cargoes remained unsold un- 
til the act of the Ist of July commenced its operation ; 
and, of course, the double duties were charged in the 
price to the purchasers. 


Upon this view of the circumstances of the case, the 


committee submit the following resolution for consid- 
eration : 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to bring 


in a bill for the relief of Stephen Girard, and others, 
the owners, respectively, of the ships called the Good 
Friends, the United States, and the Amazon, and their: 
cargoes, upon condition that they respectively pay to 
the collector of the port of Philadelphia, for the use of 
the United States, in addition to the duties by them 
heretofore respectively secured and paid upon the said 
cargoes, a sum which shall be sufficient to make the 
whole amount paid equal to the amount of duties that 
would have been chargeable if the cargoes had been. 
imported and entered subsequent to the Ist of July, 


1812. 
Messrs. Gore, Smiru,and TAYLOR, were ap- 


pointed a committee in pursuance of the above 


report. 


Fripay, June 25. 


Mr. Varnom presented the petition of Thomas 
Denny, of Leicester, in the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, concerned in a manufactory of 
wool cards, and praying to be discharged from 
the payment of certain bonds which he has given. 
on the importation of a quantity of irou wire 
from Montreal, and from payment of the duties 
imposed thereon, for reasons stated at large in 
the petition, which was read, and referred to the 
committee appointed yesterday to bring in a bill 
for the relief of Stephen Girard, and others, to. 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

The bil! for the relief of the infirm, disabled, 
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and superannuated officers and soldiers of the late 

and presen army of the United States, having 

been reported by the committee correctly en- 
rossed, was read a third time, and passed. 

The bill to authorize the raising a corps of sea 
fencibles was read the second time and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole; and, no 
amendment having been offered to the bill, it 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committec of the j 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to amend the | 
act, entitled “An act to raise an additional mil- 
itary force, and for other purposes ;” and the bill 
having been amended, the President reported it 
to the House accordingly, and it was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time as amended. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the select committee on the petition of 
Joshua Barney, and others, which is as follows: 


“That the object of the petition is to obtain, in 
favor of himself and others, the relinquishment of 
the claims of the United States to certain descriptions 
of enemy’s property, captured and brought into the 
ports of the United States by certain private armed 
vessels, That the claims of the United States and 
the petitioner depend upon the provisions of existing 
laws, and present fair questions for judicial cognizance ; 
these questions are in fact now depending before the 
proper judicial tribunals, with whose proceedings and i 
decisions the committee deems it inexpedient at this 
time to interfere, and therefore recommends that the 
further consideration of the petition be postponed till 
the first Monday in December next :” 

And, on the question to agree thereto? it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 14, nays 17, as 
follows: | 

Yxuas—Messrs. Bullock, Campbell, Daggett, Ger- | 
man, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, 
King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, and Wells. 

Nars—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brown, Chace, 
Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lacock, 
Morrow, Robinson, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and 
Varnum. { 

On motion, by Mr. Taytor, the petition was 
committed to a select committee, further to con- 
sider and report thereon by bill or otherwise ; 
and Messrs. Gites, TAYLOR, and ANpERSON, 
were appointed the committee. 

The bill for the relief of Alexander Scott was 
resumed, as in Committee of the Whole; and, 
no amendment having been proposed, it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. | 


Monpay, June 28. 

Grorce M. Birr, from the State of Kentucky 
attended. 

The bill to authorize the raising a corps of 
sea fencibles, having been reported by the com- | 
mittee correctly engrossed, was read a third time, j 
and passed. 

The bill to amend the act in addition to the 
act, entitled “An act to raise an additional mili- 
tary force, and for other purposes,” having been 
reported by the committee correctly engrossed, 
was read a third time, and passed. 


The bill for the relief of Alexander Scott, hav- 
ing been reported by the committee correctly 
engrossed, was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. Gites, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the petition of Joshua Barney, and 
others, reported a bill to relinquish the claims of 
the United States to certain goods, wares, and 
merchandise, captured by private armed vessels ; 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. Gore, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill for the relief 
of Thomas Denny; and the bill was read, and 
passed to a second reading. , 

Mr. Gors, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bili for the relief of the owners of the 
ships the Good Friends, the Amazon, and the 
United States, and their cargoes; and the bill 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Smita, from the committee on so much of 
the Message of the President of the United as 
relates to the Naval Establishment, reported a 
dill authorizing the President of the United States 
to eause to be built barges for the defence of the 
ports and harbors of the United States ; and the 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the committee on so much 
of the Message of the President of the United 
States as respects our foreign relations, reported 
a bill to prohibit the citizens and inhabitants of 
the United States from carrying on any trade or 
traffic with the dominions or dependencies of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland; 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. The bill is as follows: 


A bill to prohibit the citizens and inhabitants of the 
United States from carrying on any trade or traffic 
with the dominions or dependencies of the United 
Kingdoms of Great Britain and Ireland. 


Beit enacted, &c., That any citizen or inhabitant of 
the United States or the Territories thereof, who shall, 
during the war in which the said United States are 
at present engaged, either directly or indirectly carry 
on any trade, commerce, or traffic, in any articles what- 
ever, with any of the dominions, colonies, or depend- 
encies of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, or with any person or persons residing within 
the same; and any citizen or inhabitant as aforesaid, 
who shall directly or indirectly be privy to, or aiding 
or abetting in carrying on any such trade, commerce or 
trafic, shall be adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall upon conviction for every such offence be impris- 
oned for a term not exceeding two years, nor less than 
six months, and be fined in a sum not exceeding five 
thousand, nor less than five hundred dollars ; and any 
ship, vessel, or carriage, of what kind soever, employed 
or used in any such trade, commerce, or traffic, as 
above described, and any cargo which shall be found 
on board of such ship or vessel, and any articles 
which shall be found in such carriage, when detected 
or taken in such unlawful trade, commerce, or traffic, 
or at the return of the same to the United States, shall 
be forfeited, the one-half to the use of the United 
States, and the other half to any person or persons 
who shail give information thereof, and may be seized 
wherever tound, and condemned beiore any court of 
the United States or the Territories thereof, having 
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competent jurisdiction: Provided, That nothing in 
this act contained shall be so construed as to repeal, im- 
pair, or affect-any law now in force providing for the 
punishment of treason or of any other offence against 
the United States. 


Mr. CAMPBELL also reported a bill for the relief 
of Daniel Macaulay; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Presipent communicated a letter from E. 
H. Cummins, requesting permission to report the 
proceedings of the Senate, and that a convenient 
and suitable place in the Senate Chamber be as- 
signed him; and the letter was read. 

Mr. Gore presented the remonstrance of the 
Legislature of the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts, declaring their opinion on the alleged causes 
of the existing war, and the pretences for its con- 
tinuance; that it was improper, impolitic, and 
unjust; and stating the grounds on which they 
rest that opinion. 

Further declaring their opinion on the admis- 
sion of new States formed from lands beyond 
the territorial limits of the United States, and 
that many of the measures of the Government 
have been contrary to the expectations they 
formed in acceding to the Constitution ; that 
these measures have nearly annihilated their 
commerce, and have imposed on them unequal 
burdens, while they have deprived Massachusetts 
of her proportional weight in the Union ; and 
praying that our invading armies may be forth- 
with recalled within our own territories, and 
that every effort may be speedily directed to 
the attainment of peace; and the remonstrance 
was read. 

Mr. Varnum presented the protest of the com- 
mittee chosen by the minority of the Senators 
and Representatives of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, against the foregoing remon- 
strance of the Legislature; and declaring it as 
their opinion that the war is just and necessary, 
and their entire approbation of the measures of 
the General Government complained of, and the 
protest was read. 

A message from the House of Representatives 

nformed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act freeing from postage all 
letters and packets to and from the Superintend- 
ent General of Military Supplies.” in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read. 


Tuesvay, June 29. 

Mr. Sarra, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “ An act to reward the 
officers and crew of the sloop of war Hornet,” re- 
ported it with amendments; which, on motion, 
were considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
and agreed to; and the President reported the bill 
to the House accordingly, and it was ordered to 
be read a third time as amended. 

The bill authorizing the President of the United 
States to cause to be built barges for the defence 
of the ports and harbors of the United States, was 
read the second time; and, on motion, considered 


as in Committee of the Whole, and an amend- 


ment was adopted; and the President reported 


the bill to the House accordingly; and on the 
question, Shall this bill be engrossed and read a 
third time as amended? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 


The bill for the relief of the owners of the ships 


called the Good Friends, the Amazon, and the 
United States, and their cargoes, was read ‘the 
second time. 


The bill to prohibit the citizens and inhabit- 


ants of the United States from carrying on any 
trade or traffic with the dominions or dependen- 
cies of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, was read the second time and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole; and, no amend- 
ment having been proposed, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read the third time. 


The bill for the relief of Daniel Macaulay was 


read the second time. 


The bill for the relief of Thomas Denny was 


read the second time. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the committee appointed 


on so much of the message of the President of the 


United States as concerns our foreign relations, 
reported a bill to prohibit the use of licenses or 


passes granted by the authority of the Govern- 


ment of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Jreland; and the bill was read, and passed to 
the second reading. 

The bill to relinquish the claims of the United 
States to certain goods, wares, and merchandise 
captured by private armed vessels, was read the 


second time. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to incorpo- 


rate a Fire Insurance Company in the town of 
Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, together 
with the amendments reported thereto by the se- 


lect committec; and, having agreed to the amend- 
ments, and further amended the bill, the Presi- 
dent reported it to the House accordingly, and it 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
as amended. 

The PresipenT communicated a report of the 
Secretary for the Department of State, on the pe- 
tition of Thomas Hall Storm, of the city of New 
York, to whom it was referred on the 22d inst.; 
and the report was read. 


Wepnespay, June 30. 


The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
to reward the officers and crew of the ‘sloop of 
war Hornet”, having been reported by the com- 
mittee correctly engrossed, the bill was read the 
third time as amended, and the title was amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The bill authorizing the President of the United 
States to cause to be built barges for the defence 
of the ports and harbors of the United States, 
having been reported by the committee correctly 
engrossed, was read a third time, and passed. 

The bill to prohibit the citizens and inhabitants 
of the United States from carrying on any trade 
or traffic with the dominions or dependencies of 
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the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, | United States to certain goods, wares, and mer- 
having been reported by the committee correctly | chandise, captured by private armed vessels; and, 
engrossed. was read a third time, and passed. the bill having been amended, the President re- 

Mr. Gore presented the memorial of the Reli- | ported it to the Senate accordingly. 
gious Society of Friends in New England, met| On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
in their annual assembly at Rhode Island, pray- | and read a third time? it was determined in the 
ing Congress to reconsider the effects and conse- | affirmative—yeas 17, nays 15, as follows: 
quences of the war, and to adopt every necessary Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Chace, 
measure for the restoration of peace; and the me- | Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lacock, 
morial was read. Morrow, Robinson, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and 

i i i = rnum. 

Uns at to Dror ap pe ae onre Gorn ‘Nive Mews Bullock, Daggett, Dana, German, 
pany in the owa S crae elas oor Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, 
of Columbia, having been reported by the com- Lambert Leib Mason, Wells, and Worthington 
mittee correctly engrossed, was read a third time, | Lambert, Leib, Mason, ? een 
and passed. 

The bill to prohibit the use of licenses or passes Frinay, July 2, 
granted by the authority of the Government of | Mr, ANDERSON, from the committee to whom 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire-| was referred so much of the Message of the 
land, was read the second time. President of the United States as relates to the 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | Military Establishment, reported, in part, a bill 
Whole, the bill for the relief of Thomas Denny; providing for the further defence of the ports and 
and, no amendment having been proposed, it was | harbors of the United States; and the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. read, and passed to the second reading. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Macaulay was | [This bill provides: that the President be and 
resumed, as in Committee of the Whole; and, | he is hereby authorized, whenever the same shall 
after debate, on motion, by Mr. TAYLOR, it was | be deemed necessary for the defence and security 
agreed that the further consideration thereof be | of any of the ports and harbors of the United 
postponed until to-morrow. States, to cause to be hired or purchased, hulks or 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | other means of impediment to. the entrance of 
Whole, the bill to relinquish the claims of the | the ships or vessels of the enemy, to be sunk with 
United States to certain goods, wares, and mer- | the consent of the proper authority of the State 
chandise, captured by private armed vessels; and, lin which such port or harbor may be, and the 


after debate, the Senate adjourned. same to be removed whenever, in his opinion, it 
may be done with safety to such ports or har- 
Tuurspay, July 1. bors.) 


Mr. AnvExson, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the memorial of the Com- 
mon Council of the city of New York, also re- 
ported, in part, that the memorial be referred to 
the Secretary for the Department of War, to con- 
sider and report thereon; and the report was 
adopted. 

The bill to relinquish the claims of the United 
States to certain goods, wares, and merchandise, 
captured by private armed vessels, was reported 
by the committee correctly engrossed; and, on 
motion, by Mr. Horsey, that the further consider- 
ation thereof be postponed to the first Monday in 
December next, it was determined in the nega- 
tive—yeas 15, nays 18, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Bullock, Campbell, Daggett, Dana, 
erman, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hun- 


The bill for the relief of Thomas Denny was 
reported by the committee correctly engrossed. 

Mr. German presented the petition of Richard 
Ward, of the town of New Rochelle, in the State 
of New York, stating that he hath obtained, at a 
very great expense, a machine for weaving stock- 
ings and stockinctts of all descriptions, called the 
Nottingham warp loom; and, inasmuch as he is 
not the original inventor of the said machine, and 
therefore cannot avail himself of the privileges 
given by the patent laws, he prays a reimburse- 
ment of his expenses in ubiaining, and a reward 
for the use of said loom; and the petition was 
read. 

Mr. German also presented the petition of Eli- 
sha J. Winter, of the town of Peru, and State of | G 
New York, praying a remuneration for property | ter, King, Lambert, Mason, Wells, and Worthington. 
forcibly taken for the use of the army of the Uni- |} Nays——Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, 
ted States, as is set forth at large in the petition; | Brown, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, 
which was read, and referred to a select commit- | Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Stone, Tait, 
tee, to consider and report thereon by bill or other- | Turner, and Varnum. 
wise, and Messrs. German, Dana, and Gore, And, on motion, by Mr. Buttock, the bill was 
were appointed the committee. amended by unanimous consent, and thereafter 

Mr. ANDERSON, from the committee to whom | was read a third time, and passed. 
was referred the petition of George Ulmer, re-| On motion, by Mr. German, the petition of 
ported that the petition be referred to the Secre- | Richard Ward, presented yesterday, was referred 
tary for the Department of War, to consider and | to a select committee, to consider and report 
report thereon; and the report was adopted. thereon by bill or otherwisc; and Messrs. GER- 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | man, Vannom, and B.evsog, were appointed the 
Whole the bill to relinquish the claims of the | committee. 
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Mr. Brent, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act to incorporate a 
company for making a certain turnpike road in 
the county of Alexandria,” reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act to incor- 
porate a company for making a certain turnpike 
road in the county of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia,” reported it with amendments. 

Mr. Rozinson gave notice that to-morrow he 
should ask leave to bring ina bill for the relief 
of Thomas Hall Storm. 

Mr. WorTHINGTON gave notice that to-mor- 
row he should ask leave to bring in a bill author- 
izing the payment for wagons and teams cap- 
tured or destroyed by the enemy at Detroit. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Thomas 
Denny, was read a third time, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed the 
bill, entitled “An act toamend the act in addition 
to the act, entitled ‘An act to raise an additional 
military force, aud for other purposes,” with an 
amendment, in which they ask the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
last mentioned, and concurred therein. 

Mr. Lacock presented the petition of the Presi- 
dent and Directors of the Pennsylvania Academy 
of Fine Arts, stating that, previous to the declar- 
ation of the existing war between this country 
and Great Britain, a large box, containing some 
valuable paintings and engravings which belong 
to the Academy, were shipped in Italy, but on 
their passage were captured by a British vessel 
of war and carried into Halifax; that, on appli- 
cation to Admiral Sawyer and the Court of Ad- 
miralty at Halifax, the said box, with its contents, 
were restored, and have since, by permission of 
the Secretary of State, been shipped on board a 
cartel vessel, and have arrived at Boston; and 
praying that a remission of the duties payable on 
said paintings may be granted; and the petition 
was read, and referred to a select committee, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise; 
and Messrs. Lacock, Biepsos, and Bras, were 
appointed the committee. 


Satourpay, July 3. 

Mr. Worvruineron asked and obtained leave 
to bring in a bill authorizing the payment for 
‘wagons and teams captured or destroyed by the 
enemy at Detroit; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Luts, from the committee appointed on the 
subject, reported a bill making an appropriation 
for finishing the Senate Chamber, and repairing 
the roof of the north wing of the Capitol; and 
the bill was read, and passed to the second read- 
ing. 
The bill providing for the further defence of 
the ports and harbors of the United States was 
read the second time. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to incorporate a company for making a cer- 
tain turnpike road in the county of Alexandria,” 
together with the amendments reported thereto 
by the select committee; and, having agreed to 
the amendments, the President reported the bill 
to the House accordingly, and it was ordered to 
be read a third time as amended. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to incorporate a company for making a cer- 
tain turnpike road in the county of Washington, 
in the District of Columbia,” together with the 
amendments reported thereto by the select com- 
mittee ; and, having agreed to the amendments, 
the President reported the bill to the House ac- 
cordingly, and it was ordered to be read a third 
time as amended. . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act for the assessment and collec- 
tion of a direct tax and internal duties ;” also, a 
bill, entitled “An act to establish the town of 
Mobile a port of entry;” in which bills they re- 
quest the concurrence of the Senate. 

The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 


Monpay, July 5. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
to incorporate a company for making a certain 
turnpike road in the county of Alexandria ;” also, 
the amendments to the bill, entitled “An act to 
incorporate a company for making a certain turn- 
pike road in the county of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia,” were reported by the com- 
mittee correctly engrossed. 

Mr. Robinson asked and obtained leave to 
bring in a bill for the relief of Thomas Hall 
Storm; and the bill was read, and passed to the 
second reading. i 


Tuespay, July 6. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the Honse have passed 
a resolution appointing a committee on their 
part to join such committee as the Senate may 
appoint, to consider and report what business 
will demand the attention of Congress prior to 
an adjournment, and also when such such ad- 
journment may probably take place. i 

They have passed the bill, entitled “ An act 
laying duties on licenscs to distillers of spirituous 
liquors; in which resolution and bill they request 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The resolution and bill last mentioned were 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Fromentin gave notice that to-morrow 
he should ask leave to briog in a bill establishing 
a district court in the Mississippi Territory. 

Mr. German, from the committee to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill for the 
relief of Elisha J. Winter; and the bill was read 
and passed to the second reading. 
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committee, to consist of five members to consider 
and report thereon; and Messrs. Kine, Worta- 
INGTON, GILES, SMITH, and BULLOCK, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act to establish the town 
of Mobile a port of entry,” was read the second | 
time. 

The bill authorizing the payment for wagons 
and teams captured and destroyed by the enemy 


amendment. 

The bill, entitled “ An act laying duties on li- 
censes to distillers of spirituous liquors,” was read 
the second time, and referred to the committce 
to whom was referred the bill for the assessment 
and collection of a direct tax and internal duties, 
to consider and report thereon. 

The bill for the relief of Elisha J. Winter was 
read the second time. 

T'he bill for the remission of certain duties to 
the Pennsylvania Academy of the Fine Arts was 


at Detroit, was read the second time, and referred ; read the second time. 


to a select committee, to consider and report 
thereon; and Messrs. WorTHINGTON, Biss, and 
Buevsor, were appointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act freeing from postage 
all letters and packets to and from the Superin- 
tendent General of Military Supplies,” was read 
the'sccond time. 

The bill making an appropriation for finishing 
the Senate Chamber, and repairing the roof of 
the north wing of the Capitol, was read the sec- 
ond time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to augment 
the capital stock of the Bank of Washington; 
and, after debate, on motion, by Mr. Wexts, the 
further consideration thereof was postponed to 
the first Monday in December next. 

The bill, entitled “An act to ineorporate a com- 
pany for making a certain turnpike road in the 
county of Alexandria,” was read a third time as 
amended, and passed. i 

The bill, entitled “An act to incorporate a com- 
pany for making a certain turnpike road in the 
county of Washington, iu the District of Colum- 
bia,” was read a third time as amended, and 
passed. 

Mr. Lacock, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill for the remis- 
sion of certain duties to the Pennsylvania Acad- 
emy of the Fine Arts; and the bill was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Kine, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of James Jay, made a re- 
port; which was read. 


Wennespay, July 7. 

The Presipent communicated the petition of 
J. A. P. Pontingon ; which was read. 

Mr. Dana, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill concerning 
suits and costs in courts of the Uniled States; 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution brought up yesterday on the sub- 
ject of an adjournment; which was twice read 
by unanimous consent, and concurred in; and 
Messrs. Varnum, Leis, and CAMPBELL, were ap- 
pointed the committee on their part. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the committee to 
whom was referred the bill authorizing the pay- 
ment for wagons and teams captured and destroy- 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee on the petition of James 
Jay, which is as follows: 

“That, during the war of the Revolution, James 
Jay, upon his return from England, where he had 
been distinguished by his medical talents, became a 
creditor of the United States for a considerable sum of 
money ; that, owing to the delays on the part of the 
Government, and the absence of Mr. Jay, in attending 
upon General WasuinerTos, (to whom, as appears by 
the Gencral’s letter, he imparted a plan of secret cor- 
respondence, which proved to be of great importance 
in the course of the war,) the money due and after- 
wards paid to Mr. Jay was much depreciated. In con- 
sideration of these circumstances, which distinguish 
the case of Mr. Jay, the committee submit to the con- 
sideration of the Senate, that leave be given to bring 
in a bill to authorize the officers of the Treasury to ex- 
amine the claim of Mr. Jay, and to allow him such 
balance, together with interest, as may be equitably 
due to him.” 

And, on the question to give leave to bring in 
a bill accordingly, it was determined in the neg- 
ative. 

Mr. Kine, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “ An act for the assess- 
ment and collection of a direct tax and internal 
duties,” reported it with amendments. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of the owners of the ships called the Good Friends, 
the Amazon, and the United States, and their 
cargoes ; and, the bill having been amended, the 
President reported it to the House accordingly ; 
and it was ordered to be engrossed, and read a 
third time as amended. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, entitled “An act freeing from postage all let- 
ters and packets to and from the Superintendent 
General of Military Supplies ;” and it passed to 
the third reading. 

The bill to prohibit the use of licenses or passes 
granted under the authority of the Government 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land was resumed; and, en motion by Mr. CAMP- 
BELL, it was agreed that it be the order of the day 
for to-morrow. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the fur- 
ther defence of the ports and harbors of the Uni- 
ted States; and, no amendment having been pro- 
posed, it was ordered to be engrossed, and read a 
third time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
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Whole, the consideration of the bill making an 
appropriation for finishing the Senate Chamber, 
and repairing the roof of the north wing of the 
Capitol; and, no amendment having been pro- 
posed, it was ordered to be engrossed, and read a 
third time? 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Hall Storm 
was read the second time, and referred to a select 
committee, to consider and report thereon; and 
Messrs. Ropinson, Kine, and VARNUM, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

On motion of Mr. FROMENTIN, the bill, entitled 
“An act to establish the town of Mobile a port of 
entry,” was referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon; and Messrs. FROMEN- 
Tin, Brown, and Biepsos, were appointed the 
committee. 

Mr. Fromentin asked and obtained leave to 
bring in a bill establishing a district court in the 
Mississippi Territory; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. German, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill for the bene- 
fit of Richard Ward; and the bill was read, and 
ordered to the second reading. 


‘Tuurspay, July 8. 

The bill concerning suits and costs in courts of 
the United States was read the second time. 

The bill establishing a district court in the Mis- 
sissippi Territory was read the second time. 

The bill for the benefit of Richard Hall Storm 
was read the second time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to prohibit 
the use of licenses, or passes, granted by the au- 
thority of the Government of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland; and, after de- 
bate, on motion of Mr, Kine, it was recommitted, 
to the original committee, further to consider and 
report thereon. i i 

The bill for the relief of the owners of the ships 
called the Good Friends, the Amazon, and the 
United States, and their cargoes, was reported by 
the committee correctly engrossed, and read a 
third time. f 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, that the bill be re- 
committed, it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 6, nays 25, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Dana, Gaillard, German, Horsey, 
Hunter, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, Brown, Bul- 
lock, Condict, Daggett, Fromentin, Giles, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Howell, Lacock, Lambert, Leib, 
Mason, Morrow, Smith, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative. g 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass, and 
that the title thereof be “ An act for the relief of 
the owners of the ships called the Good Friends, 
the Amazon, and the United States, and their car- 
goes.” a 

The bill making an appropriation for finishing 
the Senate Chamber, and repairing the roof of 


the north wing of the Capitol, was reported by 
the committee correctly engrossed, and read a 
third time, and the blank filled with “nine thou- 
sand five hundred dollars.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act making an appropriation for 
finishing the Senate Chamber, aud repairing the 
roof of the north wing of the Capitol.” 

The bill providing for the further defence of 
the ports and harbors of the United States, was 
reported by the committee correctly engrossed, 
and read a third time, and the blank filled with 
“$250,000.” 

_ Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
title thereof be “ An act providing for the further 
defence of the ports and harbors of the United 
States.” 

The bill, entitled “An act freeing from post- 
age all letters and packets toand from the Super- 
intendent General of Military Supplies,” was read 
a third time, and passed. 


Fripay, July 9. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to lay and collect a direct 
tax within the United States;” a bill, entitled “An 
act laying duties on sales at auction of merchan- 
dise; and of ships and vessels;” a bill, entitled 
“An act laying duties on sugar refined within the 
United States ;” also a bill, entitled “ An act to 
establish the office of Commissioner of the Rev- 
enue ;” in which bills they request the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The four bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the assessment and collection of a direct 
tax and internal duties,” together with the amend- 
ments reported thereto by the select committee ; 
and, having agreed to the amendments, the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill was postponed until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. Fromen'rin, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act to estab- 
lish the town of Mobile a port of entry,” reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. Varnum, from the joint committee, ap- 
pointed on the part of the Senate, to consider 
and report the business requisite to be acted on 
during the present session, made a report in part 5 
which was read. 


Sarurnay, July 10. 


Mr. Daccrrr presented the petition of Theo- 
dore Barrell aud Nathaniel Gilbert, of Norwich, 
in the district of Connecticut, praying to be dis- 
charged from penalties incurred for an alleged 
violation of the non-importation law, for reasons 
stated at large in the petition; which was read. 

The four bills brought up yesterday for con- 
currence were severally read the second time, 
and referred to the committee who have under 
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assessment and collection of direct taxes and in- } te 
' grossed, and read a third time. 


to the second reading. : : ! 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | 


be read a third time as amended. i t i s ill, l 
Mr. CAmTBELL, from the committee to whom j act to continue in force, for a limited time, cer- 


with amendments. ‘ 
7 The three bills last brought up for concurrence 

were read, and passed to the second reading. 
Monpay, July 12. The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Mr. Gocpszoroucn reported from the commit- | Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
tee to whom was referred the memorial of John: act to establish the town of Mobile a port of en- 
Gooding and others; and the report was read. į try,” together with the amendment reported there- 
The bill, entitled “An act laying duties on car- | to by the select committee; and the amendment 
riages for the conveyance of persons,” was read | having been adopted, the PRESIDENT reported it 
the second time, and referred to the committee, | accordingly ; and the bill was ordered to be read 

appointed the Gth instant, on the bill, entitled; a third time as amended. _ 

“An act for the assessment and collection of di-; The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
rect taxes and internal duties,” to consider and | Whole, the consideration of the bill to prohibit 
report thereon. f i the use of licenses or passes granted by the au- 
The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act | thority of the Government of the United King- 
for the assessment and collection of direct taxes; dom of Great Britain and Ireland, together with 
and internal duties,” were reported by the com-| the amendments reported thereto by the select 
mittee correctly engrossed ; and the bill was read | committee; and having agreed, in part, to the 


the third time as amended. 


amendments reported, on motion, the further con- 


On motion, by Mr. Mason, that the bill be re- | sideration of the bill was postponed. 


committed for further amendment, it was deter- 


Mr. Kine, from the committee to whom was 


mined in the negative—yeas 13, nays 21, as fol-} referred the bill, entitled “An act to establish the 


lows: 

Yzras—Messrs, Chace, Daggett, Dana, German, 
Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, Lam- 
bert, Leib, Mason, and Robinson. 

Nars—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Bullock, Campbell, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
Giles, Howell, King, Lacock, Morrow, Stone, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, Wells, and Worthington. 


office of Commissioner of the Revenue,” reported 
it with an amendment. 

He also reported amendments to the bill, en- 
titled “An act laying duties on sales at auction 
of merchandise, and uf ships and vessels;” also, 
to the bill, entitled “An act laying duties on 
licenses to distillers of spirituous liquors.” 

The bill authorizing the payment for wagons 


On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- | and teams captured and destroyed by the enemy at 


ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
27, nays 8, as follows: 

Yess—-Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Brown, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Fromen- 
entin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gore, Howell, King, 
Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Stone, Tait, Taylor, 
Turner, Varnum, Wells, and Worthington. 

Nays—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsbor- 
ough, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, and Mason. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the payment for wagons and teams captured by 


Detroit; also, the amendments to the bill. entitled 
“An act to establish the town of Mobile a port of 
entry ;” were reported by the committee correctly 
engrossed. 


CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE CANAL, 


Mr. Horsey, from the committee to whom were 
referred the Message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, of the 5th ultimo, together with the act 
therein communicated, made the following report: 

That, on the 5th of March last, the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Peunsylvania passed an act author- 
izing the Governor of that Commonwealth to subscribe, 
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in behalf of the same, three hundred and seventy-five | or nine feet deep over the gate-sills, containing each 
shares in the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Com- | cleven thousand five hundred to thirteen thousand cubic 
pany, if the United States shall subscribe seven hun- | feet of water, and with a lift of eight to nine fect cach) 
dred and fifty shares, the State of Maryland two hun- | will be constructed of hewn stone, laid in tarras. Those 
dred and fifty shares, and the State of Delaware one | dimensions, both of the canal and locks, recommended 
hundred shares, in the same company. Thatthe utility | by Mr. Latrobe, the engineer of the canal, may be 
and importance of a navigable canal over the isthmus ! adopted in all the other canals for sea-vessels on this 
which separates’ the bays of Chesapeake and Dela- | line of communication. 
ware, is so well understood, and so universally admit- “ The present annual carriage across the peninsula, 
ted, your committee have deemed it unnecessary to say | which would be drawn through the canal, is estimated 
anything in addition to what already appears in the; at forty-two thousand tons, exclusive of passengers. 
various reports and communications hitherto made to | This will be greatly increased by the facility which the 
Congress on this subject. The cause which suspended | canal itself will afford to the commercial intercourse 
the operations of the company, the extent and nature | between the two bays, and to the conveyance of arti- 
of the canal, the progress and state of the work, the | cles now carried through other channels, or too heavy 
annual saving to the community, the probable revenue | for transportation at the present expense of carriage. 
of the canal, and the expenses of the whole work, are | The coals wanted for Philadelphia, and which, brought 
so ably stated and estimated in the report of the Sec- | down from the sources of the Susquehannah and Poto- 
retary of the Treasury on the subject of public roads | mac, but principally from the vicinity of Richmond, 
and canals, of the 2d of March, A. D. 1807, that your | would naturally pass through the canal, have been alone 
committee have taken the liberty to introduce here that | estimated at more than one hundred thousand tons a 
part of the said report which relates to this. particular | year. ‘I'he annual carriage of all articles may, in the 
subject. present state of the population, be fairly estimated at 
“IH. Delaware and Chesapeake Canal. one hundred and fifty thousand tons, and the direct 
« A company incorporated by the States of Delaware annual saving to the community at three hundred thou- 
and Maryland for opening this canal has commenced sand dollars—being at the rate of two dollars a ton for 
its operations, now suspended for want of funds. the difference between land and water carriage across 
“The canal will commence at Welsh point, on Elk the peninsula, after paying the tolls. These, at the 
river—an arm of the Chesapeake—and terminate at a rate of fifty cents a ton, will give to the undertakers . 
distance of twenty-two miles on Christiana creek, a | T’venue of seventy-five thousand dollars, leaving, after 
branch of the Delaware. At low water, the depth of | è deduction of ten thousand dollars for annual repairs, 
water in Christiana is nine feet, and in Elk twelve feet, | 224 of ten thousand dollars more for attendance and 
within one hundred feet from the shore. ‘The tide | Contingencies, a net income of fifty-five thousand 


rises four feet in both rivers. The canal might, with- dollars. : 
out increasing the distance, be conducted to Newcas- Pein oxpenses of the whole work are ostimated as 


tle, on the Delaware itself, instead of ending at Chris- 
tiana creek. 

“The highest intermediate ground over which the 
canal will be carried, on a level of thirteen miles in 
length, is seventy-four feet above tide-water, the descent 
being effected by nine locks on each side. ‘The dig- 
ging is generally easy ; no expensive aqueducts or 
bridges, nor any other obstacle, but those which have 
already been overcome in digging the feeder through a 
very rocky soil. i 

«The supply of water drawn from Elk river, by a 
feeder six miles in length, (already completed, which 
is itsclfa boat canal three and a half fect deep, united 
by a lock of ten fect lift with the main canal,) is calcu- 
lated to fill daily one hundred and forty-four locks— 
a quantity sufficient, on an average, for the daily pas- 
sage of twenty-four vessels. A reservoir covering thirty, 
and which may be inereased to one hundred and fifty 
acres, will supply occasional deficiencies, Other res- 
ervoirs may be added; and Christiana and White Clay 
creeks may hereafter be brought in aid of Elk river, 
if the supply should prove too scanty for an increased 
navigation. 

“The canal (twenty-six feet wide at the bottom, and 
fifty at the top, on the water line, being dug at the 
depth of eighty feet) is intended for vessels forty to sev- 
enty tons, drawing seven and a half feet water; but 
the banks (twenty feet wide for towing-paths, and one 
of which may be converted into a turnpike road) being 
raised three fect above the level of the water, will, by 
increasing the height of the lock-gates one foot, admit 
a depth of nine feet of water in the canal, at which 
depth it would perhaps be eligible to dig at once. ‘The 
locks (eighty feet long, eighteen feet wide, and eight 


“ Digging twenty-two miles, at twenty thou- 
sand dollars a mile - - - - $440,000 
“ Eighteen locks, at ten thousand dollars 
each -. - - - - - 
(The whole lockage being one hundred 
and forty-eight feet, would, at one thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty dollars a foot, 
amount to one hundred and eighty-five 
thousand dollars.) 
“ Feeder, (nearly completed,) reservoirs, lock 
at the feeder, purchase of water-rights and 
land, including a debt of dollars due 
by the company - - - - - 280,000 


180,000 


Total - - - - - - $850,000 


“ The interest on which sum, at six per cent., is fifty- 
one thousand dollars. 

“The capital originally subscribed amounted to four 
hundred thousand dollars, divided into two thousand 
shares of two hundred dollars each. One-half of these 
has been forfeited, after a small payment of five dollars 
on each share. One hundred thousand dollars, paid 
by the other stockholders, have been expended in pre- 
paratory measures, in the purchase of water-rights, 
and in digging the feeder, which was considered as the 
most difficult part of the work. Seven hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars are still wanted to complete the 
work; of which sum, one hundred thousand dollars is 
payable by the stockholders, and the deficiency of six 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars must be drawn from 
other sources.” 

From this report of the Secretary of the Treasury, it 
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would appear that the sum of seven hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars is now wanted to enable the company 
to complete the work. 
Of this sum, there is already subscribed, and 

payable by the stockholders - 
If the State of Pennsylvania subscribe three 


$100,000 


hundred and seventy-five shares - - 75,000 
Tf the State of Maryland subscribe two hun- 

dred and fifty shares - - - - 50,000 
If the State of Delaware subscribe one hun- 

dred shares - - - - - - 20,000 
If the United States subscribe seven hun- 

dred and fifty shares - - - - 150,000 


- $395,000 | 


The company will have | 


A sum which will enable them to recommence their 
operations, and, according to the estimate of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, nearly sufficient to complete 
the digging of the main canal. 

Should this public aid be afforded, your committee 
feel a persuasion it would give a new impulse to the | 
work, reanimate the company, inspire the community 
with confidence, induce the aid of individual capital- 
ists, and insure, at no very distant period, the comple- 
tion of an undertaking of great national as well as local 
advantage and importance. 

The lateness of the session, however, and the nature 
of the business which at present engages the attention 
of the Senate, renders it inexpedient to bring this sub- 
ject forward during this session of Congress. But, 
your committce, while they advise a postponement of 
the subject, earnestly recommend it to the early and 
attentive consideration of the Senate, at the next meet- 
ing of Congress. | 

They thercfore submit the following resolution : | 

Resolved, That the further consideration of the Pre- | 
sident’s Message of the 5th ultimo, with the commu- ; 
nication accompanying the same, be postponed to the ! 
next session of Congress. . 


Tuespay, July 13. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred the 
memorial of John Gooding and others; which 
was adopted; and the petitioners had leave to 
withdraw their petition. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
entitled “An act forthe relief of Alexander Scott.” 

On motion, by Mr. Gres, 

Resolved, That they coucur therein, with the 
following amendments strike out “ five thousand,” 
and insert “ nine thousand.” 

The bill, entitled “An act to provide for the 
widows and orphans of militia slain, and for 
militia disabled in the service of the United 
States.” was read the second time, and referred 
to the committee appointed, on the 27th of May, 
on so much of the Message of the President of 
the United States as reiates to the Military Es- 
tablishment, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force, 
for a limited time, certain acts authorizing corps 
of rangers for the protection of the frontier of the 
United States, and making appropriations for the 
same.” was read the second time, and referred to 
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the committee last mentioned, to consider and 
report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Ed- 
win T. Satterwhite,” was read the second time 
and referred toaselect committee, to consider 
and report thereon. Messrs. Turner, HowELL, 
and Ropinson, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Kina, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act laying duties on 
sugar refined within the United States,” reported 
it with amendments. He also reported the bill, 
entitled “An act laying duties on carriages for the 
conveyance of persons,” without amendment. 

Mr. Anverson submitted the following motion 
for consideration : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, ‘hata joint committee of both Houses wait 
on the President of the United States, and request that 
he recommend a day of public humiliation and prayer, 
to be observed by the people of the United States with 
religious solemnity, and the offering of fervent suppli- 
cations to Almighty God for the safety and welfare of 
these States, his blessing on their arms, and the speedy 
restoration of peace. 


BRITISH LICENSES. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to prohibit 
the use of licenses or passes granted by the au- 
thority of the Government of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, together with 
the amendments reported thereto by the select 
committee. 

On motion by, Mr. GILES, 

To strike out of first section, line 20, the following 
words: “And any ship, vessel, or merchandise, owned 
in whole or in part by any citizen or inhabitant of the 
United States, or of the ‘l'erritories thereof, which shall 
be found in the waters or within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, having or using a license, pass, or 
other instrument, as aforesaid, shall be forfeited, the 
one half to the use of the United States, and the other 
half to any person or persons who shall give informa- 
tion thereof, and produce or procure evidence of the 
fact; the duties, if any, which may be payable on the 
importation of such merchandise, being previously paid 
or deducted from the proceeds of such forfeiture :” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 13, 
nays 20, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, German, Giles, Gil- 
man, Goldshorough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lam- 
bert, Mason, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Brown, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, 
Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, Tay- 
lor, T‘urner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

And the bill having been further amended, the 
President reported it accordingly, and it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time as 
amended. 


Wepnespay, July 14, 
The Presipent communicated a report of the 
Secretary for the Department of War, on the me- 
morial of William Tatham, referred to him on 
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the 18th of February last; and the report was 
Tead. 

The motion made yesterday respecting a day 
of public humiliation and prayer was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the select committee made the 12th 
instant, on the subject of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal Company; and the further con- 
sideration thereof was postponed to the next ses- 
sion of Congress. 

T'he bill to prohibit the use of licenses or passes 
granted by the authority of the Government of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
was reported by the committee correctly en- 
grossed. 

On motion, by Mr. Gries, the third reading of 
this bill was postponed until to-morrow. 

The bill, entitled “An act to establish the town 
of Mobile a port of entry,” was read a third time 
as amended, and passed. 

The engrossed bill authorizing the payment for 
wagons and teams captured and destroyed by the 
enemy at Detroit was read a third time, and 
passed. 

LICENSES TO DISTILLERS. 


On motion, it was agreed that the several or- 
ders of the day be postponed, for the purpose of 
taking into consideration the tax bills. Where- 
upon. the Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported by the select committee to the 
bill, entitled “An act laying duties on licenses to 
distillers of spirituous Pan » and, having in 
part agreed to the amendments reported, on mo- 
tion, to strike out the seventh section, as reported 
by the select committee, which goes to the limi- 
tation of the act to one year after the termination 
of the war with Great Britain; it was determined 
in the negative—yeas 14, nay» 20, as follows: 

Yxeas—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Daggett, Fromentin, 
German, Giles, Gilman, Gore, King, Lambert, Mason, 
Stone, Taylor, and Varnum. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brent, Bullock, 
Campbell, Chace, Condict, Dana, Gaillard, Golds- 
borough, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Lacock, Leib, Mor- 
row, Robinson, T'ait, Turner, and Worthington. . 

On motion, by Mr. Varnum, that the bill be 
recommitted to the original committee, with in- 
structions to amend the act, so that instead of a 
tax upon the capacity of the still, the same shall 
be Jaid upon the quantity of spirits distilled ; it 
was determined in the affrmative—yeas 21, nays 
13, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Brown, Chase, Daggett, Dana, Fro- 
mentin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gilman, Golds- 
borough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, 
Mason, Robinson, Stone, Turner, and Varnum. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Bullock, Campbell, Condict, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, 
Tait, Taylor, and Worthington. 


Tuurspay, July 15. 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill, enti- 


Licenses to Distillers. 


tled “An act for the assessment and collection of 
direct taxes and internal duties,” with an amend- 
ment, in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate.” They have passed a bill, entitled 
“An act to regulate the allowance of forage to 
officers in the Atmy of the United States,” in 
which bill they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to their 
amendments to the bill, entitled “An act for the 
assessment and collection of direct taxes and in- 
ternal duties.” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That they do not concur therein. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Elisha J. Winter; and the bill having been 
amended, the President reported it tothe House ac- 
cordingly, and it was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time as amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, the Senate resumed; 
as in Committee of the Whole, the bill concern- 
ing suits and costs in courts of the United States, 

On motion, by Mr. Bigg, to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration thereof to the first Monday in 
December next, it was determined in the nega- 
tive. And the bill having been amended, the 
President reported it to the House accordingly, 
and it was ordered to be engrossed and read.a 
third time as amended. 

Mr. Kine, from the committee to whom. was 
recommitted the bill, entitled “An act laying du- 
ties on licenses to distillers of spirituous liquors” 
reported that, owing to the advanced stage of the 
session, the length of time that will be wanted to 
obtain information, and to modify the bill accord- 
ing to the instruction given to the committee, it 
would be impracticable to report the bill so 
amended during the session; and therefore moved 
that the committee be discharged. Whercupon, 
the commitice were discharged from the further 
consideration of this bill. 

The bill for the relief of Elisha J. Winter, 
and the bill concerning suits and costs in courts 
of the United States, were, by the committee, re- 
ported correctly engrossed. . 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the remission of certain duties 
to the Pennsylvania Academy of the Fine Arts; 
and, no amendment having been proposed, the 
bill was ordered to be-engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to establish the office of Commissioner of the 
Revenue,” together with the amendment reported 
thereto by the select committee; and, having 
agreed to the amendment, the President reported 
the bill accordingly, and it was ordered to be read 
a third time as amended. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act laying duties on sales at auction of merchan- 
dise and of ships and vessels,” together with the 
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amendments reported thercto by the select com- 
mittee; and, having agreed to the amendments, 
the President reported the bill accordingly, and 
it was ordered to be read a third time as amended. 

The motion made the 13th instant, respecting 
a day of public humiliation and prayer, was read 
the second time; and on the question, Shall it 
be engrossed and read a third time? it was de- 
termined in the affirmative. 


BRITISH LICENSES. 


The engrossed bill to prohibit the use of licenses 
or passes granted by the authority of the Gov- 
ernment of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland was read a third time and the blank 
filled. 

On motion, by Mr. Gives, that the bill be re- 
committed for further amendment, it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 14, nays 18, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, 
King, Lambert, Mason, and Stone. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Bullock, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Gaillard, Howell, 
Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the aflirmative—yeas 22, nays 12, 
as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Brown, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, 
/Gaillard, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, 
Stone, ‘Tait, Taylor, ‘'urner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, German, Giles, Gil- 
man, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, 
Lambert, and Mason. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act to prohibit the use of licenses 
or passes granted by the authority of the Govern- 
ment of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland.” 


Faipay, July 16. 


Mr. Daceerr presented the petition of John 
G. Quarenburg, a subject of the King of Sweden, 
and Captain of the Swedish brig Catherina, now 
in the port of New Haven, in the State of Con- 
necticut, stating that, on the 25th of May last, the 
said brig, with her cargo, was seized by the col- 
lector of said port, for an alleged violation of the 
non importation laws; and praying to be released 
from all fines, penalties, and forfeitures, incurred 
in consequence thereof, for reasons stated at large 
in the petition; which was read, and referred to a 
select committee, to consider and report thereon 
by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Daccerr, BuL- 
LOCK, and Gorge, were appointed the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. S'rong, the report of the 
Secretary for the Department of War, on the 
memorial of William Tatham, together with the 
accompanying documents, was referred to a select 
committee, to consider and report thereon by bill 
or otherwise ; and Messrs. STONE, Mason, and 
VarnuM, were appointed the committee. 


The bill, entitied “An act to regulate the al- 
lowance of forage to officers in the Army of the 
United States,” was read the second time. 

On motion, by Mr. Fromentin, the bill estab- 
lishing a district court in the Mississippi Terri- 
tory, was referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon; and Messrs. FROMEN- 
TIN, Brown, and Buuuock, were appointed the 
committee. 

The Senate resumed, as in Cornmittee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act laying duties on licenses to distillers of spirit- 
uous liquors ;” and, the bill having been amended, 
the President reported it accordingly, and it- was 
ordered to be read a third time as amended. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act laying duties on carriages for the conveyance 
of persons.” 

On motion, by Mr. Daaarrr, to strike out the 
seventh section, which goes to the limitation of 
the act to one year after the termination of the 
war with Great Britain, it was determined in the 
negative—yeas 10, nays 21, as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Daggett, Fromentin, 
Giles, Gore, King, Mason, ‘T'aylor, and Varnum. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brent, Bullock, 
Campbell, Chace, Condict, Dana, Gaillard, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Horsey, Howell, Lambert, Leib, Mor- 
row, Robinson, Stone, Tait, Turner, and Worthington. 

And the bill having been amended, the Presi- 
dent reported it accordingly, and it was ordered 
to be read a third time as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a resolution further referring to the joint com- 
mittee of both Houses to whom it was referred 
to consider and report when an adjournment may 
probably take place, to consider and report as to 
the time when it will be advisable Congress 
should again meet after the close of the present 
session, in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The resolution last mentioned was thrice read 
by unanimous consent, and concurred in. 

The bill for the remission of certain duties to 
the Pennsylvania Academy of the Fine Arts, 
was reported by the committee correctly en- 
grossed, and read a third time, and passed. 

The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
to establish the office of Commissioner of the 
Revenue,” having been reported by the commit- 
tee correctly engrossed, the bill was read a third 
time as amended, and passed. 

The resolution requesting the President of the 
United States to recommend a day of public hu- 
miliation and prayer, having been reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, was read the third 
time and passed, as follows: 

“ It being a duty peculiarly incumbent in a time of 
public calamity and war, humbly and devoutly to ac- 
knowledge our dependence on Almighty God, and to 
implore his aid and protection: therefore, 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assembled, That a joint committee of both Houses 
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wait on the President of the United States and request 
that he recommend a day of public humiliation and 
prayer, to be observed by the people of the United 
States with religious solemnity, and the offering of fer- 
vent supplications to Almighty God for the safety and 
welfare of these States, his blessing on their arms, and 
the speedy restoration of peace.” 


The engrossed bill for the relief of Elisha J. 
Winter was read a third time, and passed. 

The engrossed bill concerning suits and costs 
in courts of the United States was read a third 
time, and passed. e 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
laying duties on sales at auction of merchandise 
and of ships and vessels,” having been reported 
by the committee correctly engrossed, was read 
a third time as amended ; and on motion, by Mr. 
Cnace, the bill was recommitted to the original 
committee, for further amendment. 

Mr. Kına, from the committee last mentioned, 
reported the bill with further amendments; which 
were read and agreed to and the bill was ordered 
to be read a third time as amended. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act laying duties on 
sugar refined in the United States,” together with 
the amendments reported thereto by the select 
committee, and, having agreed to amend the 
bill, the President reported it accordingly, and it 
was ordered to be read a third time as amended. 


Sarurpay, July 17. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to authorize the trans- 
portation of certain documents frec from postage ;” 
also, a bill, entitled “An act laying duties on li- 
censes to retailers of wines, spirituous liquors, and 
foreign merchandise ;” in which bills they request 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bills last brought up for concurrence were 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Dana gave notice that on Monday he 
should ask leave to bring in a bill concerning 
evidence in cases of naturalization. 

Mr. ‘Turner, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act for the 
relief of Edwin T. Satterwhite,” reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. Roginson, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill for the relief of Thomas 
Hall Storm, reported that the further considera- 
tion thereof be postponed to the next session of 
Congress ; and the report was agreed to. 

On motion, by Mr. Lers, the bill, entitled “An 
act to regulate the allowance of forage to officers 
in the Army of the United States,” was referred 
to the committee appointed the 27th May, on so 
much of the Message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States as relates to the Military Establish- 
ment. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, tie bill for the benefit of Richard Ward, 
and on motion, by Mr. Buensos, the further con- 


sideration thereof was postponed to the first Mon- 
day in December next. 


ADDITIONAL DUTIES. 


The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
laying duties on carriages for the conveyance of 
persons,” having been reported by the committee 
correctly engrossed, the bill was read a third time 
as amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Horsey, 

«That this bill be recommitted, and that the committee 
be instructed to reduce the taxes on the fifth and sixth 
grades of carriages in as great a proportion as they 
have beer reduced on the first, second, third, and 
fourth grades; or in case they deem it inexpedient to 
reduce the taxes on the fifth and sixth grades, that 
they report the same with the same rates of taxes it 
contained when scnt from the House of Representa- 
tives :” 5 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 11, 
nays 19, as follows: 

Yzeas—Messrs. Condict, Daggett, Dana, German, 
Goldsborough, Horsey, Hunter, Lacock, Lambert, 
Leib, and Mason. 

Nays—Messrs. Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, Brown, Bul- 
lock, Campbell, Chace, Fromentin, Giles, Gilman, 
Gore, Howell, King, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, 
Turner, and Worthington. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
20, nays 10, as follows: 

Yris—Messrs. Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, Brown, Bul- 
lock, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, 
Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leih, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, and 
Mason. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
laying dutics on licenses to distillers of spirituous 
liquors,” having been reported by the committee 
correctly engrossed, the bill was read a third time 
as amended. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amended? 
it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 22, 
nays 9, as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, Brown, Bul- 
lock, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
German, Giles, Gilman, Howell, Lacock, Mason, More 
row, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Nars—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Goldsborough, Gore, 
Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, and Stone. 


Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
laying duties on sugar refined within the United 
States,” having been reported by the committee 
correctly engrossed, the bill was read a third 
time as amended. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
20, nays 10, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, Brown, Bul- 
lock, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Tait, Taylor, 
Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 
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Nars—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
tough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, and 
Stone. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
laying duties on sales at auction of merchandise, 
and of ships and vessels,” having been reported 
by the committee correctly engrossed, the bill 
was read a third time as amended. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
21, nays 11, as follows: i 

Yzras—Messrs. Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, Brown, Bul- 
lock, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
German, Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, 
and Stone. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 


The bill, entitled “An act laying duties on li- 
censes to retailers of wines, spirituous liquors, and 
foreign merchandise,” was read the second time, 
and referred to the committee appointed to con- 
sider the bill, entitled “An act for the assessment 
and collection of direct taxes and internal duties, 
to consider and report thereon. f 

The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the 
transportation of certain documents free from 
postage,” was read the second time, 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Ed- 
win T. Satterwhite,” was read the third time, and 
passed. ; 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act laying duties on notes of 
banks, bankers, and certain companies; on notes, 
bonds, and obligations, discounted by banks, bank- 
ers, and certain companies; and on bills of ex- 
change of certain descriptions ;” also, the bill, 
entitled “An act laying a duty on imported salt ; 
granting a bounty on pickled fish exported, and 
allowances to certain vessels employed in the 
fisheries ;” in-which bills they request the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Kina, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act to lay and col- 
lect a direct tax within the United States,” re- 
ported it with amendments. 


Monpay, July 19. 


Mr. ANDERSON, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act to continue 
in force, for a limited time, certain acts authori- 
zing corps of rangers for the protection of the 
fronticr of the United States,” and making ap- 
propriations for the same, reported it without 
amendment, and it was ordered to the third 
reading. 

He also reported the bill, entitled “An act to 
regulate the allowance of forage to officers in the 
Army of the United States,” without amendment. 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Dana asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a bill concerning evidence in cases of naturali- 
zation ; and the bill was read, and passed to a sec- 
ond reaning. 

Mr. Buepsoe submitted the following motion 
for consideration. 

“ Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America, in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President and Directors of the 
Pennsylvania Academy of Fine Arts be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to cause to be removed from the 
Capitol, at the City of Washington, and placed in said 
Academy, the portraits of the late King and Queen of 
France, subject to any future disposition thereof by 
Congress.” 

Mr. Gattiarp presented the petition of John 
Everingham and others, owners of private armed 
vessels praying a reduction of the daties on prize 
goods, for reasons stated at large in the petition ; 
which was read. 

Mr. Dana submitted the following motion for 
consideration : 

Resolved, That itis expedient to determine and pro- 
vide by law, that all acts or parts of acts expressly in- 
terdicting the entrance of waters of the United States 
to any forcign vessels, or expressly prohibiting com- 
merce with any foreign dominions, or in productions 
thereof, shall be considered as involved in the state of 
war now existing between the United States and Great | the bill which originated in the Senate, entitled 
Britain, and shall cease to operate in the event of aj “ An act concerning suits and costs in courts of 
gencral truce or peace between the two countries. {the United States,” with amendments, in which 


Tuespay, July 20. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Anperson and Fro- 
MENTIN be the committee, on the part of the Sen- 
ate, to wait on the President of the United States 
with the resolution respecting a day of public hu- 
miliation and prayer. 

Mr. Fromentin, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill establishing a district court 
in the Mississippi Territory, reported it amended. 

Mr. Anverson, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act to provide 
for the widows and orphans of militia slain, and 
for militia disabled in the service of the United 
States,” reported it amended. 

The bill, entitled “An act laying duties on 
notes of banks, bankers, and certain companies ; 
on notes, bonds, and obligations, discounted by 
banks, and bankers, and certain companies ; and 
on bills of exchange of certain descriptions ;” also, 
the bill, entitled “An act laying a duty on import- 
ed salt; granting a bounty on pickled fish ex- 
ported, and allowances to certain vessels employ- 
ed in the fisheries,” were severally read the sec- 
ond time, and referred to the committee who 
have under consideration the bill, entitled “An 
act for the assessment and collection of direct 
taxes and internal duties,” to consider and report 
thereon, 

_ A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
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they request the concurrence of the Senate ; also, Wepnespay, July 21. 

the bill entitled “An act supplementary to a On motion, by Mr. Lacock, the amendments 
acts heretofore passed on the subject of an uni-| of the House of Representatives to the bill, en- 
form rule of naturalization,” with amendments, Í titled “An act supplementary to the acts hereto- 
in which they request the concurrence of the ! fore passed on the subject of an uniform rule of 
Senate, They have passed a bill, entitled “ Aan | naturalization ;? were referred to a select com- 
act giving further time for registering claims to: mittee, to consider and report thereon; and Messrs. 
lands in the late district of Arkansaw, in the Ter- | Lacock, Dana, and Binz, were appointed the 


ritory of Missouri, and for other purposes ;” a bill, 
entitled “An act to amend and explain the act 
regulating pensions to persons on board private 
armed ships ;” a bill, entitied “An act for the re- | 
lief of David Henley ;” also, a bill entitled “An | 
act fixing the time for the next meeting of Con-| 
gress;” in which bills they request the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The three bills first mentioned as brought up | 
for concurrence were read, and passed to the sec- | 
ond reading. l 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- | 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
entitled “An act concerning suits and costs in 
courts of the United States;” and concurred 
therein. j 

The bill, entitled “An act to regulate the al- 
lowance of forage to officers in the Army of the 
United States,” was reada third time and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force, 
for a limited time, certain acts authorizing corps 
of rangers for the protection of the frontier of the : 
United States, and making appropriations for the | 
same,” was read a third time, and passed. 

The bill concerning evidence in cases of natu- 
ralization was read the second time. 

The motion made yesterday respecting the 
acts interdicting the entrance of waters of the 
United Siates to any foreign vessels was read the 
second time. 

The motion made yesterday respecting the | 
portraits of the late King and Queen of France 
was read the second time, and referred toa select 
committee, to consider and report thereon ; and 
Messrs. Btepsox, Gites, and Cracr, were ap-! 
pointed the committee. | 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An | 
act to lay and collect a direct tax within the Uni-| 
ted States,” together with the amendments re- 
ported thereto by the select committee; and, hav- 
ing agreed tothe amendments with amendments, | 
on motion, by Mr. Varnum, to strike out, Ist line, | 
lst section, “ 3,000,000,” and insert, “2,000,000,” 
the sum to be raised by this bill, it was deter- | 
mined in the negative—yeas 4, nays 25, as fol- ! 
lows: i 

Yras—Messrs. Gore, Hunter, Mason, and Varnum. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, seat 


‘Brown, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Dana, Fromentin, 

Gaillard, German, Gilman, Horsey, Howell, King, | 
Lacock, Lambert, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Stone, 
Tait, Turner, and Worthington. 


On motion by Mr. GERMAN, to strike out the | 
third section, it was agreed to take the question | 
by yeas and nays; and on motion, by Mr. LEIB, 
it was agreed that the further consideration of 
the bill be postponed until to-morrow. 


committee, 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, that the bill concern- 
ing evidence in cases of naturalization be now 
considered, it was objected to. 

The bill from the House of Representatives 
fixing the time for the next meeting of Congress 
was read and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. Leig submitted the following motion for 
consideration : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to revise 
the rules for conducting business in the Senate. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Woole, the consideretion of the bill, entitled “An 
act to lay and collect a direct tax within the Uni- 
ted States ;” and the question recurring on the 
motion to strike out the third section, it was de- 
termined in the negative—yeas 12, nays 17, as 
follows: i 

Yras—Messrs. Dana, German, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, 
Robinson, and Varnum. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bibb, Bledsoe, Campbell, Chace, 
Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, Horsey, Howell, 
Lacock, Morrow, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and 
Worthington. 

A motion was made by Mr. GiLey to expunge 
the sixth and seventh sections; and Mr. Kine 
called for a division of the question; and which 
was accordingly taken on striking out the sixth 
section, which empowers the States to vary the 
quotas on their respective counties more equitably; 
and it was determined in the negative—yeas 12, 
nays 19, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Dana, German, Giles, Gilman, Golds- 
borough, Horsey, Hunter, King, Mason, Stone, Turner, 
and Varnum. 

WNays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brown, 
Campbell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard,.Gore, 
Howell, Lacock, Lambert, Leib, Morrow; Robinson, 
Tait, Taylor, and Worthington. 


On the question to strike out the seventh sec- 
tion, which empowers the States respectively to 
pay their quotas in the Treasury, allowing a pre- 
mium thereupon, and providing in that case that 
the assessors and collectors of the General Gov- 
ernment shall stay proceedings; it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 8, nays 23, as fol- 
lows: 

Yeras—Messrs. German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Horsey, Hunter, Mason, and Stone: 

Nazs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brown, 
Campbell, Chase, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Gore, 
Howell, King, Lacock, Lambert, Leib, Morrow, Ro- 
binson, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington. 

And the bill having been further amended, the 
Presipenr reported it accordingly, and it was 
ordered to be read a third time, as amended. 
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Mr. Kina, from the committee to whom was | 


referred the bill, entitled “An act laying a duty 
on imported salt, granting a bounty on pickled 


fish exported, and allowances to certain vessels | 


employed in the fisheries,” reported it with an 
amendment. He also reported amendments to 
the bill, entitled “ An act laying duties on notes 
of banks, bankers, and certain companies; on 
notes, bonds, and obligations, discounted by banks, 
bankers, and certain companies; and on bills of 
exchange of certain descriptions ;” also to the bill, 
entitled “An act laying duties on licenses to re- 
tailers of wines, spirituous liquors, and foreign 
merchandise.” 
GOVERNMENT LOAN. 


Mr. Bras communicated the following letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury : 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
July 19, 1813. 

Sir: I have had the honor to receive your letter of 
the 17th instant, inquiring what further provision is 
deemed necessary to be made, during the present ses- 
sion of Congress, for meeting the public engagements, 
and defraying the public expenditures. 

In the report made from this Department to Con- 
gress, on the 2d of June last, the means already pro- 
vided for the service of this year was stated to be suf- 


ficient, exclusive of any additional expenditures which | 


might be found necessary on account of the War and 
Navy Departments. New and additional expenditures 
are contemplated in those Departments, amounting to 


The balance which will remain in the 
Treasury on 31st of December next, is 
estimated to amount to about 2,000,000 
of dollars. As this amount is somewhat. 
larger than may be necessary to be 
permanently retained in the Treasury, 
there may be applied from it towards 
the demands during the first quarter of 


the year 1814, the sum of - - - 250,000 

! Making, together - - - - - $2,000,000 
! And will leave to be furnished by theloan 5,500,000 
$7,500,000 


T'he whole sum, therefore, for which it is conceived 
| cligible that an authority should now be given to the 
| President to obtain, on loan, before the close of the 
| present year, is scven millions five hundred thousand 
| dollars; of which it is estimated that two millions may 

be wanted for the service of the present year, and the 
residue towards the supply for the service of the year 
1814. 
If this loan shall be authorized, a sufficient sum from 
its proceeds may probably be brought into the Trea- 
i sury, in the course of the present year, to take the 
i place of two millions of dollars of the Treasury notes 
| authorized to he issued, and taken into the former esti- 
mates as a part of the resources of the present year. 
į A special authority to make a loan for this purpose 


in the report to that body of the second of June last ; 


ae suggested as proper to be granted by Congress, 
| 


nearly a million of dollars, and calls of militia in va- į and the necessity for it arose from the consideration, 
rious parts of the United States, which have already j that, if five millions of dollars, being the whole amount 
taken place, aud which will probably be repeated be- ' of those notes authorized to be issued for the service of 
fore the close of the present year, may require a mil- this year, should be actually issued before its close, 
lion of dollars more. An additional sum of about two j there would be, at that time, in circulation, the sum of 
millions may therefore be considered as necessary to jieren millions of dollars—a sum greater, considering 
secure the public service, during the remainder of the | the limited state of our commerce, and the small 
year, from delay and embarrassment. amount of custom-house bonds which willthen remain 

As the loan for the service of the year 1814 cannot | outstanding, and to the payment of which they are 
with convenience, be made sufficiently early in that | applicable, than might perhaps be maintained in cir- 
year to meet the demands which must be sustained hy | culation, without some difficulty or depreciation, In 
the Treasury at its commencement, it is proposed that | the months of January and February, 1814, near two 
in addition to the sum of two millions abovemention- | Millions of dollars of Treasury notes, issued under the 
ed, for the present year, a loan should now be author- | act of June 30, 1812, will be paid off; and if the issu- 
ized, sufficient, with the sums receivable from the re- | img of that amount of those notes, authorized by the 
venue, to defray the expenditures of the three first ; act of February, 25, 1813, for the service of the year 


months of the year 1814, 

The demands upon the Treasury for those three 
months are estimated as follows, to wit: 
For civil, diplomatic, and miscellaneous 


1813, can be postponed till that time, as it may be, if 
the loan now proposed should be authorized, they will 
merely take the place of the others, and the amount in 
circulation not exceed what a steady and effective de- 


expenses - - 
For public debt, exclusive of Treasury 
notes and interest thereon, falling due 
in the months of January and Februa- 
ry, 1814, which will be provided for out 


$400,000 | mand requires. 
It is not perceived that any provisions are necessary 
in the law for authorizing the loan, at the present time, 
| different from those contained in the act of February 
| 8th, 1813, authorizing a loan for a sum not exceeding 
| sixteen millions of dollars. 


of the surplus of the Sinking Fund for 
the year 1813 - fi 3 Ý - 1,100,000 I have the honor to be, &c., 
For the War and Navy Departments - 6,000,000 W. JONES, 


H Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 
$7,500,000 | Hon. Wisrram W. Bins, 
= Acling Chairman Com. of Ways & Means. 


The amount receivable from the custom- | 
house duties, during that period, ma 


be estimated at - -~ - = $1,500,000 | Tuurspay, July 22. 

From sales of public lands, and from the | Mr. German presented the petition of Stephen 
internal duties which will go into ope- man and others, merchants, of the city of New 
ration on the Ist of January, 1814 - 250,000 | York, stating that they are holders of drafts toa 
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considerable amount of Bartholomew Shaum- 
burg, deputy quartermaster gencral at New Or- 
leans, on the Secretary of War, which have been 
protested for non-acceptance and non-payment, 
and asking relief; which was read, and referred 
to the Secretary for the Department of War, to 
consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Lacock, from the committee to whom 
were referred the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill, entitled “An act sup- 
plementary to the acts heretofore passed on the 

- subject of an uniform rule of naturalization,” re- 
ported concurrence therein. 

The bill, entitled “Anact fixing the time for 
the next meeting of Congress,” was read the sec- 
ond time, and was considered as in Committee‘of 
the Whole; and, no amendment having been of- 
fered, it was ordered to a third reading. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
to lay and collect a direct tax within the United 
States,” having been reported by the committee 
correctly engrossed, the bill was read a third time 
as amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Gore, that the bill be re- 
committed, for the purpose of providing a just 
and equal apportionment of the tax imposed by 
this act, on the several counties or districts with- 
in each State, it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 9, nays 22, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Dana, German. Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, and Mason. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brown, 
Campbell, Chase, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, 
King, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Stone, 
Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it-was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
20, nays 11, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brown, 
Campbell, Chase, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Ger- 
man, Giles, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, 
Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Worthington. 

Naxs-—Messrs. Dana, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, 
Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason,\Stone, and 
Varnun. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill which. originated in the Senate, entitled 
“An act for the relief of Elisha J. Winter? with 
amendments, in which they request the concur- 
rence of the Senate. They have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act for the relief of the officers and 
crew of the United States’ brig Vixen;” a bill, 
entitled “An act concerning invalid pensioners ;” 
also, a bill,entitled “An act for the relief of James 
Dufour and his associates ;” in which bills they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill, entitled “An act giving further time 
for registering claims to lands in the late district 
of Arkansaw, in the Territory of Missouri, and 
for other purposes ;” the bill, entitled “An act to 
amend and explain the act regulating pensions to 
persons on board private armed ships;” and the 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of David Hen- 
ley,” were severally read the second time. 

13th Con. lst Sess.—3 


Proceedings. 


SENATE. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitléd “An 
act laying duties on licenses to retailers of wines, 
spirituous liquors, and foreign merchandise,” to- 
gether with the amendments reported thereto by 
the select committee; and, having agreed to the 
amendments, on motion to strike out the follow- 
ing words, section 4, “on retailers of merchandise 
other than wines and spirits, fifteen dollars,” it 
was determined in the negative—yeas 13, nays 
18, as follows : 


Yreas—Messrs. Brown, Dana, Fromentin, German, 
Gilman, Goidsborough, Gore, Horsey, King, Lambert, 
Leib, Mason, and Varnum. s 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Campbell, 
Chace, Condict, Gaillard, Giles, Hunter, Lacock, Mor- 
row, Robinson, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Wells, 
and Worthington. 

_On motion, by Mr. Lets, further to amend the 
bill, it was agreed to take the question by yeas 
and nays. 


Fruinay, July 23. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “Anact laying duties on 
licenses to retailers of wines, spirituous liquors, 
and foreign merchandise.” 

Mr. Lez withdrew the motion made yester- 
day, and submitted the following: 

On retailers of merchandise, other than wines and 
spirits, whose stock shall not exceed at any one time 
two hundred dollars, to be ascertained by the collector, 
two dollars. 

And the question was determined in the nega- 
tive—yeas 10, nays 11, as follows: 

Yzss—Messrs. Bledsoe, Brown, Campbell, Dana, 
Goldsborough, Horsey, Lambert, Leib, Taylor, and 
Wells. 

Naxys—Messrs. Chase, Condict, Fromentin, Giles, 
Gore, King, Stone, Tait, Turner, Varnum, and Wor- 
thington. 

And the bill having been further amended, the 
President reported it accordingly, and it was or- 
dered to be read a third time as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill, entitled “An act to authorize the raising 
a corps of sea fencibles,” with an amendment; 
in which they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. They have passed a bill supplementary 
to the act, entitled “An act for the better regula- 
tion of the ordnance ;” also, a bill, entitled “An 
act supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An act to 
provide for calling forth the militia to execute 
the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, 
and repel invasions, and to repeal the act now in 
force for those purposes, and to increase the pay 
of volunteer and militia corps;” in which bills 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

he two bills last mentioned, together with 
the three bills brought up yesterday, were read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act fixing the time for 
the next meeting of Congress,” was read the 
third time, and passed. 
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The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the 
transportation of certain documents free of post- 
age,” was resumed as in Committee of the Whole; 
and, no amendment having been offered, by unan- 
imous consent, the bill was read the third time, 
and passed. 

Resolved, That this bill pass. 

Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House 
of Representatives accordingly. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act laying duties on notes of banks, bankers, and 
certain companies; on notes, bonds, and obliga- 
tions, discounted by banks, bankers, and certain 
companies; and on bills of exchange of certain 
descriptions ;” together with the amendments re- 
ported thereto by the select committee. 

On motion, to agree to the report of the com- 
mittee, and strike out of section two, line four, 
the word “two,” and insert “one,” which will 
reduce the annual compensation for stamps on 
bank paper to one and an half per cent., it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 12, 
as follows: 

Yxsas—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Dana, Fromentin, 
German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, 
Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Smith, Stone, 
Varnum, and Wells. 


Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Campbell, Con- 
dict, Chace, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, 


Turner, and Worthington. 


And the other amendments reported by the 
select committee having been agreed to, and the 


bill further amended, the further consideration of 


the bill was postponed until to-morrow. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act laying a duty 
on imported salt; granting a bounty on pickled 
fish exported, and allowances to certain vessels 
employed in the fisheries ;” and, the amendment 
reported by the select committee having been 
disagreed to,and no other amendment offered, 
the President reported the bill accordingly, and 
it was ordered to be read a third time. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Elisha J. 
Winter,” and concurred therein. 

They also considered the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill, entitled 
“An act to authorize the raising a corps of sea 
fencibles ;” and concurred therein. 


Sarurpay, July 24. 


The Presipenr communicated the memoria! 
of Ichabod B. Crane, and of Roger, Jones, cap- 
tains in the Army of the United States, repre- 
senting that their rights have been invaded as 
soldiers, and their feelings wounded, by undue 
promotions of junior officers; and praying re- 
dress ; and the memorials were read, and referred 
to a select committee, to consider and report 
thereon ; and Messrs, Wortuincton, Gixes, and 
Connict, were appointed the committee. 

‘The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 


laying duties on licenses to retailers of wines, 
spirituous liquors, and foreign merchandise,” 
having been reported by the committee correctly 
engrossed, the bill was read a third time. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
16, nays 14, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brown, Camp- 
hell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, How- 
ell, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Tait, Taylor, and 
Turner. 

Naxys—Messrs. Dana, German, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, 
Mason, Stone, Varnum, and Wells. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The bill, entitled “An act laying a duty on im- 
ported salt, granting a bounty on pickled fish ex- 
ported, and allowancesto certain vessels employed 
in the fisheries,” was read a third time, and 
passed—yeas 20, nays 10, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brown, Camp- 
bell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, 
Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Mason, Morrow, Robin- 
son, Smith, Tait, Taylor, and Turner. 

Naxs—Messrs. Dana, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, 
Hunter, King, Lambert, Stone, Varnum, and Wells. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
acts heretofore passed on the subject of an uni- 
form rule of naturalization. 

On motion, by Mr. Leris, the bill was recom- 
mitted to a select committee, further to consider 
and report thereon; and Messrs. Leis, GILES, 
and Kina, were appointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act concerning invalid 
pensioners,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to a select committee to consider and re- 
port thereon; and Messrs. Ropinson, Horsey, 
and Mason, were appointed the committee. 

Tie Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act laying duties on notes of banks, bankers, aud 
certain companies, and on bills of exchange of 
certain descriptions.” 

On motion, by Mr. Biss, to strike out “ fifty,” 
aud insert “one hundred,” in line 32, it was de- 
termined in the negative; and. on his motion to 
strike out, from lines 48 and 49, the words “ and 
not exceeding four thousand dollars.” and also 
lines 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, and 55, to the word “ pro- 
vided,” in the 56th line, it was determined in the 
negative. . 

On motion, by Mr. Gotpsnoroven, to strike 
out, from the word “exceeding.” in the 36th line, 
to the words “and cents,” inclusive, in the 39th 
line, and insert, “ five hundred dollars twelve and 
a half cents,” and by that scale of graduation to 
reduce the stamp duties respectively described. 
as far as the word ‘‘ provided,” in the 56th line. 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 13, nays 
18, as follows: 


Yeas—Messts. Bibb, Dana, German, Gilman, Go!ds- 


borough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, Ma- 
son, Suith, and Wells. 


Nats—Mesars. Bledsoe, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, 
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Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lacock, Tuespay, July 27. 
Morrow, Robinson, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Var-| The Presipent communicated a report of the 


uum, and Worthington. 

On the question, Shall this bill be read a third 
time as amended? it was determined in the af- 
firmative. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill, entitled “An act authorizing a loan for a 
sum not exceeding seven millions five hundred 
thousand dollars ;” a bill, entitled “An act for the 
relief of Willet Warne;” also, a bill, entitled 
“An act making further provision for the collec- 
tion of internal duties, and for the appointment 
and compensation of assessors;” and a resolu- 
tion fixing the time for the adjournment of the 
two Houses of Congress; in which bills and res- 
olution they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The resolution fixing the time for the adjourn- 
ment of the two Houses of Congress was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 


Secretary for the Department of War, on the pe- 
tition of Stephen Jumel, and others, referred to 
him on the 22d instant; aud the report was read. 

Mr. GatLuarp presented the petition of Henry 
Bryce, merchant, of Charleston, South Carolina, 
praying to be released from certain bonds to the 
United States, for reasons stated at large in the 
petition; and the petition was read. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to 
some and disagree to other amendments of the 
Senate to the following bills: the bill, entitled 
“An act to lay and collect a direct tax within the 
United States ;” the bill, entitled “An act laying 
duties on licenses to retailers of wines, spirituous 
liquors, and foreign merchandise.” They have 
passed the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
the owners of the ships called the Good Friends, 
the Amazon, and the United States, and their 
cargoes,” with amendments, in which they re- 
quest the concurrence of the Senate. They have 
passed a bill, entitled “An act authorizing the 
sale of sundry lots, the property of the United 
States, in the borough of Pittsburg ;” also, a bill, 
entitled “An act for the relief of George Lyon;” 
in which bills they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Lers presented the petition of Thomas 
Skelly, of the city of Philadelphia, merchant, 
stating that he was owner of the brigantine called 
the Meteor, aud that the said brigantine was cap- 
tured by a British armed vessel whilst on her 
return to the United States, and illegally con- 
demned in the British High Court of Admiralty ; 
and praying relief; and, on his motion, it was 
referred to the Secretary for the Department of 
State, to consider and report thereon, 

Mr. Buepsos, from the committee to whom 
was referred the motion respecting the portraits 
of the late King and Queen of France, reported 
it without amendment. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
acts heretofore passed on the subject of a uniform 
rule of naturalization,” together with the amend- 
ment reported thereto by the select committee, 
which was amended; and 

Resolved, That they concur in the amendment 
with amendment. . 

The resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives fixing the time for the adjournment of the 
two Houses of Congress, was read a second 
time. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the better regu- 
lation of the ordnance;” also, the bill, entitled 
“An act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An 
act to provide for calling forth the militia to exe- 
cute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrec- 
tious, and repel invasions, and to repeal the act 
now in force for those purposes, and to increase 
the pay of the volunteer and militia corps,” were 


Monpay, July 26. 


The bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act authorizing a loan for a sum 
not exceeding seven millions five hundred thou- 
sand dollars,” was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. Kina submitted the following motion for 
consideration : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, requested to cause to be laid be- 
fore the Senate the terms upon which the loan made 
in pursuance of “An act authorizing a loan for a sum 
not exceeding sixteen millions of dollars,” passed the 
eighth day of February last, has been obtained or con- 
tracted for, together with a copy of such contract. 

Mr. Lets, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill, entitled “An act sup- 
plementary to the acts heretofore passed on the 
subject of an uniform rule of naturalization,” 
reported them amended. 

Mr. Lers submitted the following motion for 
consideration : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be au- 
thorized to receive dollars in addition to his usual 
compensation, out of the contingent fund of this 
House, and to pay, out of the same fund, the sum of 
dollars to each of the clerks in his office; and 
dollars to the Doorkeeper, and dollars to 
the Assistant Doorkeeper, in addition to their usual 
compensation, being for extra services during this spe- 
cial session: also, to Robert Tweedy, Benjamin G. 
Bowen, and Tobias Simpson, —— dollars each, in 
addition to their usual allowance; and to Charles 
Tims dollars for his services during the session ; 
and the motion was read. 

Ordered, That it pass to the second reading. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
laying duties on notes of banks, bankers, and 
certain companies; on notes, bonds, and obliga- 
tions, discounted by banks, bankers, and certain 
companies; and on bills of exchange of certain 
descriptions,” were reported by the committee 
correctly engrossed. 
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read the second time, and referred to the com- 
mittee appointed on the 27th May, on so much 
of the Message of the President of the United 
States as relates to the Military Establishment, 
to consider and report thereon. . 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act for the relief of Willet Warne,” 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act making further pro- 
vision for the collection of internal duties and 
for the appointment and compensation of assess- 
ors,” was read the first and second times by unani- 
mous consent, and referred to a select committee, 
to consist of five members, to consider and report 
thereon; and Messrs. Gies, Kine, BULLOCK, 
Smrra, and WORTHINGTON, were appointed the 
committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing a loan 
for a sum not exceeding seven millions five hun- 
dred thousand dollars,” was read the second time, 
and feferred to the committee last mentioned, to 
consider and report thereon. 

“The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the United States’ brig 
Vixen,” was read the second time, and referred 
to the committee appointed the 27th May on so 
much of the Message of the President of the 
United States as relates to the Naval Establish- 
ment, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John 
James Dufour and his associates,” was read the 
second time, and referred to the committee ap- 

ointed the 4th of June on the subject of public 

ands, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act laying duties on 

notes of banks, bankers, and certain companies; 
on notes, bonds, and obligations, discounted by 
banks, bankers, and certain companies; and on 
bills of exchange of certain descriptions,” was 
read a third time as amended. 
_ On motion, by Mr. Lets, to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill to the first Monday in 
December next, it was determined in the nega- 
tive—yeas 15, nays 18, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Brown, Dana, German, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, 
Leib, Mason, Smith, Stone, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Bullock, 
Campbell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, 
Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, 
‘Turner, and Worthington. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
19, nays 14, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Bullock, 
Campbell, Chace, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, 
Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Tait, 
Turner, and Worthington. 

Nays—Messrs. Brown, Dana, German, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, 
Leib, Mason, Stone, and Wells. 


Resolved, That this bill pass with amend- 
ments. 
_ A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act reducing the duties on 


prize goods captured by private armed vessels of 
the United States,” in which they request the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The Senate took into consideration their amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, to the bill, entitled “An act to lay and col- 
lect a direct tax within the United States ;” and, 

Resolved, That they insist on their amend- 
ments disagreed to, and ask a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Ordered, That Messrs, Kine, WORTHINGTON, 
and Gites, be the managers at the said confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “An act laying duties on 
licenses to retailers of wines, spirituous liquors, 
and foreign merchandise.” 

Resolved, That they insist on their amend- 
ments, and ask a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Ordered, ‘That Messrs. Kine, WORTHINGTON, 
and Giles, be the managers at the said confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate. 

The Senate also proceeded to consider the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of the 
owners of the ships called the Good Friends, the 
Amazon, and the United States, and their car- 
goes,” and concurred therein. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, requested to cause to be laid be- 
fore the Senate the terms upon which the loan, made 
in pursuance of “An act authorizing a loan for a sum 
not exceeding sixteen millions of dollars,” passed the 
eighth day of February last, has been obtained or con- 
tracted for, together with a copy of such contract. 

And the motion was agreed to. 

The resolution authorizing an additional com- 
pensation, for this session, to the Secretary of the 
Senate, clerks, &c.. was read a second time. 

On motion, by Mr. German, Elisha J. Winter 
had leave to withdraw his papers. 


Wepnespay, July 28. 


Mr. Varnum reported, from the joint committee 
appointed to consider when an adjournment of 
Congress may probably take place, that they 
could come to no agreement with the committee 
on the part of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution fixing the time for the adjourn- 
ment of the two Houses of Congress was re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole; and, on 
motion, it was amended, by striking out “ Thurs- 
day, the 29th day of July, instant,” and inserting 
“Monday, the 2d day of August next.” It was 
then ordered to be read a third time as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House disagree to 
the amendment of the Senate to their amend- 
ment to the bill, entitled “An act supplementary 
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to the acts heretofore passed on the subject of an 
uniform rule of naturalization.” They insist on 
their disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill, entitled “An act to lay and 
collect a direct tax within the United States;” 
they also insist on their disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act laying duties on licenses to retailers of 
wines, spirituous liquors, and foreign merchan- 
dise?” They agree to the conference proposed on 
the subject, and have appointed managers on their 
part. ‘They agree to the amendment, line 13, sec. 
4, and disagree to all the other amendments of the 
Senate to the bill, entitled ‘‘An act laying duties 
on notes of banks, bankers, and certain compan- 
ies; on notes, bonds, and obligations, discounted 
by banks, bankers, and certain companies; and 
on bills of exchange of certain descriptions.” 
They have passed a bill, entitled “An act ex- 
planatory of an act, entitled ‘An act to raise ten 
additional companies of rangers;” in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 


_ Taurspay, July 29. 

Mr. Roninson, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act concerning 
invalid pensioners,” reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Morrow, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of John James Dufour and his associates,” 
reported it without amendment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider their amend- 
ment, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, to the amendment to the bill, entitled “An 
act supplementary to the acts heretofore passed 
on the subject of an uniform rule of naturali- 
zation.” 

Resolved, That they recede therefrom, and 
concur in the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to said bill. 

The bill, entitled “An act explanatory of an 
act, entitled ‘An act to raise ten additional com- 
panies of rangers,” was twice read by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the committee, appointed 
on the 27th May, on so much of the Message of 
the President of the United States as relates to 
the Military Establishment, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 

The Senate resumed the motion made the 19th 
instant, respecting the acts interdicting the en- 
trance of waters of the United to any foreign 
vessels. 

A motion was made, by Mr. Dana, that it be 
referred to the Committee on Foreiga Relations. 

Mr. TayLor moved to refer it to a select com- 
mittee; and it was determined in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. Campre.t, the further con- 
sideration thereof was postponed to the first Mon- 
day in December next. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “An act laying duties 
on notes of banks, bankers, and certain compa- 
nies; on notes, bonds, and obligations, discounted 
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by banks, bankers, and certain companies; and 
on bills of exchange of certain descriptions.” 

On motion, by Mr. Kine, that the Senate 
insist on their amendments disagreed to, Mr. 
CamrBeLL moved that the Senate recede from 

| their amendment to strike out of section 2, line 4, 
the word “ two,’ and insert “one.” 

Whereupon, on motion, by Mr. Leres, that the 
further consideration of the bill be postponed to 
the first Monday in December next, it was de- 
termined in the negative—yeas 11, nays 18, as 
follows : 

Yeas—Messrs. Dana, German, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Hunter, King, Leib, Mason, Stone, and 
Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Bullock, 
Campbell, Condict, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, How- 
ell, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on all their 
amendments disagreed to, and ask a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill last mentioned. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Kine, WORTHINGTON, 
and Gunns, be the managers at the said confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives informed the Senate that the House have 
passed the bill, entitled “Anact allowing a boun- 
ty to the owners, officers, and crews, of private 
armed vessels of the United States”; also, a bill, 
entitled “An act making additional appropria- 
tions for the support of Government during the 
year 1813 ;” in which bills they request the con- 
currence of the Senate. i 

The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act making additional 
appropriations for the support of Government 
during the year 1813,” was read the second time 
by unanimous consent. 

The amendment to the resolution fixing the 
time for the adjournment of the two Houses of 
Congress, having been reported by the commit- 
tee correctly engrossed, the resolution was read 
a third time as amended. 

Resolved, That this resolution pass with an 
amendment. 

Mr. Kine, from the managers on the part of 
the Senate at the conference on the the bill, enti- 
tled “Anact laying duties on licenses to retailers of 
wines, spirituous liquors, and foreign merchan- 
i dise,” reported certain modifications of the amend- 
ments disagreed to. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the re- 
port of the conferees, and that the bill be amend- 
ed accordingly. 

The bill, entitled 
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“An act for deducting the 
duties payable on prize goods captured by pri- 
vate armed vessels of the United States ;” the 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of George 

i Lyon ;” the bill, entitled “An act for the relief 

lof Willet Warne ;” and the bill, entitled “An 

lact authorizing the sale of sundry lots, the pro- 
perty of the United States, in the borough of 
Pittsburgh,” were severally read the second time. 
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GOVERNMENT LOAN. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit to the Senate a report of the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, containing the information re- 
quested by their resolution of the 27th instant. : 

JAMES MADISON. 

Wasaincron, July 28, 1813. 


The report is as follows : 


Tnrasory DEPARTMENT, July 28, 1813. 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate, of 
the 27th instant, the Acting Secretary of the Treasury 
has the honor to report to the President of the United 
States— 

That, by virtue of the act of February 8th, 1813, 
entitled “An act authorizing a Joan for a sum not ex- 
ceeding sixteen millions of dollars,” and the authority 
of the President of the United States to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, of the 17th of the same month, a pub- 
lic subscription to a loan of sixteen millions of dollars 
was invited, by a notification issued on the 20th of 
February, 1813, in which the terms of the loan were 
specified ; the most material of which terms were, that 
the subscribers should receive for each hundred dollars 
loaned to the United States, a certificate of six per 
cent. stock for one hundred dollars, and an annuity of 
one dollar, for thirteen years, from the ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1813. Of this notification, a copy is hereunto 
annexed, marked A. 

The amount subscribed under this notification was 
$3,956,400. A second notification was issued on the 
18th of March, by which the books ofsubscription were 
notified to be re-opened on the 25th of March, and 
kept open until the 31st day of that month, on the 
same terms as the former subscription. Proposals 
were, at the same time, invited, for loaning to the Uni- 
ted States the whole, or any part, of the sum of six- 
teen millions of dollars, which might remain unsub- 
scribed on the 1st day of April, leaving the persons 
thus making their proposals, to state, themselves, the 
terms upon which they were willing to make the loan 
to the United States. And it was engaged, that, if 
any proposals, thus made, should be accepted, with 
terms differing from those of any other proposals that 
might also be accepted, or differing from the terms on 
which subscriptions had already been, or might bo 
made prior to the Ist day of April, all the persons 
whose proposals might be accepted, and also all those 
who had subscribed, or might subscribe, prior to the 
first day of April, should have the option of accepting 
the terms allowed to any other persons whose propo- 
sals might be accepted. A copy of this notification is 
annexed, marked B. 

‘The amount subscribed under this notification, from 
the 25th to the 31st of March, inclusive, was $1,881,800. 
Proposals were sent in between the Ist and the 5th 
of April for loaning to the Government $11,106,000, 
being $944,200 more than could be received; and the 
further sum of $1,000,000 was intended to be loaned 
by the State of Pennsylvania, but the offer was not 
made in time to be accepted. The sums offered were 
subsequently reduced to $10,161,800, being the sum 
which, with the amount of the first and second sub- 
scriptions, made up the sixteen millions of dollars au- 
thorized to be borrowed. 

The terms proposed by the persons who offered to 
loan the above sum, were of two descriptions: 


Ist. That the lenders were to receive a six per cent. 
stock, the interest payable quarter yearly, redeemable 
at the pleasure of the United States, at any time after 
the end of the year 1825, at the rate of eighty-eight 
per cent. or 100 dollars in stock for eighty-eight in 
money. : 

Qd. That the lenders, for every hundred dollars in 
money, were to receive one hundred dollars in the 
same species of six per cent. stock, and an annuity for 
thirtcen years, from the first of January, 1813, of one 
dollar and fifty cents, payable quarter yearly. 

Two of the proposals also contained a condition, 
that if any other loan for the service of the year 1813, 
should he made under any law passed for that purpose, 
before the end of the year 1813, upon terms different 
from those allowed to the persons then making pro- 
posals, the option of taking those new terms should be 
extended to them. Copies of the letters containing 
these proposals are hereto annexed, marked C and D; 
and also a copy of the answer of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, by which those proposals were accepted, 
marked E. he other proposals contained no condi- 
tion of this nature. They were accepted by letters of 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the same purport as 
that above referred to, marked E. 

As the notification of the 18th of March contained 
an engagement that every contributor to the loan, 
whether under the first or second subscription, or un- 
der the proposals, should have the option of any of the 
terms allowed to any other contributor, a public notifi- 
cation was issued on the 15th of April, in which the 
terms allowed to the persons who had made proposals 
were stated, and the option as to the two kinds of stock 
was offered to all. A copy of this notification is sub- 
joined, marked F. 

No other contract in relation to any part of the loan 
of sixteen millions was entered into, than what re- 
sulted from the engagements contained in the public 
notifications above referred to, and the acceptance by 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the proposals made 
under those notifications. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 


WILLIAM JONES, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 
Cc. 
: Partapenvuta, April 5, 1813. 

Sin: In consequence of the notice given by the 
Treasury Department, under date of the 18th of March, 
1813, that proposals will be received by you for the 
whole, or part of the residue of the loan of sixteen 
millions of dollars, we herewith beg leave to offer to 
take as much stock of the United States, bearing in- 
terest at six per cent. per annum, payable quarter 
yearly, the stock not to be redeemable before the 31st 
of December, 1825, at the rate of cighty-eight dollars. 
for a certificate of one hundred dollars, as aforesaid, as 
will amount to the sum of eight millions of dollars, or 
to the residue of the said loan, provided you will agree 
to allow us the option of accepting the same terms 
that may be granted to persons lending money to the 
United States by virtue of any law authorizing another 
loan for the service of the year 1813, that Congrese 
may pass before the last day of the present year. 

It must be further understood and agreed to, that 
one quarter per cent. will be allowed us on the amount 
to which the present proposal will be accepted. 

With regard to the payment of the instalments on 
the amount to be loaned by us, we shall expect to enter 
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accommodating. We are, with high regard, &c., 
DAVID PARISH, 
STEPHEN GIRARD. 
Hon. A. Gaurarrw, Sec’y of the Treasury. 


To be paid at Stephen Girard’s bank. 
STEPHEN GIRARD, 
For self and David Parish. 


D. 


Purtapeneuta, April 5, 1813. 
Sir: I will take for myself, and my friends in New 
York, two millions and fifty-six thousand dollars worth 
of the loan authorized by Congress in February last, 
receiving six per cent. stock at the rate of eighty-eight 
dollars, money, for one hundred dollars of six per cent. 
stock, payable in New York, by instalments, as pr 
posed by you, or as may be otherwise agreed on. I 
understand that, in case Government should make 
another loan during the year, I am to be placed on as 
good footing as the lenders of money, or contractors, 
for that loan, will be. I also understand that I am to 
receive the quarter per cent. which is to be paid to 
persons procuring subscriptions to the present loan. 
I am, very respectfully, &c., 
JOHN JACOB ASTOR. 
Hon. A. Gantnacrs, Sec’y of the Treasury. 


E. 


Treasony Derartuent, April 7, 1813. 

GENTLENEN: Your proposal for lending seven mil- 
lions and fifty-five thousand eight hundred dollars to 
the United States, in part of the sixteen millions loan, 
is accepted. You will be pleased to deliver, before the 
15th day of this month, to the cashier of Stephen Gi- 
rard’s bank, or such other, where, according to your 
proposals, the payments are intended to be made, the 
names of the persons embraced by your proposal, to- 
gether with the sum respectively payable by each. 
Each will be entitled to receive in payment, at his op- 
tion, either six per cent. stock, at the rate of cighty- 
eight per cent., or six per cent. stock at par, and a 


thirteen years’ annuity of one and a half per cent. of | 


the money loaned ; which option must be made at the 
time of paying the first instalment. The payments 
shall be made in cight equal instalments, on the fif- 
teenth day of April, May, June, July, August, Sep- 
tember, October, and November. But every person, 
at the time of paying any of the instalments, may pay 
all, or any number of the subsequent instalments. 
Certificates of funded stock will, on the application of 
any subscriber for more than one hundred thousand 


dollars, be issued, on payment of any one instalment, | 


for the amount of the next preceding instalment. In 
every other respect, the terms of the public notice of 
the 20th of February last will be considered as part of 
this agreement. Iam, &c., 
ALBERT GALLATIN. 

Davip Parisus and STEPHEN GIRARD., 

The same answer, changing only the sum, and the 
bank where payable, was made to John J. Astor. 


Frivay, July 30. 


Mr. ANDERSON, from the committee appointed 
the 27th May, on so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to the 
Military Establishment, reported a bill supple- 
mentary to the act, entitled “An act to amend 
the act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act to 


with you into such arrangements as will be mutually raise an 


additional military foree, and for other 
purposes ;” and the bill was twice read by unan- 
imous consent, and ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. , 

And the bill having been reported by the com- 
mittee correctly engrossed, on motion, by Mr. 
ANDERSON, it was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. Annerson also reported the bill, entitled 
“An act explanatory of an act, entitled ‘An act 
to raise ten additional companies of rangers,” 
without amendment. 

He also reported the bill, entitled “An act for 
the better regulation of the ordnance,” with an 

Í amendment; which was considered and agreed 
to, and the bill was ordered to be read the third 
time as amended. i 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, the bili, entitled “An act concerning in- 
| valid pensioners.” 

On motion, by Mr. Roninson, the bill was 
amended, and the President reported it accord- 
ingly, aud it was ordered to be read a third time 
as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they insist on their disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate to 
| the bill, entitled “An act laying duties on notes 

of banks, bankers, and certain companies; on 
notes, bonds, and obligations, discounted by banks, 
bankers, and certain companies ; and on bills of 
exchange of certain descriptions p? they agree to 
the conference proposed on the subject, and have 
appointed managers on their part. The House 
have passed a bill, entitled “An act to authorize 
the appointment, by the President, of certain of- 
ficers during the recess of the Senate;” in which 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was thrice read by 
unanimous consent, and passed. 

Mr. Gives, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “ An act authorizing a 
loan for a sum not exceeding seven millions five 
a thousand dollars,” reported it with an 
| amendments ; which was read and agreed to, and 

the bill ordered to be read a third time as amended. 

T'he amendment to the bill last mentioned hav- 
ing been reported by the committee correctly en- 


grossed, the bill was read a third time as amend- 
ed, by unanimous consent, and passed. 
Mr. Gries reported the bill, entitled “An act 


| making further provision for the collection of in- 
| ternal duties, and for the appointment and com- 
! pensation of assessors,” with amendments; which 
were read and agreed to, and the bill was ordered 
to be read a third time as amended. 

The amendments to the bill last mentioned 
having been reported by the committee correctly 
engrossed, the bill was read a third time as 
amended, by unanimous consent, and passed. 

he Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the resolution authorizing additional com- 
pensation for this session to the Secretary of the 
Senate, his clerks, &c., and the resolution was 
amended, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time as amended. 

The resolution having been reported by the 


i 
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Whole, the bill, entitled “An act giving further 
time by unanimous consent, and passed, as fol- | time for registering claims to lands in the late 
lows: district of Arkansaw, in the Territory of Missou- 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate | ri, and for other purposes;” and the bill having 
pay, out of the contingent fund of this House, to | been amended, the President reported it accord- 
Robert Tweedy, Benjamin G. Bowen, and Tobi- | ingly, and it was ordered to be read a third time 
as Simpson, thirty-five dollars each, in addition | as amended. 

to their usual allowances as attendants to the 
Senate; and to Charles Tims thirty-five dollars 
for his services during the session. 

Mr. Kine, from the managers on the part of 
the Senate at the conference on the bill, entitled 
* An act laying duties on banks, bankers, and cer- 
tain companics; on notes, bonds, and obligations, 
discounted by banks, bankers, and certain compa- 
nies; and on bills of exchange of certain deserip- 
tions,” reported certain modifications of the 
amendments. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the re- 
port of the joint conferees, so far as respects the 
amendment proposed in the fourth line of the 
second section, which enables the banks to com- 
pound at one instead of two and a half per cent.; 
and do insist upon their amendment. 

That the Senate do agree to the residue of the 
said report, and accordingly recede from their 
other amendments, 

The bill, ate an act bing additional 
appropriations for the support of Government > : . 
das the year 1813,” was reina; read a third va pene Rare as i aamun ee 
time by unanimous consent, and passed. oie, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 


| 
i 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of reduciug the duties payable on prize goods 


committee correctly engrossed, was read a third 


Mr. Axperson, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act supplemen- 
tary to an act, entitled ‘An act to provide for 
calling forth the militia to execute the laws of 
the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel inva- 
sions, and to repeal the act now in force for those 
purposes, and to increase the pay of the volun- 
teer and military corps,” reported it without 
amendment; and, on his motion, the further con- 
sideration thereof was postponed to the first Mon- 
day in December next 

Mr. Wortuineron, from the committee to 
whom were referred the memorials of Ichabod 
B. Crane and Roger Jones, captains in the Army 
of the United States, reported the following res- 
olution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of 
War be directed to lay before the Senate, at its noxt 
session, a roster of all the commissioned officers in the 
Army of the United States, in such form as will enable 
the Senate to judge upon all questious of regular or 
irregular promotions. 


Whole, the bill entitled “An act to provide for captured by the private armed vessels of the Uni- 
the widows and orphans of militia disabled, in | ‘ed States. 

the service of the United States,” together with |, Oa motion, by Mr. Mason, to amend the bill, 
the amendment reported thereto by the select | by inserting, after “war, > third line, “by any pub- 
committee; and, having agreed to the amend- lic armed ship or vessel;”? it was determined in 


ment, the President reported it accordingly, and the negative -yeas 7, nays 19, as follows: 
the bill was ordered to be read a third time as zas—Messrs. Dana, German, Gilman, Gore, King, 


amended Lambert and Mason. 
° ? : Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent 
h The pann $ e bill on anioia Brown, Ballock, Campbell, Condict, Fromentin, Gail- 
aving been reported by commiiiee correct'y | lard, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Stone, ‘ait Tay- 
engrossed, the bill was read the third time as lor, Turner, and Varnum. : ; 
amended PY. ae Meccan ae ater constileh On the question Shall this bill be read a third 
; uon, . DANA, the À -| time ? it was determi i i ive— 
ation of the bill concerning evidence in cases of mined in the afirmative yeas 


P 18, nays 8, as follows: 
naturalization was postponed to the first Monday Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brown 
in December next. ? 2 , , 


, , , Brent, Bullock, Campbell, Condi i il- 
The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act | lard, Howell, Lacock, anew Clone ba A 
and Varnum. 

Naxs—Messrs. Dana, German, Gilman, Gore, King, 
Lambert, Mason, and Turner. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill establishing 
a district court in the Mississippi Territory ; and 
the bill having beca amended, the President re- 
ported it accordingly. 

A motion was made by Mr. BrLuocK to post- 


concerning invalid pensioners,” haying been re- 
ported by the committee correctly engrossed, the 
bill was read a third time as amended, by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 

Mr. GAILLARD, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bili, entitled “ An act for the re- 
lief of the officers and crew of the United States’ 
brig Vixen,” reported it with an amendment; 
which was read and agreed to, and the bill order- 
ed to be read a third time as amended. pone the further consideration thereof to the first 

Mr. Kine, from the managers on the part of the | Monday in December next, which was determin- 
Senate at the conference on the bill, entitled “An | ed in the negative, and the bill was ordered to be 
act to lay and collect a direct tax within the | engrossed and read a third time as amended. 
United States,” reported certain modifications| The bill, entitled “An act allowing a bounty to 
thereof; and the report was adopted; and the | the owners, officers, and crews, of the private 
bill amended accordingly. armed vessels of the United States.” was read the 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the ! second time. f 
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SATURDAY, July 31. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of tbe bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of David Henley ;” and, no 
amendment having been proposed, it was read a 
third time by unanimous consent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “Aa act for the relief of 
John James Dufour and his associates ;” and, no 
amendment having heen proposed, the bill was 
read a third time by unanimous consent, and 
passed. i 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An aet for the relief of 
Willet Warne,” and the bill was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of George Lyon;” and, on mo- 
tion, by Mr. Buepsos, it was referred to a select 
committee, to consider and report thereon; and 
Messrs. Burpsor, Tair, and GaILLarn, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the ap- 
pvintment, by the President, of certain officers 
during the recess of the Senate,” was read a third 
time, and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act reducing the duties 
payable on prize goods captured by private armed 
vessels of the United States,” was read a third 
time. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 11, nays 11, 
as follows: ` 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brent, Bullock, 
Campbell, Condict, Fromentin, Howell, Lacock, Mor- 
row, and Tait. 

Nays—Messrs. Dana, German Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Turner, 
and Wells. 

The Senate being equally divided, the Presi- 
DENT determined the question in the affirmative. 

Resolved, That this bill pass. 

The bill, entitled “An act explanatory of an 
act, entitled ‘An act to raise ten additional com- 
panies of rangers,” was read a third time, and 
passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act giving further time 
for registering claims to lands in the late district 
of Arkansaw, in the Territory of Missouri, and 
for other purposes,” was read the third time as 
amended, and passed. 

The bill establishing a district court in the Mis- 
sissippi Territory, having been reported correctly 
engrossed, was read a third time, and the further 
consideration thereof postponed to the first Mon- 
day in December next. . 

The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An act for the 
better regulation of the ordnance,” having been 
reported by the committee correctly engrossed, 
the bill was read a third time as amended, and 
passed. . 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion respecting the portraits of the late King and 
Queen of France; and on the question, Shall 


this resolution be engrossed and read a third time 2 
it was determined in the negative. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the sale 
of sundry lots, the property of the United States, 
in the borough of Pittsburg,” was read the second 
time; and, on motion, the bill was read a third 
time by unanimous consent, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Joshua 
Dorsey ; in which they request the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution reported yesterday from the committee 
to whom were referred the memorials of Ichabod 
B. Crane and Roger Jones; and agreed thereto. 

The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
for the relief of the officers and crew of the United 
States’ brig Vixen,” having heen reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, the bill was read 
a third time as amended and passed. 


Sunpay, August 1. 


Mr. Buzpsog, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of George Lyon,” reported it without amend- 
ment; and, on motion, it was read a third time by 
unanimous consent, and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act allowing a bounty to 
the owners, officers, and crews, of the private 
armed vessels of the United States,” was resumed 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass to a third 
reading? ıt was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 16, nays 6, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brown, Bullock, 
Condit, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Rob- 
inson, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Varnum. 

Naxs—Messrs. Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, King, 
Lambert, and Wells. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read a third 
time, and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act to amend and explain 
the acts regulating pensions to persons on board 
private armed ships,” was resumed, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and, no amendment having 
been proposed, it was read a third time by unani- 
mous consent. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 13, nays 7,38 
follows : i 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brown, Bullock, 
Gaillard, Howell, Morrow, Robinson, Stone, Tait, Tay- 
lor, Turner, and Varnum. 

Nays.—Messrs. Condict, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, 
King, Lambert, and Wells. 

Resolved, That this bill pass. 

On motion, hy Mr. Kine, 

Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and 
he is hereby, directed to remove the portraits of 
the King and Queen of France from the apart- 
ment in which they are now placed, and to put 
them up in one of the committee rooms of the 
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Monpay, August 2. 

The Senate resumed, as ia Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Willet Warne.” 

On motion, it was read a third time by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 

Resolved, That Messrs. Varnum and GAILLARD 
be a committee on the part of the Senate, jointly 
with such committee as may be appointed by the 
House of Representatives, to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and notify him that, 
unless he may have any further communications 
to make to the two Houses of Congress, they are 
ready to adjourn. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House of Represen- 
tatives have appointed a committee on their part, 
to wait on the President of the United States and 
notify him of the intended recess of Congress, 

Mr. Varnum, from the committee, reported that 
they had waited on the President of the United 
States, who informed them that he had no further 
communications to make to the two Houses of 
Congress. 

Whereupon, the Vice PRESIDENT, agreeably to 
the resolution of the two Houses, adjourned the 
Senate to the first Monday in December next. 


EXECUTIVE PROCEEDINGS. 


IN SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Sarurvay, July 31, 1813. 

On motion of Mr. Lets, 

Ordered, That there be furnished to any mem- 
ber applying for the same, an extract from the 
Executive record, comprehending the Messages 
from the President of the United States, in rela- 
tion tothe nominations of Albert Gallatin, John 
Q. Adams, and James A. Bayard, as Envoys Ex- 
traordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary, to ne- 
gotiate a Treaty of Peace and Commerce with 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
and a Treaty of Commerce with Russia, with the 
proccedings of the Senate thereon. 

On motion by Mr. Dana, 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate 
cause the extract which may be furnished from 
the Executive record, as before mentioned, to be 
printed for the use of the members who may 
request the same. 


Monpay, May 31. 
The following is an extract of a Message this 
oy received from the President of the United 
tates: 


To the Senate of the United States : 

Commissions having been granted during the recess 
of the Senate, to the following persons, I now nomi- 
nate them to the same offices respectively annexed to 
their names: Albert Gallatin, John Q. Adams, and James 
A. Bayard, to be jointly and severally Envoys Extraor- 
dinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary, to negotiate and 
sign a Treaty of Peace with Great Britain, under the 
mediation of the Emperor of Russia; to negotiate and 
sign a Treaty of Commerce with Great Britain; and 
the said John Quincy Adams, Albert Gallatin, and 
James A. Bayard, to be jointly and severally Envoys 
Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary, to nego- 
tiate and sign a Treaty of Commerce with Russia. 

JAMES MADISON. 

Wasnrnetox, May 29, 1813. 

The Message was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 


Nots.—A few other nominations of minor import- 
ance were contained in the Message. 


Wepnespay, June 2. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
Message of the President of the United States of 
the 3d of May, nominating Albert Gallatin and 
others to offices ; and 

Mr. Kine submitted the following resolutions 
for consideration, which were read: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate 
copies of the communications from the Emperor of 
Russia, offering his mediation to bring about a peace 
between the United States and Great Britain, together 
with copies of the answers to such communications, 
and noticing the dates at which the same were respect- 
ively received and answered. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate, copies 
of the commissions granted to Albert Gallatin, John Q. 
Adams, and James A. Bayard, to negotiate ‘Treaties 
of Peace and Commerce with Great Britain, and a 
Treaty of Commerce with Russia. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the Senate whether Albert 
Gallatin, commissioned as one of the Envoys to treat 
of peace and commerce with Great Britain, and of 
commerce with Russia, retains the office of Secretary 
of the Department of the Treasury ; and, in case of 
his so retaining the same, to inform the Senate under 
what authority, and by whom, the powers and duties 
of the head of the Treasury Department are-discharged 
during the absence of Albert Gallatin from the United 
States. 


Tuourspay, June 3. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the first res- 
olution submitted yesterday, by Mr. Kine; and, 
on the question, “Will the Senate agree thereto ?” 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 13, nays 
18, as follows: 

Ysas—Mossrs. Anderson, Daggett, Dana, German, 
Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, 
Lambert, Leib, and Smith. 

Nays—Messrs. Bledsoe, Brent, Brown, Bullock, 
Campbell, Chace, Condict, Cutts, Gaillard, Lacock, 
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Morrow, Robinson, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Var- 
num, and Worthington, 

The Senate proceeded to consider the second 
resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. Kine; 
and, on the question to agree thereto, it was de- 
termined in the negative. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the third resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Kine; and, on the question, “ Will the Senate 
agree thereto ?” it was determined in the affirm- 
ative. 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay the said reso- 
lution before the President of the United States. 


Monpay, June 7. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE Unirep STATES: 
To the Senate of the United States ș 

In compliance with their resolution of the 3d instant, 
the Senate are informed that the office of the Secretary 
of the Treasury is not vacated, and that, in the ab- 
sence of Albert Gallatin, commissioned as one of the 
Envoys to treat with Great Britain and Russia, the 
duties of that office are discharged by William Jones, 
Secretary of the Navy, authorized therefor according 
to the provisions of the act of Congress, entitled “An 
act making alterations in the Treasury and War De- 
partments,” passed May 8, 1792. 

JAMES MADISON. 
Wasuixcrox, June 3 1813. 


The Message was read for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
nomination of Albert Gallatin; and, on motion 
by Mr. Giuman, it was agreed to take the ques- 
tion, to advise and conseut, by yeas and nays. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
nomination be postponed until to-morrow. 


Tuespay, June S. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
nomination of Albert Gallatin ; and, ou motion 


of Mr. Biepsos, the further consideration of 


the nomination was postponed until to-morrow ; 
and it was agreed that the Senate adjourn. 


Wepnespay, June 9. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
nomination of Albert Gallatin. 

A motion was made by Mr. ANDERSON, to rc- 
fer the said nomination to the consideration of a 
select committee, together with the Message of 
the 7th of June; and the Senate adjourned. 


Tuorspay, June 10. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
nomination of Albert Gallatin, together with the 
motion to refer the consideration thereof to a se- 
lect committee, as also the Message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, received the 7th June, 
to inquire and report thereon. 

On the question to agree to the motion for re- 
ference, it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 20, nays 14, as follows: 


Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, 
Leib, Smith, Stone, and Wells. i 

Nays—Messrs. Brent, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, 
Condict, Cutts, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 


Resolved, That the nomination of Albert Gal- 
latin, together with the Message of the President 
of the United States received the 7th instant, rel- 
ative to the said nomination, be referred to Messrs, 
Anpzrson, Kine, Gites, Brown, and BLEDSOE. 
to inquire and report thereon. 


Monpay, June 14. 


Mr. Anperson, from the committee appointed 
on the 10th instant, on the nomination of Albert 
Gallatin, reported: 

“ That, in obedience to the resolution authorizing 
the committee to inquire and report thereon, he had 
addressed a letter tu the President of the United States, 
enclosing a copy of the resolution under which the 
committee were appointed ; that he afterwards called 
on the President of the United States, who informed 
him, that he did not consider the authority given to 
the committec, by the resolution, such as to authorize 
them to call on him in their official character ; but that, 
if they were especially instructed to call on him, he 
would freely receive them and appoint a time for that 
purpose.” 

And Mr. Anperson submitted the following 
resolutions for consideration, which were read: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, the 
powers and duties of the Sccretary of the Department 
of the Treasury, and of those of an Envoy Extraordi- 
nary to a foreign Power, are so incompatible, that they 
ought not to be, and remain, united in the samo person. 

Resolved, ‘Chal the committee to whom was referred 
the nomination of Albert Gallatin, (Sccretary of the 
Department of Treasury,) as an Envoy Extraordinary 
to treat of peace and commerce with Great Britain, and 
of commerce with Russia, be instructed to communi- 
cate the foregoing resolution to the President of the 
United States, and respectfully to confer with him upon 
the matter thereof. 


Tuerspay, June 15. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the first res- 
olution submitted yesterday, by Mr. ANDERSON 5. 
aod on motion, by Mr. Rowinson, it was agreed 
that the question be taken thereon by yeas and 
nays; and after debate adjourned. 


Wenpnespay, June 16. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions submitted by Mr. Anperson, on the 
14th instant; and, on the question to agree to the 
first resolution, it was determined in the affirma- 
live—yeas 20, nays 14, as follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brown, Daggett, 
Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, 
Leib, Smith, Stone, and Wells. 

Nars—Messrs. Brent, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, 
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to appoint, in order to commune with you upon the 
matter referred to them. 
Accept assurances of my high respect. 
JOSEPH ANDERSON, 


Mr. AnveRson then made this further report: 
to wit: 

“The committee to whom was referred the nomi- 
nation of Albert Gallatin, to be one of the Envoys 
Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary to nego- 
tiate and sign a treaty of peace with Great Britain, 
under the mediation of the Emperor of Russia; to ne- 
gotiate and sign a treaty of commerce with Great 
Britain; and to negotiate and sign a treaty of com- 
merce with Russia, together with the Message of the 
President of the United States of the 7th June report: 

“That, according to the instructions of the Senate 
of the 16th June, the committee, through its chairman, 
addressed a note to the President of the United States, 
on the 12th instant, a copy of which accompanies this 
report; and, in reply tbereto, the President addressed 
a note to the chairman on the 14th instant, which note 
also accompanies this report, appointing Friday the 
16th instant, to reccive the committee, to communi- 
cate the aforesaid resolution of the Senate, and ap- 
prizing the committee of his late Message to the Sen- 
ate, containing the grounds on which he would be 
obliged to decline the proposed conference with the 
committee. Upon due consideration of this reply, the 
committee deemed it an incumbent duty to wait on 
the President according to his appointment, and to pre- 
sent to him both the resolutions of the Senate, in re- 
lation to the nomination referred to the committee, 
and did accordingly wait on him and present them. 
When the President was pleased to observe to the 
committee in substance, that he was sorry the Senate 
had not taken the same view of the subject which he 
had done, and that he regretted that the measure had 
been taken under circumstances which deprived him 
of the aid or advice of the Senate. After the com- 
mittee had remained a reasonable time for the Presi- 
dent to make any other observations if he thought pro- 
per to do so, and observing no disposition manifested 
by him to enter into further remarks, the committee 
retired without making any observations on the matter 
of the resolutions, or in reply to those made by the 
President. 


Copy of a letter from the Chairman of the Commit- 
fee, on the nomination of Albert Gallatin, to the 
President of the United States. 


Condict, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, 
the powers and the duties of the Secretary of the 
Department of the Treasury, and those of an 
Envoy Extraordinary to a foreign Power, are so 
incompatible, that they ought not to be and re- 
main united in the same person. 

On the question to agree to the second resolu- 
tion, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
20, nays 14, as follows: 

YEas—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brown, Daggett, 
Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, 
Smith, Stone, and Wells. 

Naxys—Messrs. Brent, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, 
Condict, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Resolved, That the committee to whom was 
referred the nomination of Albert Gallatin, Sec- 
retary of the Department of the Treasury, as an 
Envoy Extraordinary to treat of peace and com- 
merce with Russia, be instructed to communicate 
the foregoing resolution to the President of the 
United States, and respectfully to confer with 
him upon the matter thereof. 


Monpay, July 19. 


On motion by Mr. AnpERson, it was agreed by 
unanimous consent to amend the record of the 
verbal report made by him on behalf of thecom- 
mittee, on the 14th June last, as follows: 

In the —— line of the reports of the committee 
on the nomination of Albert Gallatin, after the 
word “States,” insert “a copy of which accom- 
panies this report,”—line after * him” insert “ and 
the specific object should be designated,”—line 
15, after the word “ consideration,” insert “as 
chairman of the committee :” so that the record 
of the report will stand amended as follows: 


“Mr. Axpenrson, from the committee appointed the 
10th instant, on the nomination of Albert Gallatin, re- 
ported: 


“ That in obedience to the resolution authorizing the 
committee to inquire into and report thereon, he had 
addressed a letter to the President of the United States, 
a copy of which accompanies this report, enclosing a 
copy of the resolution under which the committee 
Were appointed ; that he afterwards called on the Pres- 
ident of the United States, who informed him that he 
did not consider the authority given to the committee, 
by the resolution, such as to authorize them to call on 
him in their official character, but, that, if they were 
especially instructed to call upon him, and the specific 
object should be designated, he would freely receive 
them, and appoint a time for that purpose.” 


Copy of a letter from the Chairman of the Commit- 
tec on the nomination of Albert Gallatin, to the 
President of the United States. 


Cariron Hrxxz, June 11, 1813. 
Sin: I take leave to enclose you a copy of a reso- 
lution of the Senate. The committee appointed by 
that resolution, have directed me to inform you that 
they will wait on you at such time as you may please 


Jury 12, 1813, 

Sır: The committee to whom was referred the 
nomination of Albert Gallatin to be one of the Envoys 
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to nego- 
tiate and sign a treaty of peace with Great Britain, 
under the mediation of the Emperor of Russia, to ne- 
gotiate and sign a treaty of commerce with Great 
Britain, and to negotiate and sign a treaty of com- 
merce with Russia, together with the Message of the 
President of the 7th of June, have directed me to 
enclose you a copy of two resolutions passed by the 
Senate, and to request that you will be pleased to ap- 
point such time to receive the committee as may en- 
tirely comport with your own convenience. 

_ The committee sincerely lament, that your indispo- 
sition for some time past has been such as would have 
rendered it improper to have addressed you upon this 
subject at an carlier period ; and are now much grati- 
fied to learn that you are so far restored to your health 
as to be enabled to attend to your official duties. 
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Accept my best wishes for a perfect restoration of} Nays—Messrs. Dana, German, Lacock, Morrow, 
your health, and assurance of my high respect. Robinson, and Varnum. 

JOSEPH ANDERSON, Resolved, That the Senate do advise and con- 

Chairman of the Committee. į sent to the appointments of John Q. Adams and 

PRESIDENT’S REPLY James A. Bayard, agreeably to their nominations, 


J. Mapisox presents his respects to Mr. ANDERSON, respectively; and that they do not advise and 
and informs him that he will, on Friday next, at 11 consent to the appointment of Albert Gallatin. 
o’clock receive the Committee of the Senate instructed | , Ordered, That the Secretary lay the aforego- 
to communicate to the President their resolution of ing resolution before the President of the United 
the 16th ultimo. The committee are apprized, by his States. , 
late message to the Senate, of the grounds on which | Mr. Gore, submitted the following motions for 
he will be obliged to decline the proposed conference consideration; which were read, and ordered to 
with the committee upon the matter of that resolution. | lie on the table. 

_. Wepnzsvar, July 14, 1813. The President of the United States having, by the 

Whereupon, the nominations of Albert Galla- Constitution, “power to fill up all vacancies that may 
tin, John Q. Adams, and James A. Bayard, agree- happen during the recess of the Senate, by granting 
ably to the Message of the President of the Uni- commissions which shall expire at the end of their next 


ted States of the 31st May last, were resumed. session : 3 P ci 
On the question Will the Sonate advise-and Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, no such 


consent to the appointment of Albert Gallatin ? vacancy can happen in any office not before full. 


C e ‘ ‘ : Resolved, 'Vhat in the opinion of the Senate, the 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 17, nays | office of Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipo- 
18, as follows: 


: tentiary, to negotiate and sign a treaty of peace with 
Yuas—Messrs. Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, Brown, Bul- | the United Kingdom of Great Britai d Irel h 
lock, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Howell, Lacock, Mor- gro reat Britain and Ireland, had 


] Cha not been filled at any time after the declaration of war 
row, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and upon the 18th day of June, A. D. 1812, and before the 
Worthington. 


r recess of the Senate, u the third day of March last 
Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Daggett, Dana, Fromen- ha pre ea a a at RS? 


i ‘ S when the same was not full. 
tin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, 


l c Resolved, That the granting of commissions to Al- 
Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, | bert Gallatin, John Q. Adams, and James A. Bayard, 
Smith, and Stone. 


; to be Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
On motion by Mr. WORTHINGTON, to postpone 


tiary, to negotiate and sign a treaty of peace with the 
the nominations of John Q. Adams and James 


United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, during 
A. Bayard untii to morrow, it was determined in | the late recess of the Senate, as, in the President’s 
the negative. 


message to the Senate, of the 29th day of May last, is 

On motion by Mr. Buttock, that the nomina- | stated to have been done, was not, in the opinion of 
tions of John Q. Adams and James A. Bayard be the Senate, authorized by the Constitution, inasmuch 
postponed until to morrow, it was determined in asa vacancy in thet office did not happen during such 
the negative—yeas 16, nays 12, as follows: 


recess of the Senate, and as the Senate had not ad- 
Yxis—-Messrs, Bibb, Brent, Bullock, Campbell, vised and consented to their appointment. Whereupon, 
Chace, Condict, Gaillard, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, 


Resolved, That while the Senate venerate the au- 
Robinson, Tait, Taylor, ‘Turner, Varnum, and Worth- thority and dignity of the office of the President of the 
ington. 


United States, and will, at all times, as a high and es- 
Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brown, Dag- 


sential power in the Constitution, exert themselves to 
gett, Dana, Fromentin, German, Giles, Gilman, Golds- maintain and preserve undiminished the whole Execu- 
borough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, 


tive authority thereby established, they owe it to the 

Mason, Smith, and Stone. trust confided to themselves, as well as to the States, 

i ia f x their constituents, to protect the power over appoint- 

On the question, Will the Senate advise and | ments to office, which the Constitution has placed in 
consent to the appointment of John Q. Adams? 

jt was decided in the affirmative—yeas 30, nays 


that body. 
From these considerations, joined to the conviction 
4, as follows: 
YVras—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Brent, Brown, 


that the rights of tho Senate have been infringed, by 

I an important act, to the validity of which the advice 
Bullock, Chace, Condict, Daggett, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Howell, 


and consent of the Senate were essential, the Senate 
Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Morrow, Robin- 


find themselves called upon, by their duty to the States, 
; and in support of the Constitution, reluctantly to pro- 

son, Smith, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Worth- 

ington. 


test, and they do hereby solemnly protest, against the 
commissioning, as aforesaid, of Albert Gallatin, John 

Nays—Messrs. Dana, German, Lacock, and Var- 
num. 


Q. Adams, and James A. Bayard, as an act.not author- 
On the question, Will the Senate advise and 


ized by the Constitution, and in the performance of 
which the power of the Senate has been disregarded. 

consent to the appointment of James A. Bayard ? 

it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 27, 


‘Resolved, That an authenticated copy of the forego- 
ing resolution be delivered to the President, by a com- 
nays 6, as follows: 
Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, 


mittee of ——- members of the Senate. 
Brown, Bullock, Chace, Daggett, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Howell, 
‘Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Smith, Stone, 
Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Worthington. 


Saturpay, July 31. 
On motion, by Mr. Dana, that on application 
of any member of the Senate, an extract be fur- 
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nished from the Executive record comprehending | Resolved, That the President of the United States 
the Messages of the President of the United | be requested to inform the Senate whether any com- 
States, in relation to the nomination of Jonathan | munication has been received from Jonathan Russell, 
Russell, to be Minister Plenipotentiary of the | admitting or denying the declaration of the Duke of 
United. States to Sweden, and the proceedings of | Bassano to Mr. Barlow, that he had informed his pre- 
the Senate thereon, it was determined in the | decessor of the repeal of the Berlin and Milan decrees 
affirmative—yeas 15, nays 11, as follows: at the date of that decree. ; ; 
Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Dana, Fromentiu, Gail- Ordered, That the resolution, together with the 
lord, Gorman, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, | Nomination of Jonathan Russell, be referred to 
Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Turner, and Wells. Mr. Go.pszorovea, Mr. Anperson, and Mr. 
Naxs—Messrs. Brent, Bullock, Campbell, Howell, | Kina, to consider and report thereon. — ; 
Lacock, Morrow, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Varnum, and Mr. Anverson submitted the following motion 
Worthington. for consideration; which was read. 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 
\ 


be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate, the 
correspondence which may have passed between the 
United States and the King of Sweden, respecting the 
interchange of public Ministers between the said Gov- 
ernments. 


Monpay, August 2. 


On motion, by Mr. Lets, 

Ordered, That the Secretary cause to be print- 
ed, for the use of the Senate, an extract from the 
Executive Journal, comprehending the several 
Messages from the President of the United States, 
with the documents and the proceedings of the 
Senate on the nomination of Jonathan Russell to 
be Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States 
to Sweden. 


Trurspay, June 3. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. ANDERSON; and on the 
question, Will the Senate agree thereto? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 12, 
as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Daggett, Dana, 
Gaillard, German, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hun- 
ter, King, Lambert, Leib, Smith, Stone, and ‘Tait. 

Nays—Messrs. Brent, Bullock, Chace, Condict, 
Cutts, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. 


Mownpay, May 31. 


The following Message was received from the 
Presipent or tHe Unirep States: 

To the Senate of the United Slates: 

The Swedish Government having repeatedly mani- 
fested a desire to exchange a public Minister with the 
United States, and having lately appointed one with 
that view, and other considerations occurring to render 
it advisable at this period to make a corresponding ap- 
pointment, I nominate Jonathan Russell, of Rhode 
Island, to be Minister Plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Sweden. 


Ordered, That the Secretary lay the said re- 
solution before the President of the United States. 


Monpay, June 7. 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE Unirep STATES: 
To the Senate of the United States: 


T transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
State, complying with their resolution of the third 
instant. 


JAMES MADISON. 
May 29, 1813. 


The Message was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 


Tuespay, June 1. 


The Senate took into consideration the Mes- 
sage from the President of the United States of JuxNE 7, 1813. 
yesterday, nominating Jonathan Russell to office ; , 
and, on motion by Mr. Gotpsroroven, the fur-| The report and documents are as follow: 
ther consideration thereof was postponed. DEPARTMENT or STATY, June 7, 1813. 

Mr. GotnsporoucH submitted the following! The Secretary of State, to whom was referred the 
motion for consideration; which was read: resolution of the Senate of the third instant, request- 

Resolved, That the President of the United States ing the President to cause to be laid before the Senate 
be requested to inform the Senate when, and by whom, | the correspondence which may have passed between 
the first intelligence was officially communicated to | the United States and the King of Sweden, respecting 
the Department of State, of the repeal of the Berlin | the interchange of public Ministers, has the honor to 
and Milan decrees, and at what time the first official report to the President that no direct correspondence 
information of the repeal of these decrees was given | has taken place on the subject. 
to the American Chargé des Affaires at Paris. In reference to the object of the resolution, the Sec- 
retary of State submits several extracts of letters from 
Mr. Speyer, Consul of the United States at Stockholm, 
and a letter from Mr. Beasley, Commissary of Prison- 
ers at London, by which the wishes and intentions of 
the Swedish Government in relation to the interchange 
of Ministers have been made known to this Depart- 
ment. Respectfully submitted, i 


JAMES MONROE. 


JAMES MADISON. 


Wepnespay, June 2. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
nomination of Jonathan Russell, together with 
the motion submitted yesterday by Mr. Goups- 
BOROUGH; and, on motion by Mr. Kina, the mo- 
tion was amended and agreed to as follows: 


a 
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Mr. Beasley to the Secretary of State. 


Lonxvox, December 12, 1813. 

Sın: Referring to my letter of the 10th instant, I 
have now the honor to transmit a copy of the letter 
which | informed you that I had received from Mr. 
Speyer, and of that which I stated it was my intention 
to address to him, on the subject of our relations with 
Sweden. f 

Notwithstanding the present apparent irritation of 
the Swedish Government, I have been assured by Mr. 
De Kantzow, and I learn from other sources, that it 
has invariably manifested the most friendly disposition 
towards the United States. Those American vessels 
which have sought shelter in its ports have experi- 
enced perfect protection. British cruisers are not al- 
lowed, within its territories, to dispose of prizes they 
make from the United States; and, in some instances, 
the protection of Swedish convoy has been afforded to 
American vessels passing through the Sound. 

Indeed, this circumstance, Mr. De Kantzow in- 
formed me, had heen mentioned to him by Lord Cas- 
tlereagh with no satisfaction. 

I fear, however, that the arts and intrigues of our 
enemy will, if not speedily counteracted, produce a 
state of things equally unfriendly. I collect from va- 
rious quarters that considerable dissatisfaction is enter- 
tained .by the Swedish Government that the United 
States have not appointed a Minister near it. 

The jealousy which has long existed between Swe- 
den and Denmark, is said to have contributed no little 
to the feeling to which this mission has given rise, 
seeing that the United States have had a Minister near 
the Danish Government. Mr. De Kantzow seemed 
anxious to know whether a Minister was or would be 
appointed; and I am inclined to believe that his stay 
here is prolonged on that account. > 

he Crown Prince is fond of court and splendor ; 
the Government is poor; and, to say nothing of the 
two great spoliators, the example of Denmark is im- 
mediately before it. : 

I beg to add, that the result of all the information I 
can collect is, that the fate of all the American prop- 
erty, now in the dominions of Sweden, will depend on} 
the course which the Government of the United States 
may pursue on this critical and delicate emergency. 

J have the honor to be, &c. 

R. G. BEASLEY. 


Extract of a letter from John Speyer, Esq, Consul 
of the United States at Stockholm, to the Secretary 
of State, dated 


Srocxuotm, January 18, 1813. 
The Minister of Foreign Affairs, in the course of 
our conversation yesterday, mentioned that both the 
King and Prince Royal were desirous to maintain and 
extend the friendly relations and commercial inter- 
course now subsisting between us, and intend to send 


He informed me, yesterday, that he was to go as 
Chargé des Affaires, which he refused, but consented 
to accept the appointment as Minister. 

From the personal knowledge I have of Mr. Kant- 
zow, I think him well calculated to contribute to the 
good understanding of our respective Governments. 


Extract—Mr. Speyer to the Secretary of State. 


Srocxuoum, March 31, 1812. 
On the 24th, the Minister of Foreign Affairs told 
me that the King had, on that day, directed him to 
inform me, that he would send Mr. Kantzow as Min- 
ister Resident to the United States. I understand. that 
Mr. Kantzow is to leave this with his family, early in 

May, by way of England. 
Extract—Same to thé same. 

Onzsro, May 18, 1812. 
Mr. Kantzow, who is appointed Minister to the Uni- 
ted States, is still here; he expects to receive his in- 

structions soon, when he will set out on his voyage. 


Extract—From the same to the same. 


Srocxuorm, September 25, 1812. 
Mr. Kantzow has received his credentials as Minis- 
ter Resident at Washington, and was despatched from 
Orebro on the 15th ultimo. He is now in London, 
and will probably remain there next winter. The 
Prince Royal informed me, on the 4th instant, that he 
had directed Mr. Kantzow to represent to the English 
Government his desiro to seo a good understanding 
restored with the United States. 
Extract—From the same to the same, dated 
Srockuoum, September 25, 1812. 
As this Government expect the appointment of a 
Minister or a Chargé des Affaires, in return for Mr. 
Kantzow’s mission, I have not presented the commis- ' 
sion as Consul for this place. I am apprehensive it 
might be ungraciously received here atter their notifi- 
cation of the appointment of a Minister. 


NOMINATION OF JONATHAN RUSSELL. 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, from the committee to 
whom was referred, on the 2d instant, the nomi- 
nation of Jonathan Russell, reported : 

That, in pursuance of the order of the Senate, the 
committee met the Secretary of State by appointment 
at the office of the Department of State, when they 
were informed by the Secretary, that there was no 
official denial or admission of Mr. Jonathan Russell, 
that the allegation of the Duke of Bassano to Mr. 
Barlow, referred to, was true; but that he (the Secre- 
tary) had a private letter from Mr. Russell subsequent 
to the allegation of the Duke of Bassano, in which he 
understood that allegation to be unequivocally denied. 


And, on motion, it was ordered that the fur- 


a Minister or Chargé des Affairs to the United States. | ther consideration of said nomination be post- 


He would name the person designated for that mis- 
sion, were it ascertained whether he accepted of it. 


Extract of a letter from the same to the same, dated 
SrocknoLm, January 21, 1812. 
The gentleman mentioned in my No. 10, as intended 
to be sent to the United States, is Mr. Kantzow, who 
lately returned from Brazils, where he resided, Chargé 
des Affaires of the King, several years. He had be- 
fore been Consul General of Sweden, in Portugal. 


poned. 
Mr. GotpssoroucH submitted the following 
motion for consideration, whieh was read : 
Resolved, That it is inexpedient at this time to send 
a Minister Plenipotentiary to Sweden. 


—— 


Fripay, June 11. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
nomination of Jonathan Russell, together with 
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the motien of Mr. Gotpsgorouan thereon of the 
7th instant. : 

And, on motion, by Mr. Situ, it was agreed 
to take the question on the said nomination by 
yeas and nays. 

A motion was made by Mr. WELLS, that the 
nomination of Jonathan Russell, and the motion 
of Mr. Gotpssoroucu on the subject, together 
with the Message of the President of the United 
States, of the 7h instant, with the communica- 
tions therein mentioned, be referred to a commit- 
tee to inquirc and report thereon. 

And, after debate, on motion, by Mr. Giles, it 
was agreed that the subject be postponed. 


Monpay, June 14. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
nomination of Jonathan Russell, together with 
the motion submitted thereon by Mr. Weius, on 
the lith instant, and the motion was amended, 
and agreed to as follows: 

Resolved, That the nomination of Jonathan Russell, 
and the motion of Mr. Goldsborough on the subject, 
together wilh the Message of the President of_the 
United States, of the 7th instant, with the communi- 
cations therein mentioned, be referred to a committee, 
with instruction respectfully to confer with the Presi- 
dent of the United States upon the subject of the said 
nomination, and report thercon. 

& Ordered, That Messrs. WeLLs, Gives, and 
Kine, be the committee. 


Tourspay, July 6. 


The fullowing Message was received from the 
Preswent or rue Uniten Srates: 

To the Senate of the United States : 

I have received from the committee appointed by 
the resolution of the Senate of the 14th day of June, 
a copy of that resolution, which authorizes the com- 
Mittee to confer with the President on the subject of 
the nomination made by him of a Minister Plenipo- 
tentiary to Sweden. 

Conceiving it to be my duty to decline the proposed 
conference with the committee, and it being uncertain 
when it may be convenient to explain to the commit- 
tee, and through them to the Senate, the grounds of 
my so doing, I think it proper to address the explana- 
tion directly to the Senate. Without entering into a 
gencral review of the relations in which the Constitu- 
tion has placed the several departments of the Govern- 
ment to each other, il will suflice to remark, that the 
Executive and Senate, in the cases of appointments to 
office and of treaties, are to be considered independent 
and co-ordinate with each other. If they agree, the 
appointments or treaties are made. If the Senate dis- 
agree, they fail. If the Senate wish information pre- 
vious to their final decision, the practice, keeping in 
view the Constitutional relation of the Senate and 
Executive, has been, either to request the Executive 
to furnish it, or refer the subject to a committee of 
their bedy to communicate, cither formally or infor- 
mally, with the head of the proper department. The 
appointment of a committee of the Senate to confer 
immediately with the Exccutive himself, appears to 
lose sight of the co-ordinate relation between the Ex- 
ecutive and the Senate, which the Constitution has 


established, and which ought therefore to be main- 
tained. 

The relation between the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, in whom legislative power is concurrently 
vested, is sufficiently analogous to illustrate that be- 
tween the Executive and Senate in making appoint- 
ments and treaties. The two Houses arc in like man- 
ner independent of and co-ordinate with each other ; 
and the invariable practice of each in appointing com- 
mitlees of conference and consultation is to commis- 
sion them to confer, not with the co-ordinate body it- 
self, but with a committce of that body : and, although 
both branches of the Legislature may be too numer- 
ous to hold conveniently a conference with committees, 
were they to be appointed by either to confer with the 
entire body of the other, it may be fairly presumed, 
that if the whole number of either branch were not 
too large for the purpose, the objection to such a con- 
ference, being against the principle, as derogatory from 
the co-ordinate relations of the two Houses, would re- 
tain all its force. 

I add only that I am entirely persuaded of the purity 
of the intentions of the Senate, in the course they 
have pursued on this occasion, and with which my 
view of the subject makes it my duty not to accord: 
and that they will be cheerfully furnished with all the 
suitable information in possession of the Executive, in 
any mode deemed consistent with the principles of the 
Constitution, and the settled practice under it. 


JAMES MADISON. 
Wasuineron, July 6, 1813, 


Tuurspay, July 8. 


Mr. WELLS, from the committee appointed the 
14th of June, on the nomination of Jonathan 
Russell, reported the correspondence between the 
President of the United States and the commit- 
tee; also a letter from the Secretary of State to 
the committee; which were read. 


[The copy of the Chairman’s letter to the Pres- 
ident, communicating a transcript of the resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 14th of June, 1813, and 
inquiring of him when it would be convenient 
for the President to receive the committee of the 
Senate, is not on file.] 


In answer to the letter above referred to, the 
following note was received from the President: 

“ James Madison presents his respects to Mr. Wells, 
and will receive the committee of the Senate, appointed 
by their resolution, of the 14th instant, to confer with 
the President, at 11 o’clock, to-morrow. 

“Turspay, June 15, 1813,” 


At the time mentioned in the above note, the 
committee heard, at the door of the President’s 
house, of his indisposition, and resolved to defer 
waiting upon him until they were informed of 
his recovery. 

In the afternoon of this day, the chairman of 
the committee received from the President the 
following note: 


“The President of the United States regrets that 
the error of his watch, and the precipitancy of his ser- 
vant, prevented his seeing, at 11 o'clock, to-day, the 
committee of the Benate, on the subject referred to 
them, 


97 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 98 


Executive Proceedings. 


“Tf the state of his health should not permit him to{‘time to send a Minister Plenipotentiary to 
see the committee, he will apprize them of it in time. |‘ Sweden.” ' 

“June 16, 1813.” On motion, by Mr. Tait, it was agreed that 

The following are copies of two notes received | the question on the motion last mentioned, be 
by the committee from the President of the Uni- | taken by yeas and nays. 


ted States: Whereupon, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 
“James Madison being too much indisposed to see 

the committee this morning, is obliged to postpone it Frivay, July 9. 

until to-morrow, at 11 o’clock. The Senat i h id ; . 
“Tuurspay, June 17, 1813.” e Senate resumed the consideration of the 


: ; ; inati 
á James Madison is sorry that a continuance of his | nomination of Jonathan Russell, of Rhode Island, 


indisposition will not permit him to see the committee a abe. ee Pave a y È Sweden, to- 
of the Senate to-day, nor can he at present fix a day 8 lon o T. GOLDSBOROUGH, 


when it will be in his power. under consideration yesterday, thereon; and, on 
“Fripay Mornixe, June 18.” the question to agree to the motion, it was de- 
The following is a copy of a letter from Mr. | nni in the affirmative, yeas 22, nays 14, as 


Monroe to the committee : 


t DEPARTMENT oF STATE, June 23, 1813. 

“ GENTLEMEN: The indisposition of the President 
continuing, I am instructed by him to express to you 
his great regret at the delay to which it has already 
subjected the proceedings of the Senate on the nomi- 
nation of the Minister Plenipotentiary from the Uni- 
ted States to Sweden. ‘To prevent any further delay 
from that cause, he has anthorized me to confer with 
you on that subject, and to communicate to you any 
information which you may be desirous of obtaining 
from the Executive relating to it. 

“JT will have the honor to meet you for this purpose, 
at such place and hour as you will have the goodness 
to appoint. 

“J have the honor to remain, gentlemen, very re- 
spectfully, your obedient, humble servant, 

«JAMES MONROE. 

“Hon, Messrs. WELLs, Gizes, and Kine.” 


The following is an answer from the chair- 
man of the committee: 


Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brown, 
Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Giles, 
Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, 
Lacock, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Stone, and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Brent, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, 
Condict, Howell, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Tait, Tay- 
lor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient, at this time, 
to send a Minister Plenipotentiary to Sweden. 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolu- 
tion before the President of the United States, 


Tvespay, July 20. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
[CONFIDENTIAL] 
To the Senate and House o 
Representatives of the United States: 

There heing sufficient ground to infer that it is the 

purpose of the enemy to combine with the blockade of 
“« Commrtrer Room, June 24,1813. | our ports special licenses to neutral vessels, or to Brit- 

“Sin: The committee of the Senate, appointed to } ish vessels in neutral disguises, whercby they may draw 
confer, respectfully, with the President of the United | from our country the precise kind and quantity of ex- 
States, on the nomination made by him of a Minister | ports essential to their wants, whilst its general com- 
Plenipotentiary to Sweden, have had the honor, this | Merce remains obstructed; keeping in view, also, the 
morning, to receive your letter of yesterday. insidious discrimination between the different ports of 

«The committee heard with real concern of the con- | the United States; and as such a system, if not coun- 
tinued indisposition of the President; but, as they pre- | teracted, will have the effect of diminishing very mate- 
sume that there are connected with this nomination no | rially the pressure of the war on the enemy, and encour- 
considerations of so urgent a nature as to require an | aging a perseverance in it, at the same time that it will 
immediate decision upon it, they will wait with pleas- | !eave the general commerce of the United States under 
ure for the conference they have been ordered by the | all the pressure the enemy can impose, thus subject- 
Senate to request of the President, until the restora- | ing the whole to British regulation, in subserviency to 
tion of his health takes place. British monopoly ; I recommend to the consideration 

“I have the honor, sir, to be, with the highest con- | of Congress the expediency of an immediate and effec- 
sideration, your very obedient servant, tual prohibition of exports, limited to a convenient day 

W. H. WELLS, in their next session, and removable in the meantime 
Chairman Committee of Senate. in the event of a cessation of the blockade of our ports. 
Hon. J. Monroz, Sec’y of State. JAMES MADISON. 
: F Wasuixeron, July 20, 1813. 

A motion was made by Mr. GOLDSROROUGH, l l l 
« ‘Phat the several resolutions, and communica- | The Message was read, and referred to the com= 
‘tions with the President of the United States, | mittee who have under consideration. so much of 
‘the Secretary of State, and the Senate, upon the Message of the President of the United States 
‘the subject of the Swedish nomination, be re- | 2s Concerns our oe relations, to consider and 
‘ ferred to a committee.” report thereon by bill or otherwise, 

On motion, by Mr. Smiru, it was agreed to 
postpone the consideration of this motion in or- 
der to take up the nomination of Jonathan Rus- 
sell, and the motion thereon by Mr. Gotpszor- 
ouen, to wit: “That it is inexpedient at this 

13th Con. Ist Sess.—4 


Fripay, July 23. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Messrs. Grunpy and Rosinson, two mem- 
bers of that body—-Mr. Grounpy, chairman: 
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Mr. President: The House of Representatives 
have passed a bill, entitled “ An act laying an 
embargo on all ships and vessels in the ports and 
harbors of the United States;” in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate; and that 

_ the bill may be considered by the Senate confi- 
dentially. 

The bill was read ; and, on motion by Mr. SMITH, 
it'was read the second time by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred to the committee who have 

- under consideration the Message of the President 
of the United States on the same subject, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

On motion, by Mr. Lets, the bill was ordered 
to be printed for the use of the Senate, under an 
injunction of secrecy. 


Saturnay, July 24. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the committee to whom f- 


was referred the bill, entitled “ An act laying an 
. embargo on ail ships and vessels in the ports and 
- harbors of the United States,” reported it amend- 
ed. Whereupon, 
On motion by Mr. Gites, the further consider- 
ation thereof was postponed to, and made the order 
` of the day for, Monday next. 


Monpay, July 26. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act laying an embargo on all ships and vessels in 
the ports and harbors of the United States ;” to- 
gether with the amendments reported thereto by 
the select committee. And having amended the 
amendment to read as follows: 

“ Section 1, line 8, after the word “stores,” insert, 

. “er goods, wares, and merchandise, other than provis- 
ions, on hoard of such foreign ship or vessel, when 
notified of this act:” 

And, on the question to agree to the amend- 
ment as amended, it was determined in the affirm- 

‘ative—yeas 22, nays 9, as follows: 

' Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Bullock, 
Chace, Condict, Dana, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gil- 

‘man, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, 

‘King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Wells, Worthington. 

Nays—Messrs. Campbell, Lacock, Morrow, Robin- 
‘son, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Varnum. 

On motion, by Mr. Brown, to amend the bill, 
as follows: 

“ Section 2, line 5, strike out “specie, goods, wares, 
-merchandise, produce,” and insert ‘naval stores :” 

It was determined in the negative—ycas 11, 
nays 23, as follows: 
 Yxras—Messrs. Bibb, Bledsoe, Brown, Dana, Fro- 
mentin, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, King, Lambert, 
and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Brent, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, 
Condict, Gaillard, Gilman, German, Giles, Horsey, 
Howell, Hunter, Lacock, Leib, Mason, Morrow, Rob- 
inson, Smith, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, 
and Worthington. 

. On motion, by Mr. Biss, to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill to the first Monday 


in Decem 


ber next, it was determined in the neg- 
ative—yeas 16, nays 18, as follows: 

Yeas—Mesors. Bibb, Brown, Dana, Fromentin, Ger- 
man, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, 
King, Lambert, Mason, Stone, Varnum, and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bledsoe, Brent, Bullock, Campbell, 
Chace, Condict, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leib, 
Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and 
Worthington. 

On motion, by Mr. Kine, to strike out the sev- 
enth section, it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 16, nays 18, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Dana, Fromentin, 
German, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, 
Lambert, Leib, Mason, Smith, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Bledsoe, Brent, Bullock, Campbell, 
Chace, Condict, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lacock, Mor- 
row, Robinson, Stone, 'l'ait, T'aylor, Turner, Varnum, 
and Worthington. 

On motion, by Mr. GotpsBorouan, to strike 
ont the 14th section, it was determined in the 
negative—yeas 12, nays 21, as follows: 

Naxs—Messrs. Dana, Fromentin, German, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, 
Mason, and Wells. 

Naxys—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Brown, Bullock, Campbell, Chace, Condict, Gaillard, 
Giles, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, 
Stone, Tait, Tayler, Turner, and Varnum. 

A motion was made, by Mr. Dana, further to 
amend the bill; and, on motion, by Mr. Smrra, 
it was agreed that the further consideration of 
the bill be postponed until to-morrow. 


Wepxespay, July 28. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act laying an embargo on all 
ships and vessels in the ports and harbors of the 
United States.” 

And the motion, by Mr. Dana, to strike out of 
section 12, lines 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, the words, “ or in 
any manner apparently on their way towards 
the territorics of a foreign nation or the vicinity 
thereof, or towards a place whence such articles 
are intended to be exported, or place in the pos- 
session of the enemies of the United States,” was 
resumed; and determined in the negative—yeas 
15, nays 18, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brown, Dana, 
Fromentin, German, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, 
Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, Taylor, and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bledsoe, Brent, Bullock, Campbell, 
Chace, Condict, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lacock, 
Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Stone, Tait, Turner, Var- 
num, and Worthington. 

And the bill having been further amended, the 
President reported it to the House accordingly. 

On motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, it was agreed 
to take the question on the third reading of this 
bill by yeas and nays. 

On the question, Shall this bill be read a third 
time ‘as amended ? it was determined in the 
negalive—yeas 16, nays 18, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Bledsoe, Brent, Bullock, Campbell, 
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Chace, Condict, Gaillard, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Rob-| entitled “An act laying an embargo on all ships 
inson, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Worthington. j and vessels in the ports and harbors of the Uni- 
Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brown, Dana,/ ted States,” be, and the same is hereby removed. 
Fromentin, German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough,| On motion, by Mr. Lrvs, the further consider - 
Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, Stone, | ation thereof was postponed until to-morrow. 
Varnum, and Wells. : 
Ordered, That Messrs, CAMPBELL and VAR- Trurspay, July 29. 
num be a committee, confidentially, to inform | Mr, CAMPBELL, from the committee appointed 
the House of Representatives that the Senate | yesterday to carry a confidential message to the . 
do not concur in this bill. House of Representatives, reported that they had 
On motion, by Mr. Horsey, that the injunc- | performed the service. 
tion of secrecy touching the Message of the Pres-| The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
ident of the United States of the 20th instant, i submitted yesterday respecting the injunction of 
and the proceedings of the Senate on the bill, | secrecy, and it was agreed to. 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 


OF THE 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE FIRST SESSION OF THE THIRTEENTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
WASHINGTON, MONDAY, MAY 24, 1813. 


Monvay, May 24, 1813. | enridge, William A. Burwell, Hugh Caperton, John 


This being the day appointed by law for the i Clopton, John Dawson, John W. Eppes, Thomas 


\ ; ; | Ghols Goodwyn, Aylett Hawes, John P 
meeting of Congress, precisely at twelve o'clock | Gholson, Peterson yn, Aylett Hawes, vonn te 
the late Clerk of the Totise ve Representatives i Hungerford, John Kerr, Joseph Lewis, jr, William 


! = T 
called to order the members of the House of Rep- | A Hugh Nalon, Thoman Towi TTA 
resentatives present in the Hall; and the roll of| F, ‘ I ; 


From North Carolina—Willis Alston, Peter For- 
the members was called over by States, when it | ney, William Gaston, William Kennedy, William R. 
appeared one hundred and forty-eight members | King, Nathaniel Macon, William H. Murfree, Joseph 
had answered to their names, viz: | Pearson, Israel Pickens, and Richard Stanford. 

From New Hampshire—Bradbury Cilley, William | From South Car olina—John C. Calhoun, John J. 
Hale, Samuel Smith, Roger Vose, Daniel Webster, and į Chapell, Elias Barle, David R. Evans, Samuel Farrow; 
Jeduthan Wilcox. e Theodore Gourdin, and John Kershaw. 

From Massachusctts—William Baylies, Abijah Big- From Georgia—William Barnett, William W. Bibb, 
elow, George Bradbury, Elijah Brigham, Samuel Davis, John Forsy th, Thomas Telfair, and George M. Troup. 
William Ely, Levi Hubbard, Cyrus King, Timothy From aie e Clarke, Henry Clay, Jo- 
Pickering, John Reed, William Reed, Nathaniel Rug- seph Desha, Wiliam P. Duvall, Samuel McKee, 
gles, Samuel Taggart, Artemas Ward, Laban Whea- Thomas Montgomery, and Solomon P. Sharp. 
ton, John Wilson, and James Parker. From Tennessee—Sohn H. Bowen, Felix Grundy, 

From Connecticut—Fpaphroditus Champion, John | Thomas K. Harris, Perry W. Humphreys, John Rhea, 
Davenport, jr, Lyman; Law, Jonathan O. Moseley, ! and John Sevier. 

Timothy Pitkin, Lewis B. Sturges, and Benjamin From Ohio—John Alexonder, James Caldwell, 


Tallmadge. James Kilbourn, and John McLean. 

From Rhode Island—Richard Jackson, jr, and Eli-| Trom Louisiana—Thomas B. Robertson. 

sha R. Potter. A large majority having been thus ascertained 
From Vermont—William C. Bradley, Ezra Butler, : to be present, on motion of Mr. Frnpuzy the 

James Fisk, Richard Skinner, and Charles Rich. | House proceeded to the choice of a SPEAKER by 


From New York—Daniel Avery, Egbert Benson, | ballot. 
Oliver C. Comstock, Peter Denoyelles, Jonathan} Mr. Lewis, Mr. Roperts, and Mr. McK, the 
Fisk, James Geddes, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Moss| tellers named by the Clerk, having counted the 
Kent, John Lefferts, John Lovett, Jacob Markell, Mor- | allots, Mr. Lewis reported that the votes were 
ris S. Miller, Hosea Moffitt, Thomas F. Oakley, Jotham i 3g follows ; : 


Post, jr, Ebenezer Sage. Samuel Sherwood, Zebulon , N y 7 7 . Pi $ 
R. Shipherd, John W. Taylor, Joel Thompson, and | Eada Prete A Š a? 2 H 5 
Elisha I. Winter. Scattering SADAT. 7 - - 5 


From New Jersey—Lewis Condict, William Cox, j A z 
Jacob Hufty, Richard Stockton, and Thomas Ward. | It Tia accordingly declared that Mr. Cuay was 
From Pennsylvania—William Anderson, David | duly elected, and he was conducted by the tellers 
Bard, Robert Brown, William Crawford, John Conard, | to the Chair, from which, after having been 
Roger Davis, William Findley, John Gloninger, Isaac : sworn, he addressed the House in the following 
Griffin, Charles J. Ingersoll, Samuel D. Ingham, Jared | words : 
Irwin, Aaron Lyle, William Piper, Jonathan Roberis,| GENTLEMEN: In returning to the station in which 
Adam Seybert, Isaac Smith, Adamson Tannchill, and | I am replaced by a continuance of your favor, whilst I 
James Whitehill. am sensible of the honor which I have received, I am 
From Maryland—Stevenson Archer, Joseph Kent, | sensible also of my inability to fulfil the expectations 
Alexander McKim, Samuel Ringgold, Philip Stuart, i justly raised by so elevated a distinction; but, gentle- 
and Robert Wright. x men, the experience I have had, limited as it is, has 
From Virginia—Thomas M. Bayly, James Breck- | satisfied me that, in the maintenance of the order of 
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the House, less depends upon the presiding officer than 
upon the sense of the necessity of decorum heing gen- 
erally diffused throughout the body. Then only will 
a deliberative assembly be well governed, and its busi- 
ness agreeably transacted, when each member, iden- 
tifying the reputation of the hody to which he belongs 
in his own, shall make the preservation of its order an 
affair of personal and individual concern, and shall 
render to the Chair a candid, liberal, and unbiassed 
support. Under the hope and persuasion that yop 
participate with me in these sentiments, I shall pro- 
ceed to administer the duties you have been pleased 
to assign me. ; 

The members were then sworn in by States. 

JonaTHan Jennings having also appeared, and 
produced his credentials as the Delegate from 
the Indiana Territory, the oath was administercd 
to him. 

The House then procceded to the choice of a 
Clerk; when Parrick MAGRUDER was declared 
to be chosen, he having 111 votes. 

On motion of Mr. Finpitzey, Thomas Claxton 
was reappointed Doorkeeper to the House, Thos, 
Dunn Sergeant-at-Arms, and Benjamin Burch 
Assistant Doorkeeper. 

The usual orders were then adopted in respect 
to furnishing the members with papers, &c. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and 
ready to proceed to business; they have ap- 
pointed a committee, on their part, to wait on 
the President of the United States, and inform 
him that a quorum of the two Houses is assem- 
bled, and ready to receive any communication he 
may be pleased tomakethem. The Senate have 
resolved that two Chaplains, of different denomi- 
nations, be appointed to Congress during the pre- 
sent session, one by each House, who shall in- 
terchange weekly. 

Mr. Dawson and Mr. Winter were appointed 
a committee, on the part of this House, to wait 
on the President of the United States, and inform 
him that a quorum of the two Houses is assem- 
bled, and ready to receive any communication 
be may be pleased to make to them. 


Turspay, May 25. 


Several other members, to wit: from Vermont, 
Wixuiam S'rrone; from New York, ALEXANDER 
Boyn and Wituiam S. Surry; from Delaware, 
Tuomas CoorER; from Virginia, Jonn G. Jack- 
son’; and from North Carolina, MESHACK FRANK- 
LIN; appeared, produced their credentials, were 
qualified, and took their seats. 

Mr. Dawson, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed yesterday to wait on the President of the 
United States, and to inform him that a quorum 
of the two Houses was assembled, and ready to 
receive any communication he may be pleased to 
make to them, reported that the committee had 
performed that service, and that the President 
answered that he would make a communieation 
to the two Houses to-day at twelve o'clock. 

A Message was then received from the Presi- 
DENT OF THE UNITED States. 


The Message was read, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

[For this Message, see Senate Proceedings of 
this date, ante p. 14.] 

The House procecded to consider the resolution 
| from the Senate for the appointment of Chap- 
j lains; and the same being read, was concurred in. 


Wennespay, May 26. 

Several other members, to wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, Daniek Dewey; from New York, Na- 
THANIEL HowELL; from New Jersey, James 
Scuureman; and from Maryland, ALEXANDER 
C. Hanson, and Nicuotas R. Moore; appeared, 
produced their credentials, were qualified, and 
took their seats. 

The House then proceeded to ballot for a 
Chaplain, and, upon examining the ballot, it ap- 
peared that the Reverend Jesse Lee was duly 
elected. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. Goopwyn, the following 
Standing Committees were appointed, viz: 

Committee of Elections—Mr. Wisk, of Vermont, 
Mr. Burwell, Mr. Davenport, Mr. Anderson, Mr. 
Condict, Mr. Avery, and Mr. Pickering. 

Committee of Ways and Meuns—Mr. Eppes, 
Mr. Bibb, Mr. Pleasants, Mr. Roberts, Mr. Pit- 
kin, Mr. Gourdin, and Mr. Montgomery. 

Committee of Claims—-Mr. Archer, Mr. Brown, 
Mr. Moseley, @r. Sage, Mr. Stanford, Mr. Good- 
wyn,and Mr. Caldwell. 

Committee of Commerce and Manufactures— 
Mr. Newton, Mr. McKim, Mr. W. Reed, Mr.. 
Benson, Mr. Seybert, Mr. Parker, and Mr. Telfair. 

Committee on the Public Lands—Mr. McKee, 
Mr. Robertson, Mr. Breckenridge, Mr. Bigelow, 
Mr. Mclean, Mr. King, of North Carolina, and 
Mr. Conard. 

Committee for the District of Columbia—Mr. 
Dawson, Mr. Kent, of Maryland, Mr. Lewis, Mr. 
Pearson, Mr. Ringgold, Mr. Grosvenor, and Mr.. 
Bowen. 

Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads— 
Mr. Rhea, of Tennessee, Mr. Lyle, Mr. Franklin, 
Mr. Law, Mr. Jackson, of Rhode Island, Mr. 
Bradley, and Mr. Sharp. 

Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Busi- 
nes—Mr. Alston, Mr. Ely, and Mr Roane. 

Committee of Accownis—Mr. Pickens, Mr. 
Moore, and Mr. Winter. 


REFERENCE OF THE MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. Dawson, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of taking into con- 
sideration the President’s Message. 

The following resolutions were moved by Mr. 
Dawson, and adopted without objection : 

Resolved, That so much of the Message as 
relates to the Military Establishment of the Uni- 
ted States be referred to a sclect committee. 

Resolved, That so much as relates to the Naval 
Establishment, be referred to a select committee. 
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Resolved, That so much as relates to the Rev- 
enue, be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. l 

On motion of Mr. Grunpy, it was 

Resolved, That so much of the Message as re- 
lates to Foreign Affairs, be referred tu a select 
committee. 

After the adoption of these resolves, 

Mr. Cray (Speaker) rose and adverted to that 
part of the Message which alludes to the inhu- 
manity of the enemy, expressed his abhorrence 
ot the enormities committed by them, as well in 
the massacre of our citizens on the Western fron- 
tier, as the conflagration of our little towns on 
the maritime border. The latter outrage had 
not been pretended to be denied, but had been 
apologized for (by whom he did not say) on the 
pretence that our people had first fired on one of 
their flags. Although he believed the allegation 
false, he was glad that it was thought necessary 
to make any apology for it. The facts, how- 
ever, in both cases, ought to be inquired into and 
distinctly ascertained. If found to be as public 
report had stated them, they called for the indig- 
nation of all Christendom, and they ought to be 
embodied in an authentic document, which might 
perpetuate them on the page of history. ‘These 
were substantially the remarks, with which Mr. 
Cray prefaced the following resolution : 

Resolved, That so much of the Message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States as relates to the spirit and 


manner in which the war hasbeen waged by the enemy,’ 


be referred to a select committce. 

The resolution was adopted without opposition 
or division. 

The Committee then rose, and the several res- 
olutions adopted in Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to by the House. 

After these resolutions were agreed to, 

Mr. Grosvenor moved to reconsider the reso- 
lution moved in Committee by the Speaker, for 
the purpose of amending it. Quoting the Mes- 
sage of the President, he said, that the barbarity 
of the enemy was therein contrasted with the 
humanity which had characterized the war on 
vur part. He wished to see the evidence on this 
head also, and therefore was desirous of amend- 
ing the resolution, if reconsidered, by adding, 
after the words “by the enemy,” the words “and 
by this nation.” 

Mr. Desna suggested the propriety of recom- 
mitting the subject to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, that the mover 
of this resolve (Mr. Speaker Cray) might have 
an opportunity of speaking to it, if reconsidered, 

Mr. Grosvenor said he had not the slightest 
objection to this course. He also intimated a 
disposition to withdraw the motion he had made. 

Mr. Waraicur took the floor. He was opposed 
to the proposed reconsideration, principally be- 
cause hethought the amendment suggested would 
cast a reflection, by insinuation, on the conduct of 
our officers. He was not disposed at this moment 
to give his sanction to a procedure which would 
be a libel on our land and naval officers, who had 
distinguished themselves during the war as much 


by their humanity as by their valor, The same 
pen which recorded the great exploits of our Navy - 
would record the humanity along with the bravery , 
of its officers. [The Sreaken here apprized Mr. - 
W. that he had misunderstood the gentleman - 
from New York, if he had supposed him to have 
cast any imputation on the conduct of our offi- 
cers.} Mr. W. then said he wished to know, that ` 
he might act understandingly, whether it was 
intended to insinuate or suggest that there had - 
been any impropriety of conduct on our part; or 
whether, in referring the subject toa committee, ` 
it was intended to state any facts or show any. 
cause in support of that reference. He hoped 
the resolve would not be reconsidered ; although, 
if there were the slighest ground for such a course, 
he should not hesitate to institute an inquiry into - 
the conduct of any individual who should have 
dared to violate the usages of war,so sacredly ob- 
served by the Government and our people in 
general, 

Mr. Grosvenor said he had merely wished,as ` 
the object of the honorable Speaker had been 
avowed on making his motion to be the obtain- 
ment of an historical document to perpetuate the | 
barbarity of the enemy, and as inthe Message that 
barbarity had been contrasted with our humanity, 
that the facts on the one hand should accompany 
those on the other. He should hope, he said, that 
the call for such a paper would be far from pre- 
senting a libel on our officers, as the gentleman 
from Maryland seemed to suppose. Mr. G. was: 
not however solicitous about the fate of his mo-" 
tion, for which he said he felt but little anxiety. 

Thequestion for reconsideration wasthen taken 
and lost—yeas 62,-nays 74. 

Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Grundy, Mr. Desha, Mr. 
Jackson, of Virginia, Mr. Ingersoll, Mr. Fisk, of 
New York,and Mr. Webster, were appointed the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. Troop, Mr. Sevier, Mr. Wright, Mr. 
Stuart, Mr. Taylor, Mr. ‘Tallmadge, and Mr. 
Tannehill, were appointed the Committee on 
the Military Establishment. 

Mr. Nelson, Mr. Ward, of Massachusetts, Mr.- 
Alston, Mr. Stockton, Mr. Skinner, Mr. Davis, ot 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. Post, were appointed the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. Macon, Mr. Forsyth, Mr. Wright, Mr.. 
Gaston, Mr. Clarke, Mr. Humphreys, and Mr. 
Cooper, were appointed the Committee on the. 
spirit and manner in which the war has been 
waged by the enemy. 


Tuurspay, May 27. 


Another member, to wit: from Pennsylvania, 
Joun M. Hyneman, appeared, was qualified, and. 
took his seat. 

Mr. Guotson presented a petition of John 
Taliaferro, of Virginia, complaining of the 
undue election and return of John P. Hunger- 
ford, as one of the Representatives from that 
State, and praying that an examination may 
take place, and that he may be admitted to a 
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seat in the House in the place of the said John 
P. Hungerford. 

Mr. Eppes presented a petition of Burwell 
Bassett, of the State of Virginia, complaining of 
the undue election and return of Thomas M. 
Bayly, as one of the Representatives from that 
State, and praying that an examination may 
take place, and that he may be admitted to a 
seat in the House, in the placeof the said Thomas 
M. Bayly. 

Ordered, That the said petitions be severally 
referred to the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. Jennings presented the memorial of the 
Legislative Council and House of Representa- 
tives of Indiana Territory, stating that, from the 
harassed situation of that Territory, the ordinary 
avocations of the people have been interrupted, 
and the people disabled from making payments 
for the public lands they have purchased, and 
praying that further time may be allowed there- 
for.—The petition was referred to the Committee 
of Public Lands. 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have appointed a com- 
mittee on their part, jointly, with such commit- 
tee as this House may appoint, to have the direc- 
tion of the money appropriated to the purchase 
of books and maps for the two Houses of Con- 
gress. 

The House proceeded to consider the message, 
and concurred therein; and Mr. Stysert, Mr. 
Roperrson, and Mr. STURGES, were appointed 
of the committee on the part of the House. 


Fripay, May 28. 

Several other members, to wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, An1EL Woop; from Pennsylvania, Joun 
Rea and Joun Wilson; from Virginia, Dan- 
1L Suerrex; from South Carolina, /WILLIAM 
Lownves; from Georgia, Botuine Hatt, and 
from Kentucky, SterHeN Onmspy; appeared, 
produced their credentials, were qualified, and 
took their seats. 

After the reception of sundry petitions, the 
House adjourned to Monday. 


Monnay, May 31. 

Several other members, to wit: from Mary- 
land, Cuartes Gotnsroroucn; from North 
Carolina, Jonn CULPEPER ; and from South Car- 
olina, Lanenon Curves, appeared, produced their 
credentials, were qualified, and took their seats. 

Mr. Grenpy presented a petition of William 
Kelly, of the State of Tcnnessce, praying to be 
admitted to a seat in this House, in the place of 
Tuomas K. Ilarnis, one of the Representatives 
from that State——Referred to the Committee of 
Elections. 

Mr. Jennincs presented a petition of the Tue- 
gislature of the Indiana Territory, praying Con- 
gress to confirm the sale of certain lands sold by 
the said Legislature for the benefit of an univer- 
sity in said Territory.—Referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 


from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, transmitiing a copy of the report of the 
land commissioners for the district of Kaskaskia. 
The letter was referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. Roperrson, the Committee 
of Commerce and Manufactures were instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
port of entry and delivery at the town of Mobile, 
in the Mississippi Territory, with leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 


STENOGRAPHERS. 


Mr. Grosvenor presented the petition of 
George Richards, stating, that he had during the 
last session reported the proceedings of the House 
for the Federal Republican newspaper; and that 
on application at the present session for the like 
privilege, he had been excluded by the decision 
of the honorable Speaker; and praying to be 
admitted as heretofore for the purpose of report- 
ing debates. 

Mr. G. moved to refer the petition to a select 
committee. 

Mr. Grunpy remarked that this was one of 
those questions which there was no occasion to 
refer to a committee, as the House were as well 
qualified to decide on it as any committee could 
be. ~ 
Mr. Grosvenor urged the reference of this 
memorial to a committee, as the best mode of 
ascertaining whether any stenographers could be 
admitted on the floor, consistently with the con- 
yenience of the House, and a course which would 
be, perhaps, more decorous to the Chair than any 
other. 

Mr. Troup suggested the propriety of referring 
the memorial to a Committee of the Whole. He 
said the paper, and the mode of its introduction 
into the Howse, were calculated directly or indi- 
rectly to convey to the House and to the public 
an intimation that the Speaker had acted with 
injustice in relation to the individual petitioning. 
It seemed proper, therefore, that the Speaker 
should have an opportunity of explaining the 
grounds on which he had acted. 

Mr. Wricut was opposed to any reference of 
the petition at all. It was a subject belonging 
peculiarly to the Speaker himself to decide on. 
The words of the rules of the House were: * The 
Speaker may admit stenographers wishing to 
take debates,” &c. The admission of them was 
a mere indulgence, which the Speaker might 
extend to such persons as he thought proper. It 
could not be the right of every editor in the Uni- 
ted States to send a stenographer into this House; 
and he believed the honorable Speaker would 
fecl no hesitation in declaring the motives which 
induced him to exclude the petitioner. Mr. W. 
felt himself warranted on this occasion in mak- 
ing one or two remarks in relation to the paper 
for which this application had been made. He 
said that it had been in the practice of publishing 
a report of speeches on one side only, Who were 
the editors of this paper? It was not known. 
They did not appear on the face of the paper. 
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In an N. B. toa letter of Cobbett to the Prince 
Regent, he had declared that these men were in 
British pay; that the Federal Republican was 
edited under British influence. They had not 
thought proper to institute a suit against Porcu- 
pine for this charge. A similar charge had been 
made by the papers in this country. They had 
instituted a suit against one of them—* The 
American ;” but, as he had been informed, had 
discontinued it. Mr. Speaker, Irecollecta speech 
of your’s which ought to have been recorded in 
letters of gold; it was sought after with avidity, 
but it was not to be found. in the Federal Repub- 
lican, for whom this Mr. Richards then reported. 
Was this fair or impartial conduct? Mr. W. 
adverted to an article, in which the editors of the 
Federal Republican had recommended any man, 
whose letters had been opened by the American 
agent for cartels at Annapolis, to horsewhip the 
President for it. He also read part of an article 
which appeared in the Federal Republican of 
this morning, in relation to the defence of Balti- 
more, and reprobated it in strong terms. The 
nation would applaud the decision of the Speaker 
on excluding this stenographer from the House. 

Mr. Hanson had hoped the question, would 
pass off without the necessity of any interfer- 
ence on his part—thus saving his breath. Being 
in such a state of extreme debility as to forbid 
any active, personal, or intellectual exertion, he 
would gladly have been relieved from the neces- 
sity of taking a share in the debate. But he 
could not look on with indifference, betraying a 
treacherous composure, while other gentlemen 
bore the heat and burden of the contest. Such a 
course would subject him to a suspicion of some- 
thing more than delicacy. No; he was con- 
strained by peculiar circumstances to .ake the 
floor; he felt himself bound to enter his protest 
against an act, in his judgment arbitrary and op- 
pressive, partial and unjust; oppressive, as rela- 
ted to the very respectable gentleman petitioning 
for relief, and partial as regarded the minority, 
and a large body of people, in a considerable sec- 
tion of country, accustomed to look for informa- 
tion exclusively through that channel, now arbi- 
trarily attempted to be blocked up; that the cir- 
culation of the journal in question, he believed, 
exceeded that of any other in the Union. 

Mr. H. then stated the circumstances of the 
case; the admission of Mr. Richards last year, 
and the arrangement which now excluded him, 
confining the admission of stenographers to threc 
Democrats and one Federalist, who was only a 
reporter nominally, giving a rough sketch of the 
proceedings, but not pretending to write out de- 
bates. The talents with which the paper (the 
Alexandria Gazette) was conducted, and the re- 
spectability of the editors he admitted, but it was 
a mere mockery to say the Speaker had given 
the minority @ reporter, while the Treasury bench 
had three reporters. 

Mr. H. referred the House to the journals of 
the first session of the seventh Congress, when 
the subject of admitting stenographers was first 
taken up. He stated that case at length. He 


then asked, after this decision, when all the old 
members now in Congress on the other side of 
the House, were against giving any discretion to 
the Speaker, in limiting the number or saying 
who they should be,—alter this, and when so 
much has been often said about the Federal reign 
of terror, it is now attempted to exclude the ste- 
nographers of one party, and to keep information 
from the people. Stenographers might be ban- 
ished to the gallery, because obnoxious to that 
side of the House; and this side of the House, 
entitled to equal rights, might be put to iaconve- 
nience, but the light of truth could not be shut 
out from the people. It might as well be at- 
tempted to supersede, by a visionary human code, 
the fixed laws of nature—to change the prin- 
ciples of gravitation, and cause lead to ascend, or 
sparks to fly downwards; it might as well be 
attempted to shift the bed of the Chesapeake, or 
change the course of old Potomac, as attempt to 
crush the spirit of opposition, to stifle investiga- 
tion, change the nature of truth, or shut out its 
light from the people. Vain expectation! You 
may bar up your dvors, nail down your windows, 
block up the chimneys. stop every crevice in this 
spacious hall, cork even the keyhole, still will the 
rays of resistless truth pierce these solid walls, 
and shed their light upon the land. 

Mr. H. said, in relation to government, the- 

eople, their rights, and immunities, and public 
liberty, he confessed he entertained some old 
fashioned republican opinions, not yet grown en- 
tirely into disuse, which he could not shake off, 
or exchange for the new-fangled notions of mo- 
dern times. He need not remind the House, that 
as yet no privileged order was known to the 
written Constitution of the country; that its 
framers contemplated mildness, equality, equity, 
and justice, as the distinguishing characteristic 
features of all laws enacted, and rules and regu- 
lations made in its virtue; not for the particular 
exclusive convenience of a favored class of the 
community, whose passions and domineering dis- 
positions are to be gratified at the cost of others’: 
rights. He need not remind the House, that as 
yet no written or known law existed to dry up 
the fountains of intelligence, or confine the use 
of their wholesome waters to the King, his house- 
hold, and the tumultuous retinue at his heels, 
who keep the requisite supply of lip-service and 
“eye-service which the worldlings pay to power.” 
He need not tell the Chair, that the press in this 
free country, as yet, had no prefect set over it by 
law, and he cherished a devout hope that the 
House, constituted even as it was, would think 
none necessary, though the anointed should sigh 
for the distinction of being placed at the head of 
the prefecture. 

Mr. H. said, when the celebrated Roman 
usurper had passed the Rubicon, and was track- 
ing his way to the Capitol to possess himself of 
the treasury, he was met at the door by a stub- 
born tribune of the people, who alleged, that the 
principles of a free form of government, and 
the laws, were against such an outrage. “ The 
laws! the laws,” said Cæsar—“ arms and laws do 
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‘not flourish together. If you are not pleased 
: with what Iam about, you have only to with- 
‘draw. Indeed war will not bear much liberty 
‘of speech. You, and all whom I have found ex- 
‘ citing a spirit of faction against me, are at my 
‘ disposal.” Had you, sir, been Metellus, said Mr. | 
H., how would you have acted? Had I been] 
Metellus, 
not pleased with what you are about, but I will! 
not withdraw. Iwill do my duty to the people, 

and maintain the laws of my country; at the, 


same moment I would have struck down the dar- | 


ing usurper. All who are found exciting a spirit 
of faction against me are at my disposal, and shall 


| And 
nority, excepting a nominal reporter. . 
ought they to feel—how act—when 

pled on by an overbearing majority, disposed to 


se with the present mi- 
How then 
thus tram- 


yet such was the ca 


put their heels upon their adversaries’ necks, 
whilst protected in their own rights? 
Mr. H. coneluded by saying, he knew he forgot 


I would have told the usurper, “I am | what he owed to his own character, in noticing 


the aspersions of the member from Maryland, 
(Mr. Wnicurt,) but he had no hesitation in pro- 
nouncing the charge of foreign influence against 
the Federal Republican a base calumny. 

Mr. Grosvenor declared, that the inflammable 


state of the body and mind of the gentleman from 


be treated accordingly.” How like the language j Maryland, should communicate no intemperate 


of the present day. A spirit of faction! a spirit 
of faction against usurpation, tyranny, oppression, 
and lawless violence. “'They who are not for 
me are against me, and shall be treated accord- 
ingly” They who continue to exercise the free- 
dom of speech, to assert and maintain the liberty 
of the press, to support the Constitution in its 
pristine unsunned purity—they who constitu- 
tionally oppose the worst acts of a bad adminis- 
tration. are to have their voices stifled by “the 
cord of justice.” For one, I shall defend my 
rights at every hazard. 

Mr. H. said he knew the power of the Chair, 
and was not ignorant of the source from which 
it was derived; from the same originally pure 
and healthy fountain from which also flowed his 
rights as a member of the House, and the rights 
of the humblest individual out of it. To rules 
and regulations constitutionally adopted for the 
government of the House, and impartially and 
constitutionally enforced, he would pay at all | 
times a scrupulous and implicit obedience, but he | 
would resist oppression; he would part with bis į 
mortal power of respiration, with his last breath, 
short as might be the number of his days, before 
he would submit to the slightest encroachment | 
from authority—he would meet opposition in the i 
eye. A rule of the House had none of that lase 
tic virtue—was not that convenient thing which | 
could be converted into a sort of political parasol, | 
to be distended and collapsed as caprice or expe- 
diency might suggest, to shelter one side of the 
House from the rays of authority, while the other 
was left bare-headed and exposed to the scorch- 
ing beams of royal indignation, to the peltings of | 
the pitiless storm. | 

1 


He said, if the act of which the minority, pos- 
sessing equal rights with the majority, com- 
plained so justly, was done under a rule of the 
House, and that rule had been abused, it was in 
the power of the House, for the furtherance of 
justice, to dispense: with, enlarge, or abolish it, so 
as to extend the relief prayed for. He supposed 
the ease of a new order of things, compelling the | 
Speaker to give way toa successor of different | 
political persuasion, and asked how the gentlemen | 
on the other side of the House would feel, would | 
act, if no other stenographers were admitted in 
the House but those agreeable to the majority ? 
The country would ring with their complaints— 
the clamor would resound through the Union. 
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heat to bim; nor should the turbulent and inde- 
cent invective of the gentlemen drive him into a 
course of conduct inconsistent with the respect 
due from him, not, indeed, to the gentleman, but 
to the Speaker and to the House. 

He would not pay either the head or the heart 
of the Speaker so bad a compliment as to suppose 
the gentleman from Maryland had even glanced 
at the real motive which induced the order of ex- 
clusion referred to in the petition. For, Mr. G. 
asked, what possible connexion could exist be- 
tween the case of the petitioner and the political 
character of the Federal Republican Gazette? 
Was there any gentleman on that floor, with the 
single exception of the fiery gentleman from Ma- 
ryland, who would dare to avow that all report- 
ers on that floor must be the devotees and tools 
of the majority; and that all the gazettes which 
did not offer daily incense to the idol of the day, 
were to be denounced on that floor—to be pro- 
seribed and persecuted by that House? Sir, L have 
better hopes, nay better certainty of the disposi- 
tions of the gentlemen who sit around me. 

But in truth, and in fact, Mr. Richards was 
neither directly nor indirectly interested in that 
paper. He was a reporter, at a fixed salary ; and 
so correct had his deportment always been, both 
as a gentleman in that TIouse, and as a reporter 
of its proceedings and debates, that the tongue 
even of party violeuce had never heretofore ut- 
tered a complaint against him in either capacity. 
It was equally impracticable and useless to give 
all the speeches uttered here at full length; but 
their substance, without prejudice and without 
partiality, he had always reported. In extracting 
speeches from other papers, more on the one side 
than on the other might have been published in 
that paper. This wasa matter wholly in the dis- 
cretion of the editors, and for their conduct they 
were not responsible to the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland or to the Speaker of this House. Like all 
other editors in these times of party violence, 
they sought to fill their columns with sentiments 
in accordance with their own. Bont, unlike most 
editors, they had at all times openly and boldly 
professed their principles; have defended them 
with a firmness and ability never excelled, and 
have been at all times ready to seal them with 
their blood. But, Mr. G. said, improper and ir- 
relevant as all this manifestly was, the gentleman 
from Maryland had pushed his denunciation a 
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so bad an example. But, Mr. Speaker, said Mr. | the proceedings of this House. At this session, 
G., what is the proof of this outrageous calumny? | interesting and important as it is, when you are 
Not surely its opposition to the measures of ad- | about to heap tax on tax to support this disas- 
ministration, nor yet the character of its political | trous war, tu spread taxgatherers through every - 
portion of the continent, is it not utterly subver- 
sive of the rights of the people suddenly to ob- 
struct this wide channel of information, to draw 


must be received as true, or repudiated as false. j might be committed toa Committee of the whole 
Mr. G. asked, if the gentleman would be hung on | House. Then, said he, the Speaker will be on . 
the first horn of the dilemma? Let him, then, | the floor, and may assign the motives and reasons 
travel back with me a few years to the early wri- | which induced him to exclude Mr. Richards from 
tings of that political. renegado; and Cobbett | the House. 
himself shall know all the members of the present | Mr. Wriant said, he had stated that the paper 
Administration, the veriest tools and satellites of | appeared to have no editors ; that Cobbett had. 
France. told the Prince Regent that its putative editors 
Nay, Mr. G. said, he would not answer for it, | were in British pay. He stated that he had been 
but the same witness should convict the gentle- | informed the “American” had charged them with - 
man himself of having been the mere creature of | being under British influence; that they had in- 
French influence. Would the gentleman, then, | stituted a suit against the editors of that paper, 
credit or discredit his own witness? He left him | but had discontinued it. The gentleman (Mr. 
to choose his own alternative. But, onc piece of | Hanson) could tell whether the information was 
advice he would offer the gentleman, never to | true or not. He had thought it his duty to state 
sustain another calumny by a witness so foul, so | it. If he had wounded the feelings of any gen-. 
rotten, so dangerous. tleman, he knew where to seek the remedy. [The 
The denunciations of Peter Porcupine are the | Seeaxer called to order.] He had not said whe- 
strongest proofs of worth, merit, and ability. Fi ther he believed the charge; but he would now 
thought so when he was shooting the envenomed | tell the gentleman that he did believe the editors 
quills of the Porcupine in America. I think so | of the Federal Republican were under British 
now, that he is pouring forth the muddy torrent | influence ; that the paper was corruptly publish- 
of slander and falsehood in his native country. |ed; and, what he conscientiously believed, he 
Mr. G. said, he had presented the petition, be- | was prepared to seal with his blood. 
cause he believed its prayer was reasonable; be-| Mr. Hanson rejoined, in the following man- 
cause, in his opinion, the exclusion of Mr. Rich- | ner: Iu his beautiful little poem, entitled “ Retro- 
ards was a hardship on himself, oppressive on the | spection,” Cumberland somewhere says-— 
minority, and deeply injurious to the public. « Pye heard, and silently sate by, the whilst 
If another reporter might be admitted without Dogmatic ignorance, when proudly back’d 
inconvenience to the House—and, on examina- By an imposing gravity of face, 
tion, not a doubt could remain that he might— And copious flow of senatorial wig, 
then this exclusion was an unnecessary hardship Passed off for argument; and seen, withal, 
on the petitioner. He understood that the Wed- The sycophant, who in his heart despis’d 
eral stenographer admitted, never attempted to And ridicul’d the nonsense, smile assent.” 
report debates; the minority, therefore, were op- | Now, sir, once for all, I wish it to be distinctly 
pressively deprived ofa reporter;—nearly six thou- | understood, that nothing which can fall from that 
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quarter, (pointing to Mr. Wricut,) nothing which | dently anticipated by a political friend of the 
that member could think, utter, or do, can possi-| Speaker’s, in his vehement opposition to the re- 
bly disturb my breast, or make the slightest im- ference. He had not supposed it possible, that 
pression upon my feelings. This is the first and| the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
last time I can bestow upon him any notice what- | could lend himself, in his official capacity, to the 
ever. The charge of foreign influence, I again | suppression of an obnoxious paper. He rejoiced 
pronounce groundless and false. The ravings | to find that his opinion in this respect was well 
and wild eflusions of Cobbett, I have never read, | founded. 
nor regard more than the ravings of the member—| The Speaker has explicitly informed us, that 
still less, should I think of travelling to Eugland | his determination was influenced solely by a re- 
or Baltimore, in pursuit of justice; although it) gard for the convenience of the House. The 
is proper to say, the suit against the “American” | motive was assuredly correct, and if the opinion 
has never been discontinued, with the knowledge | to which it led varied from that of the Commit- 
or privity of the editors. In Boston, a specific | tee, this variance should excite no surprise, nor 
charge of corruption was made by two ministe- | should a decision on their part favorable to Mr. 
rial journals, and quickly after the impetration of | Richards, be viewed as overruling or implica- 
a writ on an action of slander, the allegation was | ting the decision of the Chair. Charged with 
retracted, and a full apology publicly made. The | the responsibility of superintending the conveni- 
names of the editors were, long ago, in possession | ence of the House, it was natural for the Speak- 
of the member, and could, at all times, be obtain- | er to lean, he ought to lean, to the side of those 
ed, when asked for.~Mr. H., being exhausted, | whose accommodation it was his province to 
took his seat. consult. But when a direct application is made 
The question was then taken on referring the | to the members themselves, a scrupulous appre- 
petition to a committee of the whole House, and | hension of possible inconvenience cannot operate. 
earried by a considerable majority. In the Chair, it is a proper and becoming senti- 
It was made the order for to-day in preference | ment—in the members themselves it would evince 
to to-morrow, the question on to-morrow, the day | an overweening selfishness, neither liberal nor 
proposed by Mr. Grosvenor, having been nega- | dignified. An objection had been intimated by 
tived, 90 to 74—many of the minority voting in| the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. CaL- 


the affirmative. i HOUN.) though it had not been pressed, that the 
_ The House then resumed the question respect- | applicant, in the technical sense of the word, was 
ing stenographers; and, not a stenographer. Mr. G. understood that Mr. 


On motion of Mr. Grunpy, resolved into a; Richards did not write short hand. He made 
Committee of the Whole, on the petition of George | brief notes of the remarks of gentlemen, which 
Richards, this day presented and referred. enabled him afterwards, by the assistance of his 

The petition having been again read, Mr. Gros- | memory, to write out their speeches entire. In 
vENor moved the following resolution: this he had shown an accuracy which gentlemen 

“ Resolved, That George Richards be admitted on} on all sides had highly commended. But Mr. 
the floor of this House as a stenographer, and that the | Richards comes as completely within the letter 
Speaker be requested to assign him a place thereon.” | of the rule, as three out of four of the reporters 

Mr. Cray, (Speaker,) after observing that, in| already on the floor, for but one of them it is un- 
his opinion, an importance had been given to this | derstood writes short hand; and as completely 
petition which did not well comport with the | within the spirit of the rule asany of them. The 
dignity of the House, stated the ground on which | object is to report correctly the debates of the 
the decision had been made by him, of which the | House, and it cannot be material whether that 
petitioner complained; which was simply this: | object be effected by an abridgment of each word, 
that, in consequence of the recent alterations in| or by an abridgment of the sentences of the 
the House, seats had been arranged for but four | speaker. Did the illustrious Dr. Johnson report 
stenographers; and to those places he had assign- | the debates of the British Parliament with less 
ed the applicants according to seniority; all of | ability, or less correctness, because he did not 
whom having been of longer standing than Mr. | write short hand? Would we refuse to him, if 
R., he had by this arrangement been excluded. | now an applicant, the permission granted to those 
If the House should deem it proper to admit others | we see in the boxes, because he was not a steno- 
than those now on the floor, he hoped they would | grapher ? 
designate the stations they should occupy, &c. Mr. G. hoped that the session would commence 

Mr. Gaston said, he was one of those who had | with an act of liberality on the part of the ma- 
voted for a reference of Mr. Richards’s petition | jority, which he could not but believe would have 
to a Committee of the Whole. He deemed the | an auspicious effect on the future proceedings of 
subject deserving of every attention, because it| the House. Majorities are frequently tempted 
was intimately connected with the first principles | to exercise their power with a high hand. Mi- 
of a Republican Government, freedom of discus- | norities always suspect them of a disposition to 
sion, and publicity of proceedings. He had also| oppress. A jealousy on this head will exist, often 
been desirous to afford the Speaker an opportuni- an unfounded jealousy. Let it be removed early 
ty of explaining the motives which had govern- | by a course of conciliation, and a different senti- 
ed his decision. He had not believed that these} ment is inspired. Forbearance on one hand will 
motives were of the kind which had been confi- | inspire courtesy on the other; and although dif- 
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ferences, and important differences, would yet re- 
main, yet a spirit of generous contest will forbid 
all unnecessary altercation or wanton opposition. 
On his feelings he was certain such an impression 
would be made; and he could not but believe it 
would also be made on those of the gentlemen 
with whom he was accustomed to act. 

Mr. Wesster was glad that the Speaker had 
treated this subject on the ground of inconveni- 
ence only. The reasons which he had given for 
the exclusion of the petitioner, were such as he 
should have expected from a person filling the 
Chair of this House. He thought that the peti- 
tioner might be admitted without inconvenience; 
and as he had not been charged with unfairly re- 
porting the proceedings of the House, as he re- 
ported with ability, he hoped he would be admit- 
ted. The true ground to put the question upon 
was its practicability. If the reporter abused the 
indulgence shown him, there were enough in the 
House, accustomed to watch with a guarded vigi- 
lance the proceedings on this side the House, not 
to let slip an opportunity to urge their complaints. 

Mr. Ca.uoun denied the position that there 
was room sufficient, and he did not see how the 
Speaker could act otherwise. He thought it 
would be highly improper to assign him a seaton 
the floor ; this would be making a privileged sten- 
ographer, and giving him advantages which none 
of the others possessed. He would have an op- 
portunity of overhearing the private conversation 
of members, as he would have to be placed in a 
situation where gentlemen resorted to express 
their opinions of pending measures, and then he 
would be able to penetrate all their measures. 
He thought the gallery a proper place; the de- 
bates could be as well heard in the gallery as any 
where, and writing be done with equal velocity. 
The particular qualities of ability and impartial- 
ity had been much dwelt upon; he denied both. 
The debates in that paper had been confined to 
one side, and it was well known the gentleman 
did not write short hand, but was merely a note- 
taker, &c. He did not make use of this as an ar- 
gument against the admission of Mr. Richards, 
but as his friends had grounded his claim upon 
superior talents and impartiality, he could not do 
less than bring the true state of the affair before 
the House, 

Mr. Roserrs regretted that this subject should 
have been agitated, asit would produce irritation. 
The necessity for limitation was apparent. Gen- 
tlemen wished to resort to the firein Winter time, 
which was the ordinary time of their session ; 
for many of their seats were not tenable by the 
most robust constitutions when the weather was 
intense. Their conversations there would be 
overheard by the reporter, and they might expect 
to see it published the next day in the gazettes. 
The convenience of the House had to be con- 
sulted. This required that there should be a lim- 
itation. His opinion was, that the reporters 
should be confined to the galleries altogether. 
This was the practice in England, where their 
privileges were so limited as to prevent them from 
using pen and ink. That reporters were at all 


ter of courtesy and indulgence. 

Mr. Erres was willing to extend the same priy- 
ileges to Mr. Richards that others enjoyed, and 
if there was not sufficient room he was disposed 
to make a provision for his accommodation. But, 
if we proceeded according to the resolution of 
the gentleman from New York, the House might 
be called upon every day to decide on the case of 
a second Mr. Richards. He was in favor of a 
general extension of this privilege. He did not 
wish to conceal his sentiments and opinions from 
the world, he would rather court investigation 
than shrink from it, and so he presumed would 
every honest man. He therefore moved the fol- 
lowing: 

“Resolved, That accommodation be made for addi- 
tional stenographers on the floor of this House.” 


Mr. Grosvenor acquiesced in this resolution. 

Mr. IncerRsoLL did not suppose this morning 
that the present subject would have taken the 
deflected course it had taken. He had not, there- 
fore, paid much attention to the discussion. His 
indisposition to inculpate the decision of the 
Speaker on the one hand, or to impair the claim 
of the petitioner or the minority on the other, in- 
duced hin to wish the subject to be postponed 
for consideration. He moved that it lie on the 
table.—Negatived. 

Mr. GHoLson moved its indefinite postpone 
ment. ; 

Mr. Grosvenor opposed this motion; and it 
was negatived. 

Mr. Roserts moved that the House adjourn— 
lost, 63 to 93, 

The question to lie on the table was put and 
lost—ayes 66. i 

The question to postpone it indefinitely was 
put and lost—71 to 91. 

The question to adjourn was renewed and lost 
—ayes 64. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment to insert “two,” which was lost. 

Mr. Biss moved to amend the resolution by 
making it to read: “two” additional reporters on 
the floor or elsewhere. This would be comply- 
ing with the language of the rules of the House. 

Mr. Gaston wished the gentleman would with- 
draw or modify his motion so as not to prescribe 
the place. 

Mr. Briss modified by striking out the words 
“on the floor or elsewhere,” but he said he feltit 
necessary to state he should vote against the res- 
olution in any shape; but if it passed he wished 
it made as perfect as possible. f 

Mr. RosgerTs moved to amend by inserting “in 
the galleries.” . . 

Mr. Macon opposed this amendment, as it 
would make a difference hetween the stenogra- 
phers; some would be admitted within the area 
of the Hall, while others would be placed in the 
gallery. He wished them all to be placed on the 
same footing. : 3. 3 

Mr. Roserrs explained this to be his inten- 
tion, &c. . : 

Mr. CaLnoun moved to adjourn.—Carried. 
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Torspay, June 1. 


Mr. Hatt, of Georgia, presented a petition of 
Daniel Newman, of the State of Georgia, pray- 
ing compensation for his servant, who was killed 
in the expedition commanded by the petitioner 
against the Seminole Indians, during the last 
campaign.—Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion of Mr. RopeRTSON, a committee was 
appointed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a District Court in the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory, with leave to report by bill, or otherwise ; 
and Mr. Ropertson, Mr. Terrain, Mr. Bowen, 
Mr. Coorer, and Mr. Warp of Massachusetts, 
were appointed the committec. 

A motion was made by Mr. Jackson, of Vir- 

inia, to amend the Standing Rules and Orders 
of the House, by adding the following thereto: 


“An additional standing committee shall be ap- 
.pointed at the commencement of each session, viz: 

«“ A Committee on the Judiciary, to consist of seven 

members. 

“Tt shall be the duty of the said Committee on the 
Judiciary to take into consideration all such petitions 
and matters or things touching judicial proceedings as 
shall be presented, or may come in question, and be 
referred to them by the House, and to report their 
opinion thereupon, together with such propositions rel- 
ative thereto, as to them shall seem expedient.” 


Ordered, That the said amendment do lie on 
the table. 


STENOGRAPHERS. 


. The case of George Richards was again 
brought up. 

Mr. Biss’s amendment was put and lost, 70 
to 75. 

Mr. Stocxron moved to strike out “additional 
stenographers” and insert “additional accommo- 
dation be made in the gallery for stenographers.” 


Mr. Biss moved to strike out the whole of the. 


-resolution from the word “resolved,” and insert 
“that the prayer of the petitioner ought not to 
be granted.” 

Mr. Ca.uoun spoke with some warmth against 
the petition, urging that the Speaker was not 
to be reduced to the level of the petitioner—that 
he claimed a seat as a matter of right. Whence 
these high pretensions? He had been excluded by 
an arrangement of the Speaker—as if he hada 
right to beadmitted! He denied the qualifications 
of Mr. Richards as a stenographer, upon the 
score of ability and impartiality. 

Mr. Gaston said he rose with reluctance, to 
claim the attention of the House, He was sensi- 
ble that the discussion had been prolonged until 
it became fatiguing. He was unwilling also to 
be accessary in bringing down upon the House 
a repetition of the sentence, which a self-created 
censor had pronounced against them, of having 
“lost a day.” But he was disposed to examine 
the train of argument which had been pursued 
by the honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 
with an ingenuity and a plausibility which ren- 
dered it deserving of notice. He had listened to 
the gentleman with attention—with freedom from 
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bias—but certainly not conviction. A fallacy 
pervaded the whole of his argument. It was to 
be found in every of his premises, and necessarily 
led to error in his conclusion. 

It is assumed by the gentleman, as a first prin- 
ciple, that the Speaker of this House is irrespon- 
sible except for wrongs done to the members of 
this House. This is not the gentleman’s language, 
but it is clearly his meaning. I would not for 
worlds mistake it. Whence is this position de- 
rived? That the Speaker is not accountable to 
any other tribunal than this House for wrongs 
committed as Speaker, is indeed true.. But where 
is the principle to be found which restricts his 
accountability to wrongs committed on the mem- 
bers? If, in the exercise of a discretionary au- 
thority confided to him by the House, the Speaker 
errs, and the consequence is inconvenience or in- 
jury to any individual of the nation, high or low, 
private or public, it is an obvious dictate of jus- 
tice, that the House should hasten to redress the 
injury, to remove the inconvenience resulting 
from this error. The Speaker is their agent— 
their organ. His acts are to be deemed theirs. 
Whenever those acts are disapproved of, the House 
will, and ought, to disavow them. But how has 
it become necessary to inquire into this doctrine? 
There is nothing in the resolution now before us, 
and which the gentleman from Georgia proposes 
to amend, that calls for sucha discussion. With- 
out inquiring whether the decision of the Speaker 
be right or wrong. without pronouncing an opinion 
on the individual case of Mr. Richards, it directs 
that arrangements shall be made for the accom- 
modation of additional stenographers. By such 
a resolution the difficulties of the Speaker will 
be removed, and the case of Mr. Richards again 
submitted to him, after the removal of those dif- 
ficulties. 

But, says the honorable gentleman, this reso- 
lution, growing out of the petition of Mr. Rich- 
ards, is substantially a compliance with that pe- 
tition, and au affrmance that the Speaker has 
done him wrongas hecomplains. Here, it seems 
to me, the gentleman errs in point of fact. Mr. 
Richards states the facts of his case, simply and 
traly, without the allegation of a wrong being 
committed by the Speaker. The mistake of the 
gentleman in this respect, seems to be entirely 
founded on an overstrained and erroneous con- 
struction of the word “exclude.” Surcly the 
gentleman has not exercised in this particular his 
usual critical acumen. Neither in common lan- 
guage, nor in strict etymology, does the word ex- 
clude, imply the idea of previous possession. Are 
not strangers excluded from tho floor of this hall? 
Yet is it hence to be inferred that they ever had 
possession of it? No, sir, we exclude, when we 
inhibit entrance—when we shut out—when we 
refuse admittance. We expel, when we drive 
out of possession. Nor does Mr. Richards repre- 
sent the use of this floor asa right to which he 
is entitled, but expressly as a privilege, which 
was accorded at the last session, and which he 
prays may be renewed at this. There is not, sir, 
to my apprehension, anything in the petition of 
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Mr. Richards, which can shock the most fastidious 
delicacy—the most scrupulous regard for the dig- 
nity of the Chair. 

These are the simple facts of the case. Under 
an order of theiHouse directing stenographers 
to be admitted by the Speaker when it can be 
done without inconvenience, the petitioner made 
application to be received as such. This appli- 
cation was rejected, because, as the Speaker in- 

- forms us, the boxes erected could accommodate 
but four, and the four admitted had prior claims. 

` The Committee of the Whole recommend addi- 

` tional boxes, that more may be accommodated ; 
and to this we must not accede, because it will 
insinuate a doubt, whether the Speaker was right 

‘in the opinion, that the boxes erected could ac- 
commodate but four! This inference may with 
some appear to be fairly deduced, but in my judg- 
ment it is anything but logical. 

Mr. Grosvenor apologized for again rising in 
the debate. Nothing, he said, but some misrepre- 
sentations of the spirit of the petition which he 

' had presented, and some reflections on the course 
which he had pursued, could have induced him 
to rise in this protracted period of the discussion. 

The amendment, said Mr. G. isa flat denial 
of the petition—and what are the reasons ad- 
vanced by the gentleman from South Carolina 
in support of it. “The petitioner, he says, claims 
a right on that floor, and complains that the 

' Speaker has injured him by violating that right, 
and that he claims redress for the injury.” 

Mr. Speaker, not one word or suggestion of 
the kind is to be found in the petition. These 

arc notions which the gentleman has conjured 
up in his own fancy. The petitioner neither 
claims a right on this floor, nor does he complain 
of any injury to that right. The petition isa 
simple and respectful statement of undeniable 
facts. He states that, at the last session, by per- 
mission of the Speaker, he enjoyed the privilege 
of a place on the floor as a reporter for the Fed- 
eral Republican newspaper; that, at the com- 
mencement of this session, he applied for the 
same privilege; that he was informed by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms that he, by a new arrangement 
and by order of the Speaker, was excluded—he 
then prays the House to grant him the privilege 

which the Speaker had refused. 

Now, sir, said Mr. G:, where did the honorable 
gentleman from South Carolina find the claim 
of right, and the complaint of injury, about which 
he had spoken so warmly. Mr. G. repeated, that 
it was no where to be found in the speech of the 
gentleman. But, said Mr. G., ifit were otherwise, 

„I deny, I utterly deny the humiliating doctrine, 
that the Speaker of this House, or any other pub- 
lic man in this nation, be he high or be he iow, 

is not responsible for any injuries he may inflict 
even on the meanest citizen. 

What new Republican doctrine is this, sir? 
‘How long is it since any man has risen, in this 
country, so high in dignity and in power that he 
can with impunity trample down the rights of 
any citizen? In what article of the Republicaa 
code is this fundamental maxim of despotism to 


| be found? No, sir, gentlemen mistake the na- 
i ture of our free institutions, if they believe them 
contaminated with principles like these. Sir, 
said Mr. G., the time has not arrived in this coun- 
| try when any man has risen, or can rise above 
j control, and set at defiance responsibility. Dress 
him in what robes you may, exalt him where you 
can, he will find a tribunal still above him, to 
| which he must answer, and to which he shall 
finally submit. , 
The rights of the humblest beggar who crawls 
on the earth, are as strictly guarded by the laws 
as those of the supplest minion who crouches at 
the footstool of power. The chains of the Con- 
stitution are around us all, and they never shall 
be loosened until liberty sinks in a general con- 
i vulsion of society. The struggles of aspiring 
men, to shake them off, shall but draw them closer, 
and render them stronger. 

The Speaker, sir, of this House is amenable 

| to any man for an injury inflicled in the course 
of his duty. But he is amenable in a particular 
manner to this House and within these walls. I 
know, sir, he is not to be questioned without these, 
walls, for anything which he does within them 
as Speaker of the House. But, sir, the same rule 
applies to every member on‘this floor. You and 
I, sir, in this respect are on the same list, we are 
both protected. Does it hence follow, that we are 
not responsible within these walls and to this 
House for improper conduct to any citizen, how- 
ever humble his station in life ? and is it improper 
when such a citizen has sustained an injury from 
the Speaker, in the administration of the duties 

| assigned him by this House, that he should peti- 
tion the House for remedy and redress? 

| At what era in our Government was it, that 
this revolution in affairs took place? How long 
since has it been a crime, by a respectful petition, 
to state a grievance to the only body that can 
grant redress? But the petitioner and the Speak- 
er are at issue say gentlemen. Well, and what 
then? Is your Speaker, I again ask, either irre- 
sponsible for his conduet, or above the control of 
the House? Is it meant that when the Speaker 
ascends the Chair, he shall be clothed with des- 
potie power, and be invested with the attribute of 
infallibility 2 Iam sure, sir, the honorable Speak- 
er himself will reject all such claims. He will 
claim no exemption from a fair responsibility. 
It is human to crr—an exaltation to the Speaker’s 
Chair, does not exempt from the frailties of hu- 
manity. 

But, said Mr. G. it is contended that “ thiscom- 
plaint is founded on a rule of this House. These 
rules are solely for the members, and a violation of 
them cannot be noticed but by a member; there- 
fore the petition itself was disorderly, and ought 
to be rejected.” That no one can take cogni- 
zance of and enforce the rules of this House, but 
itself, is certainly true. Bat itis no less true, 
that if a right or privilege is secured to any citi- 
zen, by any law, whether by act of the legislature, 
or in the form of a rule of this Tlouse, such right 
and privilege is sacred, until the act be repealed 
orthe rule dispensed with by the same power 
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that gave them existence. And if the Speaker, 
or any other man, violates that privilege or right, 
any one injured must have redress—in the case 
of a legislative act by a court of law—in the case 
of arule, by petition to this House. In every 
shape therefore, these doctrines are incorrect and 
cannot be endured, unless we are prepared to offer 
up the rights of our constituents on the altar of 
dignity and power. 

Mr. G. then contended, that in this petition 
there was no claim of right, no impeachment of 
the Speaker’s motives, no allegation of injury. 
Mr. Richards prayed for admission with the other 
stenographers, upon the same footing, and subject 
to the same control. It could not seriously be 
contended, that one additional seat would incom- 
mode the House. He therefore hoped the amend- 
ment would be rejected, and the resolution pass 
as it came from the committee. 

After a long debate the question to strike out 
was put and carried—85 to 75. 

‘rhe question to insert Mr. Brsg’s amendment 
was then put and carried—88 to 72. 


Wepnespay, June 2. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice, transmitting a letter from the Register of the 
Land Office at Kaskaskia, relative to certain claims 
to land in that district; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The remainder of the day was occupied in the 
reception and reference of petitions. 


Taurspay, June 3. 


Another member, to wit: from North Carolina, 
BARTLETT YANCEY, appeared, produced his cre- 
dentials, was qualified, and took his seat. 


FINANCES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from William Jones, acting Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, transmitting his annual report on the state 
of the finances of the United States: which was 
read, and referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The report is as follows: 

In obedience to the act “ supplementary to the act, enti- 
tled ‘An act to establish the Treasury Department,” 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury respectfully 
submits the following report: 

The reccipts into the Treasury from the first of Oc- 
tober, 1812, to the 31st March, 1813, have amounted 
to - - + = - « «$15,412,416 25 
The balance in the Treasury on the 

30th of September, 1812, was - 2,362,652 69 


Making together - - - - 17,775,068 94 


The expenditures from the first of October, 1812, to 
the 3ist March, 1813, have amounted 
to - - - - - - $15,919,334 41 
Leaving a balance in the Treasury on 


the first of April, 1813, of -` - 1,855,734 53 


17,775,068 94 


The enclosed statement (A) shows in detail the 
several sources from which the receipts were derived, 
and the branches of expenditure to which the disburse- 
ments from the Treasury were applied. 

Pursuant to the act of the 8th of February last, 
subscriptions for a loan of sixteen millions of dollars 
were opened on the 12th, and again on the 25th of 
March last. But, although a thirteen years’ annuity 
of one per cent. was offered in addition to a six per 
cent. stock at par, for the money which might be sub- 
scribed, it being apparent from the result of the first 

i subscription, that the whole amount could not be ob- 
tained on those terms, proposals in writing were in- 
vited. Offers, exceeding by about a million of dollars 
the amount wanted, were received, some demanding 
a thirteen years’ annuity of one and a half per cent. 
in addition to six per cent. stock at par, but most of 
them requiring a six per cent. stock at the rate of 
eighty-eight per cent. On these terms, leaving to the 
subscribers the option, the loan was effected. In con- 
formity with the public notification the same terms 
were extended to those persons who had subscribed 
on the first opening of the subscription, and they have 
the same option; which, if the stock, at the rate of 
eighty-eight per cent. be taken, is equivalent pre- 
cisely to a premium of thirtcen dollars and sixty-three 
cents and seven-elevenths of a cent for each hundred 
dollars loaned to Government. The enclosed papers 
under the letter B, are copies of the several public 
notices given on the subject, and a statement of the 
moneys respectively obtained by open subscriptions 
and written proposals, and showing also the sums ob- 
tained and payable in each place where subscriptions 
were opened. 

Of that sum of sixteen millions of dollars thus ob- 
tained on loan, there was paid into the Treasury, prior 
to the first of April, 1813, the sum of $1,086,737 50, 
which makes a part of the moneys received previously 
to that day as stated in the statement (A.) 

The resources for the residue of the year 1813 con- 
sist of the following items, viz: 

1, The remainder of the loan above- 

mentioned - - - - - $14,913,262 50 
2. The sums payable on account of i 

customs and of the sales of public 

lands, estimated at - - - 
3. The five millions of dollars in Trea- 
sury notes authorized by the act of 

February 25, 1813 - - =- 


9,320,000 00 


5,000,000 00 


Say - - - «+= -  ~ 29,230,000 00 


The expenses for the last nine months of the pres- 
ent year are calculated as follows: 
1. Civil list, and all expenses of a civil nature, both 


foreign and domestic = - - - 900,000 
2. Payments on account of the principal 

and interest of the public debt, as per 

estimate (C) herewith - - - 10,510,000 
3. Expenses on account of the War and 

Navy Departments - - - - 17,820,000 


$29,230,000 


Of the sum of $1,855,784 53, remaining in the 
Treasury on the Ist of April last, a small part may be 
considered as applicable to such extraordinary ex- 
penses already authorized, as may arise during the re- 
mainder of the year; and, for the same object, the 
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States, but which was not offered in time to be ac- 
cepted as a part of the Ioan of sixteen millions, may 
be considered as a resource. 

In this estimate the whole sum of five millions of 
dollars, authorized to be issued in Treasury notes, is 
taken as a part of the resources of the present year. 
But as it is not deemed eligible to increase the amount 
of Treasury notes in circulation, and as three millions 
only of those authorized by the act of 1812 were issued 
in that year, and are reimbursable in the course of the 
present year, it is respectfully suggested that in lieu of 
issuing two millions of the five millions authorized by 
the act of February, 1813, Congress should authorize 
an additional loan for the same amount, it being made 
a condition of such loan that its terms should not be 
higher than those of the loan of sixteen millions al- 
ready effected. 

The provision already considered is for the service 
of the present year only; that which will be necessary 
for the year 1814, requires an carly attention. It is 
difficult to estimate with accuracy the sum which will 
be received into the Treasury from the revenue as now 
established. During a state of war, the customs, at 
the present rate of duties, have been heretofore esti- 
mated to produce five millions of dollars. The addi- 
tional tonnage duty imposed upon forcign vessels by 
the act of the 1st of July, 1812, producing about two 
hundred thousand dollars a year, is not included in 
that sum. It is belicved that, during the year 1814, a 
greater sum than five millions two hundred thousand 
dollars ought not to be relied upon as receivable into 
the Treasury from custom-house duties. The sum aris- 
ing from sales of public lands may be estimated at six 
hundred thousand dollars, making, together, five mil- 
lion eight hundred thousand dollars. .The interest 
alone on the pnblic funded debt, on temporary loans, 
and on the Treasury notes, which will become paya- 
ble in that year, will amount to four millions four hun- 
dred thousand dollars. The other engagements, on 
account of the principal of the funded debt, of tempo- 
rary loans, and of Treasury notes, which will become 
reimbursable in that year, amount to seven million 
one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, exceeding, to- 
gether, by more than five million seven hundred thou- 
sand dollars, the estimated amount of the receipts into 
the Treasury derived from the revenue as now estab- 
lished. 

This view of the subject is sufficient to evince the 
necessity of a speedy and effectual provision for the 
service of that and the ensuing years. The mode and 
the extent to which this provision should be carried, 
have been heretofore suggested from this Department 
to Congress, and have received the consideration of 
that body. The expenses of the Peace Establishment 
of the United States, and the interest on the public 
debt, including that on the loans made for the prose- 
cution of the war, are believed to be the least sum that 
ought, under any circumstances, to be raised within 
each year. These, if the expenses of the Peace Es- 
tablishment are taken at the sum necessary for the 
ordinary expenditure of the United States previously 
to the additional armaments made in the year 1812, 
with a view to an approaching state of war, and in- 
cluding the interest on the loans of the years 1812 
and 1818, and also of that which will probably be 
necessary in the year 1814, will amount, during that 
year, to eleven million four hundred thousand dollars, 
VIZ: 
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the additional force authorized by the acts passed 
during the year 1812, may be estimated at the sum 


of - - - - 
The interest on the public debt during the 
year 1814, will be as follows: On old 


$7,000,000 


funded debt = s - - - 2,100,000 
On six per cent. stock of 1812, including 
temporary loans received in part of the 
loan of eleven millions, which will re- 
main unpaid in 1814 - - - 500,000 
On six per cent. stock of 1813 - - 1,090,000 
On Treasury notes which will be reimburs- 
able in 1814, say on five millions, at five 
and two-fifths per cent. - - - 270,000 
10,960,000 
On the loan for the year 1814, interest 
payable within that year - - - 440,000 


$11,400,000 


The revenue now established being estimated to 
produce $5,800,000, would leave to be raised the sum 
of $5,600,000, to cover the above sum of $11,400,000. 
The internal taxes heretofore proposed were estimated 

to produce - - ~ $5,000,000 

| And the duty of twenty cents a bushel on 

| salt imported, which though estimated 
heretofore at only $400,000 a year, dur- 
ing a state of war yet, as the consump- 
tion considerably exceeds two millions 


600,000 


of bushels, may be estimated to produce 
Making the sum wanted - - - $5,600,000 


Although the taxes, if early laid, may be brought 
into operation in the commencement of the year 1814, 
yet, as they cannot be expected to have their full 
| effect during that year, some auxiliary resource will be 
! required. ‘his may be found in the sum of one mil- 
| tion five hundred thousand dollars, which is the excess of 

the Sinking Fund for the present year, over the demands 
on that fund, according to the existing engagements of 
the United States. This sum of one million five hun- 
dred thousand dollars may be carried to the Sinking 
Fund for the year 1814, and will be wanted in addi- 
tion to the unnual appropriation of eight millions of 
dollars, to meet the engagements on account of the 
public debt, which must be fulfilled during that ycar. 
As reliance must be had upon a loan for the wor 
expenses of the year 1814, the laying of the internal 
taxes may be considered, with a view to that object, as 
essentially necessary. In the first place, to facilitate ` 
the obtaining of the Joan; and, secondly, for procuring : 
it on favorable terms. It is ascertained that the terms 
| of the loan for the present year would have been more. ` 
favorable if the taxes had been previously laid; and it 
is obvious enough, that, by affording a security for the 
regular payment of the interest and the eventual re- 
| imbursement of the principal, more stable, and less 
| liable to be weakened or cut off by the natural effects 
|o war upon external commerce than a revenue de- 
| pending, as that of the United States now does, al- 
maost wholly upon such external commerce, capitalists 
will advance with the greater readiness, and at a lower 
rate of interest, the funds necessary for the prosecu- 
tion of the war. 
Public confidence will be insured, and the means 
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take testimony, under the conviction that he would be 
able, by the evidence to be taken, to support his poll. 
And upon a view of all the circumstances of the case, 
the committee are unanimously of opinion that further 
time ought to be granted the parties to procure testi- 
mony, and they accordingly submit the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That weeks be allowed to the parties 
to procure testimony relative to the said election, and 
that the Committee of Elections have power to examine 
witnesses, and make order for such examination in this 
case. 


The blank having been filled with the word 
five, the report was agreed to. 


THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. J.. Q. Jackson, called up the resolution 
which he submitted for consideration a day or 
two ago, in the following words: 

Resolved, That the following be added to the stand- 
ing rules and orders of the House: An additional 
standing committee shall be appointed, at the com- 
mencement of each session, viz: a Committee on the 
Judiciary, to consist of seven members. It shall be 
the duty of the said Committee to take into consider- 
ation all such petitions and matters or things touch- 
ing Judicial proceedings, as shall be presented or may 
come in question and be referred to them by the 
House, and to report their opinion thereupon, together 
with such propositions relative thereto as to them shall 
seem expedient. 

Mr. Jackson said he had been induced to sub- 
mit this resolution, from the consideration that 
our laws are in many instances defective, and it 
is of the utmost importance that they should be 
amended ; and that this object could be best at- 
tained by the appointment of a standing commit- 
tee, to whom should be referred all propositions 
for establishing. new courts and regulating their 
powers. Herceollected two cases, falling within 
his own observation, which had led him to con- 
template some such provision; and it was not 
without some surprise that he found it had been 
passed over so long. As long ago as during the 
existence of the internal taxes, one of those cases 
occurred. It would be recollected, he said, that 
prosecutions might be commenced in State eourts 
for the penalties attendant on infractions of those 
laws. In pursuance of this provision a prosecu- 
tion had been commenced in Virginia in an in- 
ferior court; judgment was rendered against an 
individual, who it was manifest had not con- 
formed to the provisions of the law. The case 
was carried to a higher court, however, and on 
the ground that the Constitution had vested the 
Judicial powers of the United States in the Su- 
preme Court, and such other courts as Congress 
might establish, it was decided that it was not 
in the power of Congress to confer jurisdiction 
on the State court. The offenders of course es- 
eaped. Another case occurred in the course of 
the last year, in which a prosecution was insti- 
tuted against a postrider, for having opened the 
public mail travelling from Ohio to Kentucky. 
The fact was notorious. The same question 


means now proposed, and those heretofore recom- 
mended from this Department, are adopted, it is be- 
lieved they may be fairly and fully brought in action. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

W. JONES, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, June 2, 1813. 
CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. Fisk, from the Committee of Elections, 
made a report on the petition of Burwell Bassett, 
contesting the election of Tuomas M. Bayty. 

The report is as follows: 

That at the last general election in Virginia for Rep- 
resentatives to Congress, the said Burwell Bassctt and 
the said Thomas M. Bayly were opposing candidates, 
in the district composed of the counties of Middlesex, 
Matthews, Gloucester, Warwick, Accomac, North- 
ampton, James City, Elizabeth City, and the city of 
Williamsburg. From the poll of the several counties, 
the sitting member appears to have had a majority of 
fifty-seven votes in the said district, and he was accord- 
ingly returned as elected. 

The laws of Virginia prescribing the mode of con- 
ducting such elections, direct that the sheriff, or other 
ofticer conducting the poll, shall close it the same day, 
unless the electors he prevented from attending by rain 
or the rise of watercourses, or unless there be more 
electors attending than can be polled in one day. It 
appears that neither rain, nor the rise of the water- 
courses, prevented the electors from attending on the 
election in the county of Accomac. Yet the poll in 
this county was continued three days; for what cause 
does not appear. It is contended by the petitioner that 
there is no evidence that this continuance was for a 
cause warranted by law, and, therefore, that it ought 
tobe presumed illegal, the election void, and a new 
one ordered. 

It is urged on the other hand, by the sitting mem- 
ber, that, until disproved, the officer’s return, who con- 
ducted the election, ought to be respected as prima 
facie evidence of the legality of the proceedings, and 
the committee are unanimously of this opinion. 

That, of the polls taken for the county of Accomac, 
Burwell Bassett had 61 votes, and ‘'homas M. Bayly 
735 votes; 109 of the latter are challenged as illegal 
by the petitioner, who presented a list of their names, 
the greater number of which, on examination, are not 
found on the land list. The fact of these being polled 
for the sitting member, rests entirely on the declaration 
of the petitioner, who alleges that their names are on 
the list of the polls taken for the sitting member, a cer- 
tified copy of which he was unable to procure from the 
proper office, but which list the sitting member declares 
to be incorrect. 

It is alleged by both the sitting member and the 
petitioner, that at, and subsequent to the time of the 
election, the usual intercourse between the different 
parts of the district was so interrupted by the enemies’ 
cruisers, as to put it out of their power to procure the 
necessary papers ahd evidence to support their respect- 
ive allegations, and the sitting member asks fur rea- 
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uniform on these opplicgjions, as they would be 
if all referred to the sane committee, he had 
thought proper to propose this amendment to the 
rules. 

No opposition being made to the motion, it 
was adopted without a division. 


STENOGRAPHERS. 

Mr. Newson offered the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That, for disseminating information 
among the good people of the United States, it is ex- 
pedient to admit stenographers into the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and that the Speaker of this House do 
cause seats to be provided for such additional steno- 
graphers as may be admitted, according to the standing 
rules and orders of this House.” 

Nr. Necson said, he introduced this resolution 
to gratify his own sense of right, to do justice to 
the minority, and to facilitate the means of giv- 
ing publicity to the proceedings of the House. 
He hoped it would pass without opposition. 

Mr. Astron recommended, that the resolution 
should be referred to a select committee, which 
should have the power of revising the rules of the 
House. He was on the committee which re- 
ported the existing rule. He was for placing all 
the stenographers in the gallery. He thought 
the convenience of the House demanded this, 
and he would not impose upon the Speaker the 
disagreeable task, cither of sending them all to 
the gallery, or making invidious distinctions be- 
tween them. He hoped the mover would take 
this course; otherwise he should be forced to 
vote against this resolution. 

Mr. Farrow moved that the resolution be 
postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. Netson said, that he could not accede to 
either proposition, One great. object, he said, of 
introducing his resolution was, that he might not 
be considered as coinciding in the reasons here- 
tofore given upon the petition of George Rich- 
ards. He voted against that petition. But not 
for the reasons assigned by the majority on the 
floor, which he wholly disavowed. He said, he 
had made this motion from a sense of duty ; the 
public ought not to be debarred from any source 
of information ; the minority ought not to be 
deprived of a stenographer by any exercise of 
power on the part of the majority. ‘The news- 
papers through the country, said Mr. N., are de- 
nouncing us for closing our doors against Fed- 
eral stenographers, and for using our power to 
oppress and bear down the minority on this floor. 
Will you continue to exclude reporters, and there- 
by sanction ahd justify all these accusations? 
Mr. N. said, he hoped not. He trusted a sense of 
justice to the minority and the public would in- 


motion, than what was induced bya wish, that the: 
majority should sustain a character for liberality, 
fairness, and justice, which he feared would be 
sacrificed by its rejection. 

Mr. Farrow said, he agreed with Mr. NeLson 
in all his remarks, except that he wished to place 
all the reporters in the gallery. He persevered in 
his motion to postpone, 

The question was then taken and lost. 

Mr. Farrow then moved to amend, so as to 
place all the reporters in the gallery ; but before 
he could reduce his amendment to writing— 

Mr. Atston moved to refer the resolution to 
a committee of seven, with power to revise and 
report any alteration of the rules they might deem 
proper: Which motion was concurred in, 70 to 67. 

Mr. Auston, Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. Fisx of New 
Yorx, Mr. Netson, Mr. Gaston, Mr. Farrow, 
and Mr. McKim, were appointed the committee. 


FRIDAY, June 4. 


Two other members, to wit: from New York, 
SamueL M. Hoerxins; and from Delaware, Harry 
M. Ripveety; appeared, produced their creden- 
tials, were qualified, and took their seats. 

Mr. Prrxin presented the petition of the Darby 
Fishing Company, praying a remission of certain 
forfeitures and penalties incurred for an uninten- 
tional violation of the non-importation law, by 
introducing within the waters of the United 
States‘a vessel loaded with produce of the Brit- 
ish West Indies. 

The petition having been read, Mr. P. moved 
to refer it to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Some objection was made by Mr. Wriaut to 
the reference of this petition, because it was not 
proper to legislate on particular cases, and because 
he looked upon this as one of a questionable char- 
acter; but the opposition was withdrawn on the 
representation of Mr. Pirxin of the circumstan- 
stances of the case, and Mr. Wriau contented 
himself with expressing his hope that if any pro- 
vision resulted from the consideration of that pe- 
tition, it would be of a general and nota particu- 
lar character. 

‘The petition was referred. 


COMPENSATION TO VOLUNTEERS, &e. 


Mr. Suar offered for consideration the follow- 
ing resolution : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
what provision ought to be made for the compénsation 
of the mounted riflemen who were called into ser- 
vice from the State of Kentucky in the year 1812, and 
that the committee be authorized to report by bill or 
otherwise. 

Mr. S. said it might be necessary, for the in- 
formation of some gentlemen not acquainted with 
the fact,to state that the troops alluded to in this 
resolution were those called out last autumn from 
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the State of Kentucky. 
was surrendered, and Chicago had fallen into the 
hands of the enemy, there were but two forts in 
the Western country which resisted their en- 
croachments, These were Fort Wayneand Fort 
Harrison, defended by small garrisons, which were 
likely to fall into the hands of the enemy, being 
at 100 remote a distance to receive immediate 
succor at the hands of the General Government. 
It was then that the Governor of Kentucky was 
applied to fora force for their relief. The citi- 
zens of Kentucky, with their characteristic patri- 
otism, immediately marched forth to their relief, 
and defended the frontier until a regular force 
could be organized and marched. The services 
they rendered on this occasion were prompt, vol- 
untary and cfficacious; and he hoped that there 
would be no hesitation in considering this sub- 
ject and making the necessary provision for their 
compensation. 

Mr. Grunpy said it was far from his inten- 
tion to oppose the object of the motion. But he 
would suggest one consideration, which might in- 
duce the gentleman to agree to give it a different 
direction. That many measures had been taken 
by the Governors of several States, as well as by 
officers of the Army, by which expenses had been 
incurred not authorized by law, was a fact well 
known, particularly to those who represented the 
Western country. Itseemed to him that this and 
similar propositions ought to be referred to a com- 
mittee who could act generally on the subject; 
and let all concerned know what might be ex- 
pected to be doneon thishead. If particular cases 
were referred to particular committees, individual 
and local feelings, of which no man ean or ought 
to divest himself, would perhaps influence them 
to decide contrarily, &c. He therefore moved 
that this subject be referred to the Military Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Snare consented that his motion should 
take that course. 

Mr. Gotpssoroveg said that he considered all 
cases in which the force of the country had been 
called out for its defence as standing on the same 
ground ; and was of opinion that all the expenses 
of the militia and other forces, called out by the 
State authorities for the defence of the soil, ought 
to be defrayed by the General Government. He 
therefore hoped the gentleman would so modify 
his motion as to make the inquiry general. 

Mr. Suarp having declined to connect his mo- 
tion with any other question, with the merits of 
which he was not acquainted— 

Mr. GoLpssorovucH moved to amend the mo- 
tion by adding, after the words “eighteen hun- 
dred and tweive,” the following: “And also for 
defraying the expenses of the militia called out 
under the State authorities for the defence of 
the country against the incursions of the enemy.” 

Mr. McKer pointed out what he conceived to 
be an obvious distinction between the two cases 
proposed to be blended in this motion. The ob- 
ject of his colleague’s motion was to inquire into 
the propriety of compensating those who had 
marched, not to defend their particular State, not 


their native soil, but a distant and exposed fron- 
tier; whilst the amendment proposed to embrace 
those who had defended merely their own fire- 
sides. ft was not imperatively the duty of Ken- 
tueky to send out her forces; but she was influ- 
enced by circumstances, and the impossibility of 
the Government acting with sufficient prompti- 
tude and efficacy. He was therefore opposed to 
joining things which were so distinct in their 
nature. 

Mr. Wricut was in favor of the original mo- 
tion; but he hoped the House would not feel in- 
disposed to consider also the claims of those 
who with equal zeal had defended the mari- 
time frontier from an enemy of as perfect a sav- 
age character as those savages whom the Ken- 
tuckians had gone out against. He honored the 
patriotism of Kentucky; he honored her exer- 
tions; but it was proper also to consider the 
claims of other sections of the Union. The cases 
were made ec part materia, and ought not to be 
separated; he hoped, therefore, they would all 
be referred to the Military Committee, and that 
no line would be drawn between the exertions of 
different parts of the country. 

Mr. Goupsgoroucu hoped the inquiry would 
be general. He could not see the full force of 
the distinction drawn by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. He would ack: where was the differ- 
ence of obligation to defray the expense of defend- 
ing one part of the country or another? The 
same obligation had relation toall. For instance, 
he said, the militia of Delaware had been called 
forth to the defence of Lewistown; some few troops 
had been drawn from Pennsylvania for the like 
purpose. Were not the United States in this case 
as much bound to pay those called from Delaware 
as those from Pennsylvania? He did not say, as 
a positive proposition, that all the expenses of de- 
fence ought to be reimbursed by the General 
Government; but he did say, that in directing the 
attention of a committee to this subject, the rule 
should be general. He hoped no disposition 
would prevail to give to one State an opportunity 
of making larger drafts froin the Treasury than 
another. 

Mr. McKee disclaimed any intention, in ma- 
king a distinction, to excite unpleasant feelings; 
but there still appeared to him to be an obvious 
distinction between militia called out for the de- 
fence of their own firesides, and those marching 
for the defence of a distant territory. He had no 
objection to the proposed amendment, if in a sepa- 
rate proposition, but he still thought they ought 
to be kept distinct. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. GoupsBor- 
oOUGH was agreed to by the House; and also an- 
other amendment, suggested by Mr. Janntnas, to 
add the words “and the territorial” before the 
word “ Governments.” 


The resolution, as amended, was then adopted, 
NEM. CON. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 
Mr. Fisx, of Vermont, from the Committee of 
Elections, to whom was referred the petition of 
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William Kelly, contesting the election of Tno- |] den of the proof, he contended, now rested not on 


mas K. Harris, from Tennessee, made a report | him, but on the sitting member.* 


thereon ; which was read, and referred toa Com-! 


mittee of the Whole to-day. 
The report is as follows: 


That at the last general election in Tennessee, for 


Representatives to Congress, the said William Kelly on 


and Thomas K. Harris were candidates in the third 
‘Congressional district. From a return of the polls in 


the district, as made to the Governor of the State, it: 


appears that the sitting membcr obtained one vote 
morc than the petitioner, and, therefore, was returned 
as elected. 

By the laws of the State, it is made the duty of the 
inspectors of the election for Representatives to Con- 
‘gress, to cause two fair statements to be made of the 
number of votes given at said election for each candi- 
date, and certify the samc; and it is also made the du- 
ty of the sheriff, or returning officer, to transmit one 
of the said returns, or certificates, to the Governor, and 


Mr. Harris addressed the Chair as follows: 


| I would feel no degree of pride, sir, in occupying 


a seat on this floor, were I not conscious that I 


[* This is one of those questions frequently discussed 

the floor of Congress, in which the people at large 
are but little interested, and which are, therefore, not 
particularly reported. We have, however, thought it 
but due to Messrs. Harris and Kelly to permit each of 
them to lay his case before his constituents at least, 
and for that purpose have procured for publication the 
statement of the argument of each gentleman, the one 
in support of his seat, the other in behalf of his claim. 
—Editors Nat. Int.) 


Mr. Kelly’s Statement, 


| Addressed to the people of the Third Congressional 


District, in the State of Tennessee: 
Fellow-Citizens: Concciving myself to be your legi- 


to file the other with the clerk of the county court of | timate Representative, elected by a majority of votes, 
his county. That, on comparing the certificate with | in obedience to the dictates of duty I came on to this 
the polls taken in the county of Warren, in said dis- | place, and, by my memorial to the House of Represen- 
trict, and transmitted to the Governor, with the one | tatives, claimed the seat into which mere accident had 


filed with the clerk of said county, there appears to be 
two more votes for the sitting member, on the former, 
than there is on the latter certificate. And it further 
appears, by the first certificate, that the number of 
votes given to each candidate, being added together, 
will exceed by two the whole number of votes certified 
to have been given. The petitioner contends that 
these facts prove the certificate filed with the clerk cor- 
rect, and the petitioner entitled to his seat. 

The. sitting member was not notified that his elec- 
tion would be contested, until after his arrival in this 
city, and he now states that he believes that, if time 
was allowed him, he could procure testimony to sup- 
port his election, and to show that the petitioner re- 
ceived many illegal votes, and that there were several 
erroncous returns made in favor of the petitioner; and 
‘the sitting member asks for reasonable time to be al- 
lowed him to obtain such testimony. 

Upon a full view of all the circumstances of the case, 
the committee are of opinion that further time ought 
to be granted to the sitting member to procure testi- 
mony, and they accordingly submit the following re- 
solution : 

Resolved, That until the be allowed to Tho- 
mas K. Harris, a member of this House, to procure 
testimony relative to his election. 


On motion of Mr. Fisk, the House resolved it- 
self into a Committee of the Whole, on the said 
report. 

The petitioner was allowed to take his seat at 
‘the bar of the House to support his right. 

Some conversation took place on the time 
which ought to be allowed. 

Mr. Ke ty (the petitioner) declared his resolu- 
tion to oppose the granting to Mr. Harris of any 
time to procure evidence. 

The blank was filled with three months; and 
the question stated on the adoption of the resolu- 
dion as amended. 

Mr. KxLLy then opposed the report of the com- 
mittee, on the ground that he was now entitled 
to the seat occupied by Mr. HARRIS, and ought 
not therefore longer to be kept from it. ‘The bur- 


thrown another man. The case was referred to the 
Committee of Elections, and their report committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House, where it was under 
discussion for three several days, and has ultimated in 
a vote of postponement for three months, in order that 
other testimony may be procured by the parties. I 
opposed, from first to last, with all the energy I was 
master of, the continuance of Mr. Harris in the seat of 
your Representative; and argued, in substance, that 
the proof I introduced was clear, competent, and legal, 
to prove the fact of having received a majority of votes; 
from which fact, my right to a seat necessarily result- 
ed, according to the clearest and most obvious consti- 
tutional principles of the country ; that the commission 


| as a member must inevitably have issued to me and 


not to Mr. Harris, had no error been committed in 
making out the return from Warren court-house; that 
the error of an officer ought not to prejudice even an 
individual, much less the people of a district in their 
elective franchise; but should be corrected as soon as 
proven to exist, and the parties placed in the same sit- 
uation they would have occupied, had no error been 
committed, and the man having a majority of votes 
should take his seat for the present in preference to 
the man having a minority, notwithstanding a commis- 
sion had been accidentally issued to him; that, in fact, 
the vote of the people made the Represontative, and 
not the commission, which was nothing more than a 
respectable grade of evidence pointed out by law, to 
prove the fact of a majority of votes having been given 
to the person commissioned ; that it was good evidence 
of that fact until controverted by proof; but so soon as 
it was proven that a majority of votes were given to 
another candidate, the commission became defunct, its 
foundation sapped, and no office could be held in vir- 
tue of it; that, in fact, the parties should occupy the 
ground, and move in the orbits, designated for them by 
the people. 

In the progress of the debate Mr. Harris neither 
manifested magnanimity and candor enough to admit, 
or nerve enough to deny, the existence of the error 
complained of; but enveloped himself in a labyrinth of 
nice technicalities, played off the adroit special plead- 
er, and progressed protestando, “admitting for argu- 
ment sake,” that the error did exist; yet the evidence 
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was entitled to it by the choice of the people of 
the district from which I come. And as I have 
taken it under a belief that I am their legitimate 
representative, I would be unwilling to relinquish 
it until I had a fair opportunity of procuring tes- 
timony to defend it. ; 

The result of the election was not known to 
me until about the 28th or 29th of April, when I 
received a letter from Governor Blount, stating 
merely the aggregate number of votes that each 
candidate got in the district, and enclosing me 
the credential of my election. The Governor 


relied on to prove it ought not to be noticed; because, 
according to his notions of law, it was ex parte, he 
having no notice while in Tennessee, that the evidence 
would be taken or the seat claimed. 

To this I replied, that, the copy from the clerk’s of- 
fice of Warren county court, and from the secretary’s 
office, could not be denominated ex parte testimony, 
under any circumstances whatever; that any citizen 
‘was authorized to take copies of them at any time, 
without being bound even by the principles of deco- 
rum, much less of law, to give any man notice of his 
intention to take them; and as to the depositions intro- 
duced, unless Mr. Harris denied the facts proved by 
them, the exception to them on the ground of their 
being ex parte did not apply, because, a cross-exami- 
nation (which was the object of notice) would not have 
altered the case, and therefore no injury had resulted 
to him for want of notice; the reason of the law did 
not exist, and, therefore, the law itself could not. 

.Mr. Harris, besides his ex parte argument, claims 
the benefit of a postponement, on the following grounds : 


did not think it necessary, as I had a majority of 
the votes, tu give me a full statement of the polls 
at every place of election. But for the satisfac- 
tion of Mr. Kelly, who he knew would wish to 
understand particularly how many votes were 
returned to me from each county, be transmitted 
to him a full statement of all the returns, request- 
ing him to forward it, after he had examined it, 
to the editor of the Knoxville Gazette. This 
statement must have been received by Mr. Kelly 
nearly about the same time that I received the 
letter from the Governor, for, on the 3d of June, 
while on my way here, I saw Mr. Kelly at Sparta, 


and, of course, as to that particular point in the casc, 
was sufficient to authorize its correction, which would 
have left the majority in my favor; and even if Mr. 
Harris were afterwards to contest my election success- 
fully, it would only show by the reasoning adopted 
that the House had acted a little whimsically. It could 
not be said, they had acted unjustly, because they had 
legal evidence before them to justify the procecding— 
evidence to show, that a majority of votes, were in fact 
given to me; but, on the contrary, suppose Mr. Har- 
ris should never be able to substantiate any of the 
statements he has made and have to descend from his 
accidental clevation, will not the people of the district, 
who have been deprived in the mean time of the ser- 
vices of their legitimate Representative, have been 
treated unjustly? To my mind they certainly will. 
One course, by possibility, might subject the House 
hereafter to the imputation of having acted whimsical- 
ly; the other, with at Jeast with equal probability, 
} might subject them to the charge of having acted un- 


Ast, because my poll had been overrated by the returns | justly. Between these alternatives the choice is obvi- 
from Franklin and Bledsoe counties; 2dly, because | ous: of two evils always to choose the least; to avoid 
very many illegal votes were given to me at the elec- | Scylla we should not run foul of Charybdis. Again, 
tion; and, 3dly, because the sheriff of Rhea county had jit cannot be properly said that Mr. Harris holds his 


acted improperly, and destroyed votes given to him at 
the poll for Rodgers, and ‘surreptitiously put in their 
‘room votes for me; all these things, he said, he could 
prove, as he believed, if time was allowed to procure 
testimony. 

I contended, that he ought not to be kept in his seat, 
on either of these grounds, because his statement on 
every point was at war with the authenticated returns, 
which I produced, and conceived to be superior to the 
statement of any man; and if he chose to litigate those 
points, he ought to do it on the same terms he must have 
done it, had no error been committed in his favor from 
‘Warren; that, in fact, it was well proven to the com- 
mittee, that he had a minority of votes, and therefore 
should be put to the laboring var. But a large major- 
ity of the members were of opinion, that but one deci- 
sion could properly be made in the case, and that deci- 
sion should be postponed, until an opportunily would 
be allowed to procure testimony to every point in dis- 
pute; because it would be whimsical in the Iouse, to 
turn out a man now, notwithstanding he had dropped 
among them by accident, and hereafter, on his making 
proof of his statements, to take him in again. This 
conclusion seems to me to be rather drawn from than 
to follow the premises: and the course of reasoning, as 
applied to the case in question, rather plausible than 
solid. 

It is certainly true, that every tribunal should avoid 
acting whimsically, but, at the same time, it must be 
more important that they should avoid acting unjustly. 
The testimony offered proved the existence of an error, 


seat by virtue of his commission, because the proof that 

document once afforded of his having received a major- 

ity of votes is now done away. It is proven by legal 

and competent testimony that he did not get a majori- 

ty; therefore he must hold by some other tenure, and 
! this tenure is the existence of facts, evidenced by his 
own statements only. ‘This tenure by statement and 
allegation, is not sanctioned by the laws and Constitu- 
tion of the country. If it were, some men would al- 
ways be in office, and the people liable to be represent- 
ed by aman they never elected. 

However, I would not be understood, as attaching 
the smallest degree of censure to the members of the 
House. No sublunary tribunal is exempt from error ; 
and I am confident the difference of opinion upon the 
subject is an honest one, and the vote of postponement 
, the result of judgment candidly exercised; and being 
; 50, it becomes a duty to acquiesce, however hard it 
| may operate; and this duty is not at all infringed by 
; pointing out in a decorous manner any reasons that 

may exist calculated to show that another course 
would have been more proper. 

T have used every exertion in my power to discharge 

; the duties which devolved on me as your Representa- 

tive, and have no doubt, but my endeavors to serve you 
will be duly appreciated, not only by those who honor- 
ed me with their suffrage, but by a number who voted 
against me. 

Accept the assurances of esteem, &c. 

WM. KELLY. 
Wasuixcron City, June 9, 1813. 
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the return from that county, which he now | ville and was shown it by the editor of the Knox- 
alleges to have been made. Mr. Kelly must, | ville Gazette, to whom Mr. Kelly had sent it. — 
therefore, at that time have had, either on paper 
or in his recollection, a full statement of the re- | ‘ were some men whose resources would be amply 
turns which had been forwarded to him by the | ‘ sufficient to enable them to travel so great a dis- 
Governor. Why did not Mr. Kelly show it to |‘ tance backwards and forwards, in the proseeu- 
me? Why did he not suggest to me the proba- |‘ tion of such a contest, while the resources of 
bility of a mistake from Warren? He says, sir, | ‘others would be too limited for such a task.” 
that delicacy prevented him from making the | What idea these remarks were intended to com- 
communication. This apology would well have | municate, I will not distinctly undertake to say; 
been acceptable, if delicacy had also prevented | but E presume, sir, the affluent or indigent cir- 
him from controverting my election until he had | cumstances of parties will never be said to 
given me fair warning of his intention to do so. | have any influence on this honorable body, in 
What would have been the consequence if Mr.! making a decision on a subject involving the 
Kelly had shown me the statement of the returns | legitimacy of a Representative of the people to 
‘which he had received? I would have seen im- | the National Legislature. Mr. Kelly says, that 
mediately that the return from Franklin county | if the mistake in the return from Warren had 
gave him 227 votes instead of 223, the number | not been made, he would have obtained the com- 
which the sheriff of that county wrote him, a day | mission of the Governor, and now would have 
or two after the clection, that he got there. I | been occupying my seat; and that he should now 
would have scen that the return from Bledsoe | be placed in the same situation he would have 
county gave him 59 votes instead of 56, the num- | becn in if the mistake had not been made. This 
ber which several persons from that county, im- | I know, sir, is the most plausible argument that 
mediately after the election, said he had gotten | could be urged in his favor, and upon the first 
there. I would have gone with the gentleman | consideration of it, it is admirably calculated to 
to Warren—I would have sent to Franklin and | produce doubt upon the subject. But, upon a 
to Bledsoe, and would have seen, after rectifying | closer examination, it will be found to have noth- 
all mistakes, who was ‘fairly elected. But, sir, jing like reason for its support. Suppose Mr. 
Mr. Kelly thought it most prudent to keep the | Kelly on this occasion, instead of attempting to 
statement of the returns from my view—delicacy | prove a mistake in the sheriffs return, had brought 
prevented him from saying to’me that he sus- | along with him credible witnesses, and had proved 
pected a mistake had been made in the return | before the Committee of Elections, by them, that 
from Warren of two’ votes in my favor, which, if | two or more persohs that voted for me-were, by 
rectified, would give him a majority of one. | the laws of Tennessee, not entitled to vote, And, 
This kind of delicacy, sir, was doing me injustice, | suppose in that case he had contended that if I 
because, if he had given me the information, | had not gotten those two or more illegal votes, 
I would have examined into all the returns, and | he would have obtained the commission of the 
would have been prepared perhaps at this time | Governor, and would at this time have occupied 
to show to this honorable body that the mistakes | my seat. Will it be said in a case like that— 
before alluded to were made ia Mr. Kelly’s favor, | without my having had any notice of an inten- 
which, if rectified, would give me a majority of | tion on his part to contest my election before 
at least six votes. What effect, sir, is this course į my arrival here, it would be right for me to sur- 
of proceeding to have upon this affair? Will it | render my seat, and return home to procure 
he right for the gentleman to take advantage of | testimony to show that he received illegal votes 
his own omission to give me notice, when he had |also? No, sir, it might justly be said in a 
it in his power to do so, and that I should now | case like that, on my part, that if I had re- 
be precipitated from the seat which I occupy, | ceived notice that my election was to be contest- 
without having any chance to show by testimony | ed, I might have been prepared to show that he 
that I ought to retain it? I would presume, sir, | got more illegal votes than I did. So also in 
that the House of Representatives of the United | this case, if I had received reasonable notice, I 
States would never be prepared to make such aj; might have been prepared to show that more 
decision. I cannot avoid more particularly no- | mistakes were made in his favor than in mine. 
ticing the apology of the gentleman for not ap- principle is the same. I had no notice, until 


i a 


prizing me of the supposed mistake, when 1 | tny arrival in this city, that my election would 
recollect that on Friday last he stated to this | be contested. a 

committee, that the reasons which induced him| It is a faet, sir, which Mr. Kelly (to use his 
to suspect a mistake had been made in the return | own language) will not hazard the contradiction 
from Warren, was, that he passed by Warren | of, that the sheriff of Franklin county did write 
court-house the day after the clection, and that|to him a day or two after the election, stating 
the sheriff had given him the number of votes I | that the number of votes which he got in that 
got there, which was 224 only, This shows that | county was 223; the friends of Mr. Kelly told 
when he saw me he must have been convinced |me they saw the sheriff’s statement to him, and 
there was a mistake, and therefore, delicacy should | | received a letter by the last mail from a gen- 
not have prevented him from making it known | leman in Warren county, of high respectability, 
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well known to all my colleagues from West 
Tennessee, confirming it to be a fact. 

Independent of these reasons, I allege, that if I 
had time to procure testimouy, I am informed 
and believe that I could prove the deputy sheriff 
of Rhea county, who held the election, was 
guilty of destroying tickets which had been given 
in by voters tor Mr. Rodgers, and of putting other 
tickets in for Mr. Kelly in their place—aud that 
upon counting out the tickets, their number want- 
ed one of being equal to the number of votes. I 
received by the last mail a statement of these 
facts from Mr. Rodgers, a gentleman who was 
also a candidate, and who is well known to all 
my colleagues as a man of character and veracity. 
This, sir, is the only species of testimony that it 
could be expected for me to produce at this time 
in favor of a continuance of this contest. 

What, sir, would be the consequence if it 
should be the opinion of the committee that they 
would decide finally upon it now, without giving 
me time to procure testimony? Mr. Kelly would 
be permitted to take my seat, and I would have 
to return home in search of evidence to show he 
was not entitled to it. Perhaps before the close 
of the session I might return here with evidence 
to show that a mistake had been made in favor 
of Mr. Kelly in one other return, which, if recti- 
fied, would give me a majority, whereupon | 
would be reinstated in my seat. Mr. Kelly might 
then go in search of other mistakes, or of illegal 
votes, and thus there would be no end to the 
contest. 

But, sir, if we waive every consideration with 
respect to the want of notice, and decide from 
the legal testiinony before us, it will still be 
found that the majority of votes would be in my 
favor. The law of Tennessee upon the subject 
requires that the sheriff shall certify who are the 
inspectors of each election in his county, and that 
his certificate shall be attached to the returno. 
Upon looking at the document produced from 
the Secretary’s office, containing all the returns, 
it will be found that there appears to be no such 
return from Roane county as is required by law— 
as it has no certificate of the sheriff showing 
that the persons who have signed themselves as 
inspectors were such. 

Considerable further debate took place; when 
the Committee rose without coming to any de- 
cision. And the House adjourned to Monday. 


Monvay, June 7. 

Saaprack Bonn appeared, was qualified, and 
took his seat, as the Delegate from the Illinois 
Territory. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee Èt Ways and 
Means, reported a bill for the relief of David Hen- 
ley; which was read twice, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Dawson, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, presented a bill to incorporate 
a company for making a certain turnpike road 
in the county of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice, and commit- 


Proceedings. 
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ted toa Committee of the Whole on Thursday 
next. 

Mr. Dawson, from the same committee, also 
presented a bill to incorporate a company for 
making a certain turnpike road in the county of 
Alexandria; which was read twice, and commit- 
ied to a Committee of the Whole on Thursday 
next. 

Mr. Dawson, from the same committee, also 
presented a bill to inerease the capital stuck of 
the Bank of Washington; which was read twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “for the relief 
of Alexander Phonix,” in which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 

The bill was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the Committee of 
Elections, on the petition of William Kelly, con- 
testing the election of Thomas K. Harris, sitting 
member, from Tennessee. 

The Committee rose, after two or three hours’ 
discussion, without having come to a decision. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE Unirep STATES: 

To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

I lay before Congress copics of certain Legislative 

acts of Pennsylvania, transmitted for that purpose by 


the Governor of that State. 
JAMES MADISON. 
Wasninxeron, June 5, 1813. 


[The papers communicated by the President 
with the preceding Message, were, “ A supplement 
to an act to incorporate a company for the pur- 
pose of cutting and making.a canal between the 
river Delaware and the Chesapeake Bay,” and 
extracts from the act mentioned in the above title.] 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Governor of the State of Connecticut, 
enclosing a resolution of the Legislature of that 
State, not ratifying an amendment proposed by 
Congress to the Constitution of the United States, 
re-pecting titles of nobility. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a code 
of rules and regulations for the Army of the Uni- 
ted States, which has received the approbation 
of the President; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Tuespay, June 8. 


Two other members, to wit: from Pennsylva- 
nia, Hues Guascow; and from Ohio, Rezin 
BEALL; appeared, produced their credentials, were 
qualified, and took their seats. 

Mr. ALSTON, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, made a report; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Dawson, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, presented a bill to incorporate 
an Insurance Company in Georgetown, in the 
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Districtof Columbia; which was read twice, and MILITIA PENSIONS. 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on} Mr, McLean offered the following resolutions 
Thursday next. for consideration: 

Mr. Dawson also presented a bill to incorpo-| — Resok on À p 
rate the Fire Insurance Company of Alexandria; |in Resovia, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 

hich ligi itted Com. instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- | some provi jor th d J h e 
mittee of the Whole on Thursday next me provision- forthe widows and orphans of the 

Mr. Daws ae i 4 Jil a militia slain by the enemy, or who may hereafter be 

r. Dawson also presented a bil! to Incorpo- | slain by them, during the present war, while in the 
rate a Marine and Fire Insurance Company 1N | actual service of the United States, and for whose fam- 
the town of Alexandria ; which was read twice, | ilies no provision exists by law; and that they report 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on | by bill or otherwise. 

Thursday next. i Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 

A message from the Senate informed the House | structed to inquire whether any provision ought to be 
that the Senate have passed a bill “supplement- | made for the indemnification of those persons who had 
ary to the acts heretofore passed on the subject of | property taken into the service of the Northwestern 
an uniform rule of naturalization ;” in which they | Army under the command of General Hull, and which, 
desire the concurrence of this House. in consequence of his surrender of the garrison at De- 

The bill was read twice, and committed toa troit, fell into the hands of the enemy; and that they 
Committee of the Whole to-morrow. report by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, the Com- Mr. McLean introduced these resolutions by 
mittee on Foreign Relations were instructed to observing that he had examined the existing pro- 
inquire into the expediency of making further pro- | Visions of the laws on the subject of the first reso- 
visien, by law, for prohibiting trade and inter- lution, and had not been able to find that_they 
course between the citizens of the United States | embraced the object therein contemplated, There 


and the enemies thereof, and that they report by | Was indeed, he said, a provision for volunteers for 
bill or otherwise. twelve months, but none for the families of those. 


On motion of Mr. McKim, who volunteered for a shorter period. He trusted 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury that on this subject there could exist no differ- 
be directed to report to this House what progress | ence of opinion; but that the Government would 
has been made in preparing a digest of the arts | make such provision for the representatives of 
and manufactures of the United States, from the | the men who had fallen in service as might in 
returns reported to him by the marshals, as di- | some degree free them from the pressure of want. 
rected by a joint resolution of both Houses of It appeared to him that the inquiry ought not to 
Congress, in February, 1812. be made, whether or not an individual slain in 

The Speaker laid before the House a resolu- | battle had been regularly enlisted or had volun- 
tion of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian | teered for twelve months. The only question 
Church, appointing for the Churches ander their | ought to be—was he, when he fell, fighting under 
care a day to be set apart as a day of humiliation, | the eagles of his nation against the enemies of 
fasting, and pray er.—Laid on the table. his country. No matter whether he came to his 

The Elouse resolved itsclf into a Committee of | death in resisting the marauders of our coast, or 
the Whole on the report of the Committee of Elec- the savage enemy ; his family was entitled to 
tions, for allowing to Mr. Harris, of Tennessee, relief. The latter part of the resolution, Mr. 
and Mr. Kelly, who contests his election, a fur- McLean said, was intended to institute an in- 
ther time of three mouths to procure evidence in | quiry into the propriety of making provision for 
relation to the same. those persons, whose property was taken into 

After considerable further debate, the report public service by the detachment under the com- 
was adopted in Committee, and confirmed by the mand of General Hull, who had assisted that 
House, where the vote was—for the report 102,} army in its progress to Detroit, and, in conse- 
against it 55, quence of the surrender of that place, fell into the 

And, on motion, the House adjourned until to- hands of the enemy. Although that property 
morrow. had been generally valued, yet,from the confu- 
sion which ensued on the surrender, many of 
those valuations had been lost. Mr. M. said he 
was informed that many applications had been 
made on this head to the Paymaster General, who 
could not pay the money, it appeared, without 
regular vouchers. Persons thus situated had a 
right to appeal to their country, and ask for re- 
muneration; and he hoped he would not be re- 
fused. 

The first proposition was agreed to.. 

Mr. Srygent suggested the propriety of mak- 
ing the inquiry proposed in the second resolution 
more general. ` 

Mr. Grosvenor moved to strike out the latter 
part of the resolution, and in lieu of it insert, 


= ee 


Weonespay, June 9. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “concerning 
certain streets in Georgetown,” in which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. i 

‘The bill was read twice, and ordered to be read 
the third time this day. The bill was then.read 
the third time, and passed. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill to increase the capital 
stock of the Bank of Washington. The bill was 
gone through in Committee, reported tothe House, 
and ordered to lie on the table. ; 
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“those persons whose property has been captured | Alexandria; which bill having been gone through, 
or destroyed by the enemy during the present | was reported to the House, and, on motion of Mr, 
war.” He did not propose a general provision | Erres, ordered to lie on the table. 
for the relief of all who should come under this A message from the Senate informed the House 
description; but there were an hundred cases, | that the Senate have passed a bill “for the relief 
perhaps, to which relief ought to be extended, as | of Thomas Sloo,” in which they desire the con- 
well as to the sufferers at Detroit. The commit- | currence of this House. 
tee would, by having the whole subject before The bill was read twice, and committed to the 
them. report generally, and save the House the | Committee of Claims. f 
trouble of distinct references. t Mr. BURWELL, from the Committee of Elec- 
Mr. Finpcry said that iv all the Revolutionary | tions, made a detailed report on the petition of 
war, no provision had been made to compensate | John Taliaferro, contesting the election of John 
persons for property destroyed by the enemy. | Hungerford, a sitting member from Virginia, 
A. distinction had always been taken in favor of | which concludes with the following resolutions: 
property destroyed in the publie service, The | « Resolved, That the said election held in April last 
principle proposed in the amendment, which | was illegal and ought to be set aside. 


would include every vessel captured at sea, was; « Resolved, That John P. Hungerford is not entitled 
not lightly to be gone into. He wished the reso- | to a seat in this House.” 


lution to lie for further consideration. He was The report was referred to the Committee of 
of opinion some further legal provision was neces- the Whole. 


sary, but how far he was not prepared to say. 
The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


NATURALIZATION LAW. Mr. Eppes, from the Committee of Ways and 
On motion of Mr. Fisk, of New York, the | Means, made the following report: 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the The Committee of Ways and Mcans, to whom was 


Whole, on the following bill: t referred so much of the Message of the President of 
A bill supplementary to the acts heretofore passed on į the United States as relates to the establishment of a 
the subject of an uniform rule of naturalization. | well digested system of internal revenue, have had the 


Be it enacted, $c., That all alien enemies resident | same under consideration. They deem it unnecessary 
in the United States or the Territories thereof, on the į to say anything as to the necessity of providing addi- 
eighteenth day of Tune, one thousand cight hundred j tional revenue at a time when the general rate of cx- 
and twelve, may he admitted citizens of the United i penditure has been so much increased by measures 
States, at the times, and in the manner prescribed by | necessarily connected with a state of war. A refor- 
the laws heretofore passed on that subject, anything ! ence to the reports from the Treasury Department and 
in any former law to the contrary notwithstanding : | from the Committee of Ways and Means, during the 
Provided, That no alien enemies shall be admitted j last and preceding years, will show that a provision 
citizens, who shall not, within nine months after the | for additional revenue can no longer be delayed with- 
passage of this act, make such declaration of their in- | out a violation of all those principles held sacred in 
tention as is required by law: And provided also, | every country where the value and importance of na- 
That nothing herein contained shall be taken or con- ; tional credit have been justly estimated. They have 
strued to interfere or prevent the “apprchension and | reviewed the system heretofore presented, and taking 
removal, agreeably to law, of any alien enemy, at any į into consideration its having been sanctioned in its 
time previous to the actual naturalization of such alien.” | principles by a vote of the House of Representatives, 

The bill was read through, and, no opposition ; have determined to recommend its adoption, with some 
being made to it, it was reported to the House, | Modification, in preference to commencing a new sys- 

Mr. BURWELL stated that he was not perfectly | tem at a period when neither the principles or details 
prepared at present to act on this bill, and was į could receive that mature consideration on which alone 
desirous to offer amendments; one of which he | they could venture to recommend its adoption. The 
wished to propose for the purpose, if acceptable | bills heretofore reported were founded on estimates 
to the Howse, of confining the privilese of nat- , which assumed for a basis the providing a revenue 

1 nse, S privileg z | suflicient to meet the expenses of the Peace Establish- 
uralized citizens to residents within the United ! ment, the interest the old d - 
States. He therefore moved that the bill lic on |; AUER aea re Eni and on such new 
the table tor theo: A oansas have been or may hereafter be authorized. These 

present. several items for the year 1814, are estimated as fol- 

After a few words from Mr. Benson, who ap- | lows: 
peared to think that such a provision, if necessary, 
need not be incorporated in this bill; the bill was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


The expenses of the Peace Establishment - $7,000,000 
The interest on the public debt— 


i On the old funded - - - - -~ 2,100,000 
On six per cent. stock of 1812, including 
aa j P stock o. , includin 
Tacrspay, June 10, |! temporary loans received in part of the 
Mr. Hempstreap appeared, was qualified, and] loan of $11,000,000, which will remain 
took his seat as the Delegate from the Missouri; unpaid in 1814 - =- - ~~ 500,000 
Territory. On six per cent. stock of 1813 - - 1,090,000 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of | On Treasury Notes, which will be reim- 
the Whole, on the bili to incorporate a company | bursable in 1814, say on $5,900,000 at 
for making a turnpike road in the county of} 525 percent. - °- - «© ~ 270,000 
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On the loan for 1814—interest payable 
within that year - ae 


11,400,000 


The revenue now established being esti- 
mated to produce - - - - 5,800,000 
Leaves to be provided for - - 5,600,000 


To meet which sum the committee propose— 


1. A direct tax of - - - - - $3,000,00 
Internal duties, viz: 

Duties on stills, say - - - - 765,000 
On refined sugars - - - - - 200,000 
On retailers’ licenses - - - - 500,000 
On sales at auction - - - - - 50,000 
On carriages - - - - - - 150,000 
On bank notes and negotiable paper - 400,000 
On salt at 20 cents - - - - 400,000 
Additional duty on foreign tonnage - 900,000 
6,365,000 

Deduct for expenses of collection, assess- 
ment, and losses - - - - 750,000 
Leaves - - - - - - 5,615,000 


The committee therefore ask leave to report the fol- 
lowing bills : 

1. A bill for the assessment and collection of direct 
taxes. 

2. A bill to lay and collect a direct tax within the 
United States. 

3. A bill laying a duty on imported salt. 


$440,000 | 


views or take different sides. He would merély 
| remark, by way of explanation, what would be 
[eet by all, that the subjects to which 
| these resolutions referred, were intimately con-. 
| nected with the cause of the present war. The 
! revocation of the Orders in Council of Great 
| Britain was the main point on which the war 
| turned, and it had been demanded for the reason 
that the French decrees had ceased to exist. 
| This then was the point at issue. Mr. W. re- 
i marked on what he termed the contradictory 
evidence on this head: the letter of Mr. Cham- 
| pagny on one hand asserting the revocation ; the 
| speech of the Emperor to the free cities on the 
l other denying it; the decisions of the French Ad- 
| miralty Courts on one hand, and opposite deci- 
sions of the same courtson the other. The whole 
matter, in short, was involved in doubt. But, on 
; the declaration of war, and not until then, a de- 
i cree appeared repealing the French decrees; a 
: decree, which, if issued, had laid dormant, mere 
brutum fulmen, until after the war commenced, 
| and then only made its appearance. In March 
| Jast, it would also be recollected, the President 
had communicated to Congress, immediately be- 
| fore its adjournment, certain correspondence be- 
| tween our Government and its Minister in France, 
the prominent feature of which correspondence 
was, that, in an interview between our Minister 
jand the French Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
j which took place about the 1st of May, 1812, it 
was stated by the latter that the decree in ques- 
tion had been put into the hands of our Minister 


4. A bill establishing the office of Commissioner of | in France, and transmitted to the French Min- 


the Revenue. 
5. A bill laying duties on licenses to retailers of 
wines, spirituous liquors, and foreign merchandise. 


ister in the United States, at the time at which 
it bore date. To shed light on this transaction, 
Mr. W. said, it was, that he moved these resolves, 


6. A bill laying dutics on carriages for the convey- | in the discharge of what he deemed a duty to his 


ance of persons. 


7. A bill laying duties on licenses to distillers of | 


spirituous liquors. 

8. A bill laying duties on sales at auction of foreign 
merchandise and of ships and vessels. 

9. A bill laying duties on sugars refined within the 
United States. 

10. A bill laying duties on bank notes and on notes 
of hand, and foreign bills of exchange of certain de- 
scriptions. 

11. A bill making further provision for the collec- 
tion of intcrnal duties. 

12. A bill laying an additional duty on foreign 
tonnage, : 

The -several bills above recited were read 
twice, and referred to a Committee of the Whole, 
and made the order of the day for Monday. 


FRENCH DECREES. 


Mr. WoerstTer rose, as he said, to call the at- 
tention of the House toa subject of considerable im- 
portance—a task which he had hoped would have 
fallen into the hands of some other gentleman 
better qualified than himself to undertake it. He 
then read the resolutions which will be found be- 
low. In offering these resolutions, it was not his 
intention, he said, to enter into any discussion or 
argument, or to advance any proposition what- 
ever, on which gentlemen could adopt different 


‘constituents and his country. The declaration 
of the French Minister had a great bearing on 
f the reputation of the country—on the reputation 


| of those persons who, in their official characters, 
! represented the dignity of the nation. To place 
| their conduct in its proper light, he presented to 
| the consideration of the House the following res- 


olutions: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform this House, unless the public 
interest should in his opinion forbid such communica- 
tion, when, by whom, and in what manner, the first 
intelligence was given to this Government of the decree 
of the Government of France, bearing date on the 28th 
April, 1811, and purporting to he a definitive repeal of 
the decrees of Berlin and Milan. i 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
De requested to inform this House whether Mr. Rus- 
sell, the Chargé d’Affairce of the United States at the 
Court of France, has ever admitted or denied to this 
Government the correctness of the declaration of the 
Duke of Bassano to Mr. Barlow, the late Minister of 
the United States at that Court, as stated in Mr. Bar- 
low’s letter of the 12th May, 1812, to the Secretary of 
State, “that the said decree of April 28, 1811, has 
been communicated to his (Mr. Barlow’s) predecessor 
there ;” and to lay before this House any correspond- 
ence with Mr. Russell, relative to that subject, which it 
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may not be improper to communicate; and also any 
correspondence between Mr. Barlow and Mr. Russell, 
on tbat subject, which may be in possession of the 
Department of State. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to infor 
ter of France, near the United States, ever informed 
this Government of the existence of the said decree of 
the 28th April, 1811, and to lay before the House any 
correspondence that may have taken place with the 
said Minister relative thereto, which the President may 
not think improper to be communicated. i 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House any other 
information which may be in his possession, and which 
he may not deem it injurious to the public interest to 
disclose, relative to the said decree of the 28th April, 
1811, and tending to show at what time, by whom, and 
in what manner, the said decree was first made known 
to this Government, or to any of its representatives or 
agents. 

Resolved, That the President be requested, in case 
the fact be that the first information of the existence of 
said decree of the 28th April, 1811, ever reccived by 
this Government, or any of its ministers or agents, was 
that communicated in May, 1812, by the Duke of Bas- 
sano to Mr. Barlow, and by him to his Government, as 
mentioned in his letter to the Secretary of State, of 
May 12, 1812, and the accompanying papers, to inform 


| White, Whitehill, 


Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, 
Winter, Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 
Naxys—Messrs. Bard, Bowen, Butler, Caldwell, 
Clark, Clopton, Crawford, Dawson, Denoyelles, Desha, 
Findley, Glasgow, Gourdin, Hall, Ingham, Kershaw, 


m this House whether the Minis- | King of North Carolina, Leflerts, Montgomery, Nel- 


! son, Ormsby, Parker, Roane, Roberts, Sage, Sevier, 
j Smith of Pennsylvania, and Wilson of Pennsylvania. 
| The resolutions having been again read, 
Mr. Bırs said he was persuaded that, on every 
i proper occasion, the most perfect disposition would 
| be manifested by the House to ask for any infor- 
! mation solicited by one of its members. It was 
! unquestionably their right, and under certain cir- 
į cumstances their duty, to ask for information of 
the Executive in relation to public affairs, but 
under other circumstances it might be improper. 
We are therefore, said Mr. B., in exercising this 
right, to judge of the effect any call is likely to 
produce on the public service. If it will not be 
| prejudicial, the call ought to be indulged; but, if 
iit might do injury, it would unquestionably be 
| proper to refuse the call. For myself, said Mr. B., 
I am unable to determine at present, from the 
great extent of the resolutions, whether it would 
be proper to make the call or not. No injury, 
certainly, could result froma day’s delay. Mr. B. 
therefore moved that the resolutions lie on the 


this House whether the Government of the United, table, and be ordered to be printed. 


States has ever required from that of France any ex- 


planation of the reasons of that decree being concealed | tion to this course. 


Mr. Wesster said he had not the least objec- 
He was willing to give the 


from this Government and its Ministers for so long a | gentleman every opportunity to examine the res- 


time after its date ; and if such explanation has been 
asked by this Government, and has been omitted to be 
given by that of France, whether this Government has 
made any remonstrance, or expressed any dissatisfac- 
tion to the Government of France, at such concealment. 


Mr. Grosvenor having required the yeas and 
nays on the question of proceeding now to con- 
sider the resolutions, they were found to be—for 
consideration 132, against it 28, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Barnett, Baylics of Massachusetts, Beall, 
Benson, Bibb, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Bradley, 


Champion, Chapell, Cheves, Cilley, Comstock, Con- 
ard, Condict, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dewey, 
Duvall, Earle, Ely, Eppes, Farrow, Forney, Forsyth, 


Breckenridge, Brigham, Brown, Burwell, Caperton, ! © 
i 


olutions, under the perfect conviction that he would 

find that nothing was demanded which could in 

any way be prejudicial to the publie service. 
The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table 


accordingly. 


Fripay, June 11. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “to provide for 
the government of persons in certain fisheries ;” 
also, a bill “to provide for the accommodation 
f the household of the President of the United 
States;” in which bills they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 

The first mentioned bill was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee of Revisal and Un- 


Franklin, Gaston, Geddes, Gholson, Gloninger, Golds- | finished Business. 


borough, Goodwyn, Grosvenor, Grundy, Hale, Han- ! 


son, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of New York, Howell, : 
Hubbard, Humphreys, Hungerford, Hyneman, Inger- | 
soll, Irwin, Jackson of Rhode Island, Jackson of Vir- | 
ginia, Kennedy, Kent of N. York, Kent of Maryland, ; 
Kerr, Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, Law, Lewis, ! 
Lovett, Lyle, McCoy, MeKec, McLean, Miller, Mose- | 
ley, Murtree, Murkell, Newton, Oakley, Pearson, Pick- ; 
ering, Piper, Pitkin, Pleasants, Post, Potter, John Recd, į 
William Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennes- ; 
see, Rich, Ridgely, Ringgold, Robertson, Ruggles, | 
Schureman, Seybert, Sharp, Sheftey, Sherwood, Ship- 


The second mentioned bill was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. Dawson, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of the President and Directors of the Far- 
mers’ Bank of Alexandria, praying an extension 
of their charter, made a report “ that the prayer 
of the petitioners vught not to be granted.”—Re- 
port concurred in. 

Mr. Dawson also reported a bill to authorize 


herd, Skinner, Smith of New Hampshire, Smith of| the sale of the Glebe, in the county of Alexan- 
New York, Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Stockton, | dria, in the District of Columbia, and to provide 
Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, ‘J'allmadge, T'annchill, Tay- | for the adjustment of the adverse claims to the 
lor, Telfair, Thompson, Troup, Vose, Ward of Massa- | same.—'I'wice read, and committed. 

chusetts, Ward of New Jersey, Webster, Wheaton, | On motion of Mr. Erres, the Committee of 
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Ways and Means were discharged from. the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial for the estab- 
lishment of a new bank in this District, to dis- 
count ata rate of interest less than six per cent. 
And it was committed to the District Committee. 

Mr. ALSTON, from the committee to whom the 
subject had been referred, reported, in part, the fol- 
lowing resolution for the adoption of the House: 

“ Resolved, That a sum not exceeding two hundred | 
dollars be, and is hereby appropriated, out of the con- | 
tingent fund of this House, for the purpose of making 
provision for the accommodation of stenographers in 
the galleries of the House, and that, whenever such 

rovision shall have been made, no stenographers shall 
c admitted on the floor of the House.” 

The latter clause of this resolution was opposed 
by Mr. Waicut and Mr. Macon as being both 
unnecessary and inexpedient. Mr. Macon moved 
to amend the resolution by striking out the words 
in italic; but the motion was negatived, and the 
report was adopted, as above. 

A bill from the Senate for the government of 
persons employed in certain fisheries, was twice 
read and referred to the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business. 

A bill from the Senate to provide for the ac- 
commodation of the household of the President 
of the United States was twice read, and com- 
mitted. 

A motion was. made, by Mr. Dawson, to re- 
consider the vote, this day passed sub silentio, 
declaring ıt to be inexpedient to extend the char- 
ter of the Farmers’ Bank of Alexandria. 

Mr. Guouson observed that he knew nothing 
of the merits of this application; but, a single 
fact which had come to his knowledge was suf- 
ficient to influence his mind to give the applica- 
tion a fair and considerate hearing. That fact 
was, that this little bank, with a capital of only 
$300,000, had promptly come forward and loaned 
to the General Government $200,000. 

The vote was reconsidered, and the report of 
the committee against the application was re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole. 

The bill to incorporate a company to makea 
turnpike road in the county of Washington, 
passed through a Committee of the Whole, and 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
as was also a bill to incorporate a company for 
making a turnpike road in the county of Alex- 
andria, which had passed through a Committee 
of the Whole yesterday. 

The Louse resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on bills to incorporate two or three 
insurance companies in this District; which were 
gone through, aud reported to the House. 

On motion of Mr. Rogerrs, these bills were 
ordered to lie on the table for examination, as he 
conceived their provisions to be too indefinite and 
unrestricted, &c. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPSTEAD, the Committee 
of Public Lands were instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of allowing further time for the 
payment for public lands in the district. of Ar- 
kansas, in the ‘Territory of Missouri ; with leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


pe nr NL m 
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On motion of Mr. Fisk, of New York, the 
House resumed the consideration of the naturali- 
zation laws, 

Mr. BurweLL rose to say that he had waived 
for the present his intention of proposing amend- 
ments to this bill; but he wished to give notice 
that he should not, at this, butat the next session 
of Congress, propose a radical change of our nat- 
uralization laws. He thought it was the duty of 
Congress to repeal, in toto, the laws of naturali- 
zation, or amend them in such a manner as to 
dry up the sources of collision with foreign Pow- 
ers which those laws, as they now stand, might 
afford. These provisions he should propose at 
the present session, if he thought they would 
now receive the mature investigation which they 
merit. He had considerable objections to the 
bill before the House, as it now stood; unless 
they were removed, he must vote against it. 
The principal objection was, that it would give 
to the numerous class of foreign merchants, who 
have been ordered from the seaports, the advan- 
tage of availing themselves of all the benefits of 
citizenship, and the protection and privilege they 
convey, by merely declaring an intention to be- 
come citizens, Whilst the Government has ren- 
dered it impossible for foreign seamen to become 
citizens of the United States, he felt great reluc- 
tance to extend tbe benefits of naturalization to 
those who should seek naturalization merely in 
the way of trade, to enable them to acquire wealth 
among us with the greater facility. 

Mr. Gaston said that he, too, like the gentle- 
man from Virginia, (Mr. Burwett,) had many 
objections to the bill. But that would not pre- 
vent him from endeavoring to amend it. A pro- 
viso to the bill, denies the right of acquiring cit- 
izenship to every alien “ who shall not, before a 
certain day, declare his intention,” &c. The 
phraseology of the bill would, at least, admit of 
doubt whether a similar declaration was not re- 
quired, after the passage of this bill, from those 
who have heretofore made such a declaration. 
To remove this ambiguity, he moved an amend- 
ment, to include, also, those “who have already 
made” the necessary declarations, &c. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. Suiruern said it was a fact which came 
within his knowledge, that many persons had 
been naturalized since the date of the declaration 
of war, viz: the 18th of June last. Tt was right, 
he thought, that those persons should be secured 
in the privileges of citizenship, without the ad- 
ditional trouble of renewing their oath, &e. He, 
therefore, moved an amendment, the object of 
which was to declare all such naturalizations as 
valid as if made before that day. 

This motion was negatived without debate. 
For the motion, 57; against it, 73. 

Mr. Macon proposed an amendment, the ob- 
ject of which was to confine the privilege of nat- 
uralization to such persons as have already de- 
clared their intention to become citizens, and 
going to take away the indulgence proposed to 


be allowed to those who have not so declared. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR, after expressing his wish that 
this bill should be amended by a competent com- 
mittee, with reference to its bearing on the law 
of last session, and the policy of the measures 
then adopted, moved that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Motion agreed to nemine contradicente. 


SATURDAY, June 12. 


Mr. NeLson, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to reward the officers and 
crew of the sloop of war Hornet; which was 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. ArcHER moved to commit to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, so much of the report of the Com- 
mittee of Unfinished Business as relates to a bill 
concerning invalid pensioners. This annual bill, 
it would be recollected, passed this House at the 
last session, but, having been amended by the 
Senate, had not been returned to this House in 
time to be acted on before adjournment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the report of the Committee of 
Elections on the contested election of John P. 
Hungerford, which report is in the following 
words: 

The Committee of Elections, to whom was referred 
the petition of John Taliaferro, complaining of the un- 
due clection of John P. Hungerford returned as one 
of the Representatives from Virginia in the present 
Congress, have had the same under consideration and 
report: 

That, at the last Congressional election in that State 
for Representatives, the said John P. Hungerford was 
returned as elected from the district composed of the 
counties of Westmoreland, Richmond, Lancaster, Nor- 
thumberland, King George, and Stafford. The peti- 
tioner was also a candidate. The laws of Virginia 
prescribing the manner of conducting such elections 
direct that “the clerks of the polls shall enter in dis- 
tinct columns, under the name of the person voted for, 
the name of each elector voting for such persons.” 

They further direct that “the clerks of the polls, 
having first signed the same, and made oath to the 
truth thereof, a certificate of which oath under the 
hand of a magistrate of the county shall be subjoined 
to each poll,’shall deliver the same to the sheriff,” &c. 

Upon inspecting the polls of the several counties, 
the following facts appear: 

In Westmoreland, the names of the voters are all 
entered in one general column, on the left hand mar- 
gin of the book; and figures in numerical order, instead 
of the names of the voters, are inserted in the columns 
under the names of the candidates, as evidence for 
whom each vote is given. 

In Richmond, the voters are registered in one column, 
and a straight mark, instead of the name of the voters, 
is inserted under the name of the candidate. 

In Stafford, the Christian name of the voter is not 
written on the poll; the initial letter only is given. 
The same occurs partially in Lancaster. 

On the polls of Westmoreland, Richmond, Lancas- 
ter, and Stafford, no certificate is found of any oath hav- 
ing been administered to the clerks keeping the same. 


The petitioner contends, that the irregularities and 
deviation from the express provisions of the law, are of 
such a nature as to render void the election, and re- 
quire a new one to he held. On the other hand it is 
urged by the sitting member, that most of the proceed- 
ings objected to, are justified by general practice, and 
that the manner of keeping the poll by entering the 
names of all the voters in one general column, is sanc- 
tioned by Jong usage; and that in Stafford, the initial 
only of the Christian name of the electors had been 
entered on the polls for several past elections. 

The committee are sensible that trivial errors, com- 
mitted by the officers conducting elections, resulting 
perhaps from a misconstruction of a doubtful passage 
of the law, ought not to deprive any class of citizens of 
the right of representation. 

Still it mustbe manifest, that to preserve the elective 
franchise pure and unimpaired, the positive commands 
and requirements of the law, in respect to the time, 
place, and manner of holding elections, ought to be ob- 
served. 

To enter the names of the voters promiscuously in 
one margin of the poll book, when the law positively 
directs them to be “ entered in distinct columns,” and 
“under the name ofthe candidate voted for,” is as 
manifest a departure from the law, as the selection of 
another time or another place, than that mentioned in 
the law. Nor can the committee conceive, that the 
prefixing the initial only of the Christian name to that 
of the family or surname of the voter, is a fair com- 
pliance with the spirit and intent of the law, which 
declares “ that the names of the voters shall be duly 
entered in distinct columns,” &c. It is to be presumed, 
that the object of the law in having the name “ duly 
entered,” is to exhibit to the country, on a scrutiny, 
who are the persons voting, and to test their title to a 
vote, by comparing the poll with the laud roll. 

And when for example the initial letter is I, it must 

‘ be obvious, that it may be taken to stand for John, or 
Joseph, or Jonathan, or Joshua, or Jeduthun, or Israel, 
Isaac, or Jacob, or Isaiah, or Jeremiah, and it would 
require no small share of perseverance and industry to 
contest an election when such endless uncertainty 
stands in the way of examination. 

The committee have not been satisficd, that such 
irregularities have ever been sanctioned on a scrutiny, 
either by the Legislature of Virginia or of the United 
States. When opposing candidatos have not objected 
to them, they may have passed sub silentio. We feel 
no hesitation in saying that custom ought not to justify 
a departure from the spirit and letter of positive law. 

Upon a view of the whole ground, the committee, 
convinced of the importance of adhering strictly to the 
provisions of the law, as well as of the irregularities in 
conducting this election, respectfully submit the follow- 
ing resolutions : 

Resolved, That the said election, held in the afore- 
said district in April last, was illegal and ought to be 
set aside. 

Resolved, That John P. Hungerford is not entitled 
to a seat in this House. 

The House were occupied during the remain- 
of this day in the discussion of this report, and 
adjourned without coming to any decision thereon. 


Monpay, June 14. 


Mr. McKee, from the Committee on the Pub- 
tic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John 
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James Dufour, and his associates; which was 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-day. A 

Mr. Trour, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the widows 
and orphans of militia slain, and for militia disa- 
bled in the service of the United States; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Wednesday next. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPSTEAD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military 
Affairs be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
diency of continuing in force “An act authorizing 
the President of the United States to raise certain 
companies of rangers for the protection of the 
frontiers of the United States,” passed January 2, 
1812; and the act supplementary thereto, passed 
July 1, 1812; with leave to report, by bill or 
otherwise. : 

The engrossed bill authorizing the incorpora- 
tion of a company for making a turnpike road in 
the county of Washington, in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and the engrossed bill to incorporate a 
company for making certain turnpike roads in 
the county of Alexandria, in same Distriet; were 
read a third time and passed. 


COMMITTEE OF ELECTIONS. 


Mr. Kina, of Massachusetts, after introductory 
remarks, explanatory of his views in respect 
thereto, offered for consideration the following 
resolutions: 


1. Resolved, That the Committee .of Elections be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reviving 
an act, entitled “An act to prescribe the mode of tak- 
ing evidence in cases of contested elections for mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives of the United 
States, and to compel the attendance of witnesses ;” 
or of reviving such parts thercof as they may judge 
expedient; with such alterations and additions as to 
them may appear necessary. 

2. Resolved, ‘That the rules and orders of this House 


be so far altered or amended, as that the Committce of 


Elections shall in future be designated by lot; for which 
purpose the names of all the members who shall take 
their seats on the first day of any session, on which 
the House inay form a quorum, shall be put into a 
ballot box by the Clerk, in presence of the House, and 
seven of them shall be drawn therefrom by the Speak- 
er, also in presence of the House; which seven mem- 
bers, thus drawn, 
Elections. But if, in any case of contested election, 
one or more of said committee be interested therein, or 
related to cither. of the. parties, he or they shall, on 
motion to the House, be excused from sitting thereon, 
‘and one or more members shall be substituted in such 
case by lot, as aforesaid, from all the members who 
shall then be present, not on said committee, nor par- 
ties in said case. 

3. Resolved, That a special committee be appointed 
to examine the decisions of this House, already made, 
on the subject of contested elections, and report the 
rules, points, and principles, which appear to them to 
have been thereby settled or adjudged, and the cases 
in which they may have been thus settled or adjudged. 

The resolutions were read: when the first reso- 
lution was concurred in by the House; the sec- 


session, C 
quence of this appropriation, upwards of 31,000 
stand of arms; 


shall constitute the Committee of 


ond was ordered to lie on the table; and the third 
was postponed until Friday next. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 
The House then proceeded to the order of the 


day—the consideration of the report of the Com- 


mittee of Elections on John Taliaferro’s petition, 


contesting the election of John P. Hungerford— 


in Committee of the Whole. 

The House sat tilla late hour on this report, 
which underwent a full discussion; when the 
Committee rose, a motion was made to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the further 
consideration of the report, and negatived. 


Touespay, June 15. 


Another member, to wit: from Ohio, WILLIAM 
CREIGHTON, jun., appeared, produced his creden- 
tials, was qualified, and took his seat. 

Mr. Erres, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the bill from the Senate, “ for the 
relief of Alexander Phoenix,” with amendments; 
which were read, and concurred in by the House, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
to-morrow. 


DISTRIBUTION OF ARMS. 


Mr. PrrKin rose to propose a motion. He said 
that in 1808, it was within the knowledge of all, 
that a bill had passed for arming and equipping 
the whole Ka of the militia of the United States, 
and an annual appropriation of $200,000 had been 
made for that object. Since that time a number 
of arms had been procured under the law, and a 
distribution in part had taken place. It appeared, 
by documents placed before the House at a former 
that there had been procured, in conse- 


and that about 16,000 stands had 
been distributed to several of the States and Ter- 
ritories, eleven in number. The House had no 
information of the distribution of the remainder, 
or that any distribution had taken place of those 
which had been since procured—for contracts had 
been announced to have been. made, to a consid- 
erable extent, for further supplies. The construc- 
tion given to the law appears to have been, that 
a distribution might be made to some States to 
the exelusion of others. This construction, Mr. 
P. apprehended, was a very different one from 
that contemplated by the Legislature which pass- 
ed the law. The fair construction of the law, and 
according to his recollection the object of those 
who passed it, was, that the arms should be 
equally distributed as received by the United 
States. Mr. P. quoted the terms of the law, re- 
quiring the transmission of the arms procured 
under it to the several States and Territories, to 
be*distributed by the local authority of each. 
The report made to the House on this subject, 
accounted for the inequality of distribution, by 
stating that the arms had been distributed to those 
parts of the Union most exposed. ‘The situation 
of the United States had materially changed 
since that letter was written. Mr. P. said, his 
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evidence of her exposed situation, she was enti- 
tled to her fair proportion of the arms procured 
under the law in question. For the purpose of 
examining whether it was not the intention of 
the law that the arms should be equally distribu- 
ted to each State, and to bring the subject gene- 
tally before the Efouse, he offered the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what alterations are neces- 
sary to be made in the act for arming and equipping 
the whole body of the militia of the United States; and 
whether any, and, if any, what alterations are neces- 
sary, as to the time when the arnis, procured by virtue 
of this act, shall be distributed in each State and Ter- 
ritory ; and that the committee have leave to report by 
bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Troup said that, no doubt, the gentleman 
from Connecticut, in offering this resolve, had 
been actuated by the most fair and patriotic mo- 
tives: bat he was well aware that they would be 
liable to misconstruction ; that the motion would 
be liable to be considered as calculated to excite 
distrust and jealousy between the General and 
State governments. It was very true, as the gen- 
tleman had stated, that in 1808, the Legislature 
did make an appropriation towards a complete 
arming of the militia of the United States. It 
appeared in December, 1812, from official inform- 
ation to the Hotise, that an amount of $400,000 
had actually been expended under the law, and 
that 24,000 stands of arms had been placed in the 
hands of a part of the militia. This number of 
arms, to be distributed among the great body of 
the militia, bearing but a small proportion of the 
whole, it became a question, how these arms 
should be distributed. What was the fair stand- 
ard presenting itself to the Government? To 
whom should these arms have been distributed ? 
To those States, surely, in preference, which 
stood in the greatest need of arms: not to the 
States not threatened with invasion, not actualiy 
invaded; but to those which were threatened, to 
those which were actually invaded. ‘The Gov- 


ernment assuming to itself this rule, did distri- 
bute the arms among the Srates, confining the 
distribution principally to those States which 
were most jeopardized. In examining the ap- 
portionment of these arms, we shall find that 
nothing like political prejudice has operated, as 
the gentleman has seemed to insinuate. To three 
Federal States, 4,500 of the 16,000 stands distri- 
buted, were given. True, none were given to 
Massachusetts or Connecticut, two Federal States; 
but, let it be recollected, none were given to New 
York, always decidedly republican in the mass 
of its people; not a single stand was given to 
Pennsylvania, the centre, thé sun (if you will) of 
democracy. who has always supported the present 
Administration by a majority of thirty thousand 
votes. Virginia, the Ancient Dominion, whose 
influence is said to be everywhere present, did 
not receive a single stand. He submitted to the 
gentleman and to the House whether, in this dis- 
tribution, there had been anything like political 
partiality. Gentlemen in opposition, from the 
Eastern States, did themselves declare, when the 
law of 1808 was on its passage, that this princi- 
ple was incorrect and radically wrong; because, 
under the present system of militia, having car- 
ried the law into execution, the militia of the 
Eastern States were completely armed. We well 
recollect that a gentleman from New York got 
up and stated, that their militia were not fully 
armed; but the gentlemen on the other side con- 
tradicted him, and declared that their militia 
were wellarmed. When this act was repeatedly 
stated on the floor of Congress, and was perfectly 
well known toall, what was the Executive to do 
in regard to the distribution of the few arms 
which had been procured? Unquestionably to 
distribute them ia the first instance, not to those 
already armed, but to those who stood in need of 
them. This course it had pursued. 

Mr. Prrxin said he was nota little surprised 
that the gentleman should have taken so wide a 
range in opposition to a resolution, the object of 
which was merely to inquire into the propriety 
of amending a law. He was very sorry also that 
the gentleman should have introduced a distinc- 
tion between Fedcral and Democratic States. 
Sure he was, Mr. P. said, that he had said noth- 
ing which could lead to the observations which 
the gentleman had made on this head. The gen- 
teman himself certainly would not pretend that 
a discrimination ought to be made between States 
according to their political complexion. Mr. P. 
said he had made no charge of partiality. He 
had stated that a construction had been given to 
the law different from that which the Legislature 
intended ; and this fact, which is the very object 
of the inquiry, the gentleman seemed to admit. 
If the Secretary of War could designate the 
States to which he would now give arms, in pre- 
ference and to the exclusion of the others who 
are equally entitled, he may do so for any length 
of time: and particular favorite States (if he 
might say so) might have the whole of their mi- 
litia armed, whilst to others not a single musket 
would be given. This was never contemplated 
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by those who passed the law. Each State paid 
its proportion of the revenne which was applied 
to the purchase of arms; and each State, wheth- 
er well or ill-armed previously, ought to have its 
proportion of arms. Mr. P. quoted the report 
made at the last session, from which it appeared 
that 16,000 stands of arms only had been distrib- 
uted under the law. Some had been loaned, to 
the amount of about 8,000 stands; but the Gov- 
ernment was certainly not authorized to loan 
arms procured under a special appropriation for 
a different purpose. The loaning was in viola- 
tion of the law. The object of this resolution 
was not to excite jealousies or draw invidious 


distinctions, but to inquire into the execution of 


alaw. Mr. P.said the gentlemen might, in speak- 
ing of his motives, have spoken ironically ; but 
he was mistaken if he had attributed to Mr. P. 
other motives than those which he had declared 
to have induced him to bring forward this motion. 
It was a fair subject of inquiry, and, he contended, 
a proper one. ‘Che militia of the Eastern States 
might be armed better than those of the South, 
and those arms had been procured at their own 
expense. But that was no reason why they should 
not claim the arms to which they were entitled. 
You might as well say that a rich man should 
nut recover a debt because his neighbor wanted 
money more than himself. If the exposed situa- 
tion of States, however, were the sole criterion, 
he had shown that some States which had re- 
ceived no arms were more exposed than others 
which had. 

Mr. Troup said the gentleman had mistaken 
the import of his observations. He had not con- 
tended that the operation of the law ought to 
be unequal, because every State would event- 
nally reverse its proposition; nor had he opposed 
the motion, about the fate of which he felt little 
anxiety. The gentleman had in the outset en- 
deavored to show, without using the word federal, 
that the two Federal States of Massachusetts and 
Connecticut had been unreasonably neglected ; 
and, Mr. ‘I’. said, he had merely risen to show 
how groundless was the imputation of partiality 
in this respect, in which design he had succeeded, 
according to the gentleman’s own acknowledg- 
ment. 

Mr. Prrgin said he really had supposed the 
gentleman meant to oppose his motion. It was 
far from his intention to have introduced political 
distinctions of States into the House. 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, said, although he had 
himself no particular desire for the inquiry sought 
for, he was not disposed to refuse it to those who 
wished it. He thought, however, the subject had 
better be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; and moved an amendment directing 
that committee to inquire, &e. 

Mr. Prrxin objected to thisamendment. The 
proposed inquiry regarded the construction of a 
law, and not anything relating to the present 
war. It had therefore no connexion with military 
affairs, and would be improperly referred to that 
committee. 


spective States perfectly secure. 
quoted the letter recently published from the Sec- 
retary of War to the 
stating that Massachusetts 


ed—yeas 82. 

Mr. Fisx, of Vermont, said that the resolution, 
he was sorry to say, presented itself at a time and 
under circumstances, which, however disposed, 
would prevent him from voting for it, as it would 
in his view imply a censure on the Executive. 
A part of the arms had'been assigned to the State 
in which helived; but not to Massachusetts and 
Connecticut—and why? Because they ‘were 
not exposed to danger, and needed not defence at: 
that moment, as other States did. If we may 
believe the official communications of their Exe- 
cutive, those States were in the first place in no 
danger whatever of invasion; and, in the next 
place, if they were in danger, they were in such 
a high state of discipline and so well supplied 
with arms as to be perfectly competent at any 
moment to repulse an invading foe. T'he State 
of New Hampshire, however, took a different 
ground. Perhaps her militia were not so well 
armed; I know it was the case in Vermont, 
where the militia were very illy armed. Now 
I think, sir, that the Executive of the United 
States proceeded on perfectly just grounds in that 
moment of peril. The Government thought pro- 
per to distribute arms to those States which were 
in danger. and not to those whose Governors had 
officially informed it that they thought their re- 
Mr. F. then 


Governor of Massachusetts ; 
would receive her due 
proportion of arms whenever the state of things 
would justify it. There was no fear therefore of 
her being deprived of ber right. He thought 
it proper to say what little he had, because it ap- 
peared to him that the letters of the Governors of 
Massachusetts and Connecticut furnished a com- 
plete and ample reply to the complaint that they 
had not been furnished with arms. 

Mr. Prrxtn said, in reply to Mr. Fisk, that this 
distribution of arms had been made previously 
and not subsequently to the declaration of war. 
Since that time the state of things had materially 
changed. And, with respect to Massachusetts 
and Connecticut, if they chose to tefend them- 
selves, ought they not,if on that account only, to 
have the arms to which they were entitled ? Be- 
cause they had done something which it seemed 
the gentleman did nut like, they were not to have 
their arms. If, however, they were to defend 
themselves, at their own expeuse, the least that 
could be done was to give them the arms ncces- 
sary for that purpose. 

Mr. F1sx said that the gentleman was mistaken 
in the fact of the distribution of the arms before 
the war. Some might have been distributed be- 
fore it was actually declared, but with a view to 
that event. He had no where said, nor had any- 
body else, that Massachusetts and Connecticut 


Mr. Fisx replied, that the amendment which | were not ultimately to have their proportion of 
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arms; but that the Executive had acted wisely 
in giving them first to those who wanted them 
more, when those States had declared themselves 
fully prepared. 

Mr. Bree said that for himself he could see 
no possible objection to the resolution. The ob- 
ject of it was not to inquire whether the President 
had or had not done his duty, but whether an act 
required amendment or not. 

Mr. Wriant rose to ask the gentleman from 
Connecticut, whether, if he had been Secretary 
of War, and certain parts of the Union had been 
exposed, and the arms had been placed at his dis- 
position, whether he would not first have supplied 
the exposed points? How could the Secretary 
of War have been true to his trust, and acted dif- 
ferently ? Mr. W. was not friendly to the reso- 
lution, because he thought it went to implicate 
the Executive. Could it be that the State which 
the gentleman represented, or any other State, 
wished the arms so distributed as not to contribute 
to the general good? Mr. W.said he thought the 
arms had been distributed, as a patriot ought to 
have disposed of them, and so as to contribute to 
the best interests of the country. 

Mr. Wesster said that the difficulty on this 
question appeared to him to arise from consider- 
ing the act of 1808 asa war measure. It wasa 
peace measure, passed in a time of peace, and not 
designed to place in the control of the Executive 
a great quantity of arms, to be disposed of at his 
discretion. The act did not relate particularly to 
a state of war. It wasa part of the permanent 
establishment of the country. If, on inquiry, it 
should appear that no amendment to the law was 
necessary, the people concerned might be satisfied ; 
he would not say that they would or ought tobe 
satisfied with a refusal to inquire. The law ex- 
pressly provides for a distribution of the arms 
among the several States and Territories, accord- 
ing to the numbers of their effective militia. Upon 
what ground, then, could arms be furnished to 
some States and refused to others? The act of 
1808 did not indeed provide when or how often 
this distribution should take place, or there could 
be no hesitation in saying that the law had been 
positively violated. The inquiry in this case ap- 
peared reasonable and necessary, and ought to be 
granted, to ascertain and fix the construction of 
the law. 

Mr. Cacnoon said he could not conceive that 
the Executive had acted wrongly in considering 
the object of the law to be. the defence of the 
country. Even the Peace Establishment, upon 
which the gentleman last up has placed it, had 
for its ultimate object a state of war, and looks 
tosuchan event. The Executive therefore could 
not be considered blameable, if, regarding the ul- 
timate object of the law, they had put arms into 
the hands of those most exposed to foreign as- 
saults. Mr. C. was perfectly willing, however, 
that an inquiry should be made into the matter, 
and should vote for the resolution having that for 
its object. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted 
with very few dissenting votes. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 

The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole on the report of the Committee of Rlec- 
tions, on Mr. Huneerrorn’s contested election. 

The Committee rose and reported progress, 
after much debate; and the House refused them 
leave to sit again. ; 

The House took up the report of the committee. 

A motion was made by Mr. Macon, that the 
report be recommitted to the Committee of Blee- 
tions, with instructions to inquire into and report 
the state of the poll in the several counties of the 
said Congressional district, and procure and re- 
port the law of the last Legislature of Virginia 
concerning elections to Congress.—Motion re- 
jected. 

The question was then taken on the concur- 
rence with the Committee of Elections in their 
first resolution, viz: “ That the election was il- 
legal, and ought to be set aside”—and decided 
thus: For the report 78, against it 82, as follows : 

Yxras—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, 
Brown, Caldwell, Calhoun, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, 
Conard, Condict, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, De- 
noyelles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Findley, 
Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Frank- 
lin, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, 
Grundy, Hall, Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hyne- 
man, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, 
Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, Lyle, 
McCoy, McKim, Montgomery, Moore, Nelson, New- 
ton, Ormsby, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Rhea of Tennessec, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, 
Sevier, Sharp, Skinner, Sinith of Pennsylvania, Smith 
of Virginia, Strong, ‘T'annehill, Taylor, Ward of New 
Jersey, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, and Yancey. 

Narys—Messrs. Baylies, of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bibb, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brig- 
ham, Burwell, Butler, Caperton, Champion, Chappell, 
Cheves, Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Crawford, Culpeper, 
Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Far- 
row, Forsyth, Gaston, Geddes, Gloninger, Goldsbo- 
rough, Grosvenor, Hale, Hopkins of N. York, Howell, 
Hufty, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of 
New York, King of Mass., Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, 
Macon, Miller, Moffitt, Markell, Murfree, Oakley, Pear- 
son, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, Wil- 
liam Reed, Ridgely, Robertson, Ruggles, Sage, Schure- 
man, Seybert, Sheffey, Sherwood, Smith of N, Hamp- 
shire, Smith of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, 
Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Telfair, Thompson, Vose, 
Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, White, 
Whitehill, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusctts, Winter, 
and Wood. 

The first resolution being negatived, the whole 
report is rejected, and Mr. HuncErrorp confirmed 
in his seat. 


Wepnespay, June 16. 

Mr. Dawson, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill supplementary 
to an act, entitled “An act to authorize the ma- 
king a turnpike road from Mason’s causeway to 
the town of Alexandria; which was read twice, 
and committed toa Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow, 
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Mr. ALSTON, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, reported the bill from 
the Senate “for the government of persons en- 
gaged in certain fisheries,” without amendment ; 
and the bill was read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. INGERSOLL, a select com- 
mittee was appointed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of authorizing the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry to subscribe a number of shares to the Chesa- 
peake and Delaware Canal Company, with leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. 

A motion was made by Mr. Fisx, of Vermont, 
to recommit the report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions on Mr. Huncerrorp’s contested election, 
to the Committee of Elections, with a view toa 
scrutiny of the polls, the House having yesterday 
determined, by rejecting the report, that the elec- 
tion was not void by the illegality of the manner 
in which it was held. 

Some conversation ensued on this motion, 
which was at length determined in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 84, nays 73. So the report was re- 
committed. 


The biil from the Senate for the relief of Al- 
exander Phonix (as amended by the addition of 
the case of William Nexsen, jr.) was read a third 
time, and passed. 

Messrs. Conpicr and Ropers opposed, and 
Messrs. Bigs and Post supported the bill. The 
bill was passed—ayes 80. 


PETITION OF JOHN DILLON. 


Mr. ArcHER, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of John Dil- 
lon, of Maryland, made the following report: 


That it appears to your committee, from the evi- 
dence adduced to them, that the schooner Rachel, of 
which the petitioner was the owner, was seized in the 
port of New Orleans for a supposed violation of a law 
of the United States, entitled “An act to suspend the 
commercial intercourse between the United States and 
certain ports of the Island of St. Domingo.” By the 
judgment of the district court for the district of New 
Orleans, the said schooner was, on the 26th of Febru- 
ary, 1808, condemned, and together with her tackle, 
apparel, and furniture, ordered to be sold. From this 
decision of the district court, an appeal was made to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. Before, 
however, a decision was had in the court of the last 
resort, the decree of the court below was carried into 
effect; the schooner was sold, and the proceeds thereof 
distributed under the aforesaid act of Congress, the one 
moiety to the collector and other officers; and the 
other moicty was, by the Collector of the port of New 
Orleans, transferred, in his account, to the credit of the 
United States. The moiety transferred to the credit of 
the Government amounted to the sum of three thou- 
sand five hundred dollars; and the day on which the 
said sum was entered to tho credit of the United States, 
was the 30th of June, 1808. It further appears to your 
committce, that the Suprerne Court never finally acted 
upon the petitioner’s appeal until the year 1810, when, 
by its decree, the judgment of the court below was re- 
versed, and a restitution of the property awarded. But, 
in consequence of the sale of the said schooner, and 
the distribution of the proceeds thereof, in conformity 
with the decree of the district court before the decision 
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of the Supreme Court was had thereupon, the peti- 
tioner has been unable to receive any benefit whatever 
from the order of restitution awarded by the Supreme 
Court. : 

The committee are of opinion that the United States 
are responsible to the petitioner for the one moiety of 
the proceeds of the sale of said schooner, which was 
received by them, and that the amount thereof ought 
to be paid to the claimant; they, therefore, ask leave 
to report a bill for his relief. 

Mr. Arcner then presented a bill for the relief 
of John Dillon; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted toa Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 


DEFENCE OF MARITIME FRONTIER. 


Mr. Fisx, of New York, remarked, that an al- 
lusion had been made in a petition presented to- 
day to the state of defence in one of our cities. He 
now rose for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the House tothe subject generally. On recurring to 
this subject, itcould not be denied that much had 
been done for the defence of our seaports, and 
that many of them were in a respectable, if nota 
perfect state of defence. But more might, doubt- 
less, be done. If one place appeared to him to 
be more exposed and less efficiently defended than 
another, it did not become him here to state it. It 
would be sufficient, for his present purpose, to 
state that three-fourths of our seacoast had been 
declared in a state of blockade; that our waters 
were infested, and eoast lined with the armed 
boats and barges of the enemy, which were en- 
gaged in marauding and destroying the property 
of our citizens, with an impunity which was 
deeply to be regretted. He wished an investiga- 
tion, for the purpose of inquiring whether any 
means could be devised to defend our coast from” 
a warfare so distressing and vexatious. He needed 
not, he presumed, say anything more to induce 
the House to adopt the following resolutions: 


Mr. F. then moved three resolutions, as fol- 
lows: 

1. Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of procur- 
ing and equipping such number of barges and row- 
galleys as may be required to aid in the defence and 
protection of our seacoast, and that they have leave to 
report by bill or otherwise. 

2. Resolved, That the same committee be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of equipping, for the 
public service, the gunboats belonging to the United 
States, not now in actual service. 

3. Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire if any, and what, further 
provisions are required by law, for the better defence 
of the towns and cities on the seacoast, and that they 
have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. Netson said that he thought it proper to 
state, lest an imputation of indifference on this 
head should rest on the Naval Committee, that 
that committee had paid attention to these sub- 
jects, and had them now under consideration. 

Mr. Fisx disclaimed any intention to throw any 
censure on the Naval Committee; but the gen- 
tleman would properly appreciate the feelings of 
the people on the maritime frontier on this sub- 
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ject, which fully justified tbat particular att 
tion of the House to their wishes, which Mr. 
had proposed. : 

The resolutions were adopted without oppo- 
sition. 

SEIZURE OF PRIVATE PROPERTY. 

Mr. McLean then called for the consideration 
of the resolution which he had proposed on the 
subject of making compensation to those individ- 
uals, whose property, whilst in the publie service, 
had been seized at Detroit. 

The resolution having been read, together with 
the amendment thereto proposed by Mr. Gros- 
venor, when it was last under consideration, 
going to extend the inquiry to all property de- 
stroyed by the enemy— 

Mr. McLean said he could not agree to the 
amendment proposed to his motion, because it 
was unlimited in its extent, embracing as well 
captures on sea as on land. To remunerate our 
citizens for all the depredations of the enemy. 
might consume all the resources of the nation. 
Although it was the duty of every nation to pro- 
vide for the safety of the persons and property of 
its citizens, it had never been considered under 
an obligation to indemnify those persons whose 
property was sacrificed by the enemy, unless that 
property was employed in the public service. If 
another rule was to prevail, individuals .would 
feel but little anxiety for the safety of their prop- 
erty, and would engage in the most hazardous 
enterprises, knowing that they could not in any 
event suffer a loss. Neither was the Govern- 
ment bound to repair injuries sustained by the 
invasion of the enemy. Although devastation 
should mark his progress, this was one of the 
calamities incident to a state of war. for which 
the Government could never indemnify individ- 
uals. Such, however, were not the injuries spe- 
cially alluded to in the resolution. The property 
therein referred to had been taken into the public 
service, and principally consisted in wagons and 
teams essentially necessary for the transportation 
of baggage, which continued in public employ 
until they passed into the hands of the enemy. 
It did not require much discrimination to mark 
the distinction between property thus captured 
and that which is under the control of its indi- 
vidual owner, whose misfortune in losing it might 
arise from his own neglect or temerity. Such 
losses a Government was not liable, on the prin- 
ciples of moral justice, or by compact, to remu- 
nerate. It was admitted on all hands that pri- 
vate property must be subservient to public good. 
Whenever it is necessary, the agent of the Gov- 
eriment may lay his hand on private property, 
and apply it to the public service; but insepara- 
ble from this is the right of compensation to the 
individual for the loss he thereby sustains. Such 
is the species of claim embraced by the resolu- 
lion as it stands, Should the amendment be 
adopted, the resolution would embrace principles 
so broad as, should they be adopted by any na- 
tion, would sooner or later end in national bank- 
Tuptey. Mr. McL. said he had no objection to 
the extension of the inquiry to cases similarly 


en- | cireumstanced with that to which he proposed 
F. | particularly to direct it; but to consent to the 


proposed amendment would be to abandon the 
claim he advocated—a claim founded on the 
| principles of immutable justice. , 

Mr. Grosvenor said that in such cases as this 


| there were two ways of proceeding—by petition 


| of individuals, or by general inquiry. This res- 
olution went to inquire into a particular transac- 
tion, not upon the claim or motion of the peti- 
tioners, but upon that of a member of the House. 
If that course of proceeding be resorted to, the 
| inquiry ought to be general and not particular. 
| Laws ought not to be passed with a view to par- 
ticular cases, where there existed many others of 
alike character. In this case no petitioner had 
| come forward staling his grievances ; but, on the 
motion of a gentleman who had heard of the 
case, an inquiry was to be entered into. In his 
apprehension, this was an- improper mode of pro- 
ceeding. Either it should be left to the peti- 
tioners, or a law should be passed embracing all 
the cases which could occur, and providing for 
their adjustment on general principles. One or 
the other of these courses would be proper. As 
to the argument of the gentleman on the propti- 
ety of admitting certain claims of a particular 
character, it had nothing to do with the resolu- 
i tion in its present form. The argument might: 
well apply when the report should be received 
from the committee. A case occurring at Og- 
densburgh came precisely under the same de- 
scription as that of Detroit. Certain houses in 
i that place had been lct out to the Government 
for barracks ; they had been burnt as public prop- 
erty by the enemy. And, if this committee should 
be constituted, many claims of a similar nature 
would present themselves. Why then select the 
case of Detroit alone ? 

Mr. McLean said if the gentleman from New 
York would adapt the language of his resolution 
to the explanation which he had given of his 
views, he should not object to it: that is, if he 
would so amend it as to embrace only property 
destroyed in the public service. 

Mr. Grosvenor declined varying his amend- 
ment. He would only remark on this head that 
there might be many cases of loss by invasion, 
in which the petitioners might have a claim on 
the public. At any rate, there could be no harm 
in a general inquiry, which would be open under 
his amendment to all cases. 

Mr. McLran moved to amend the amendment 
so as to restrict it to cases of property captured 
in the service of the Government. 


This amendment to Mr. G.’s amendment was 
then agreed to, and then Mr. G.’s motion also 
was agreed to. 


The original motion as amended was then 
agreed to,in the following words: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 
structed to inquire whether any provision ought to be 
made for the indemnification of those persons whose 
property has been captured or destroyed by the enemy 
while in the service of the public during the war, and 
that they have leave to report by bill or otherwise.” 
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FRENCH DECREES. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of 
several resolutions proposed by Mr. WERSTER a 
day or two ago, the first of which was read in 
the following words: 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform this House, unless the public 
interest should, in his opinion, forbid such communica- 
tion, when, by whom, and in what manner the first in- 
telligence was given to this Government of the decree 
of the Government of France, bearing date on the 
28th of April, 1811, and purporting to be a definitive 
repeal of the decrees of Berlin and Milan.” 

Mr. Cavuoun said he did not rise to oppose the 
passage of this resolution on account of its object; 
but he objected to the novelty of the form of the 
resolution. The resolution went further than 
merely asking for information ; it also asks, when 
and by whom the information in question was 
received. Such form and particularity was un- 
precedented in such cases. He rose to ask the 
precise object of the gentleman.in giving this 
form to his motion. What use was intended to 
be made of the information called for? 

Mr. WEBSTER said, with respect to the use to 
be made of the information to be obtained, it 
would depend on what that information should 
be. With respect to the form of the resolution, it 
had been offered in this form because it was on a 
subject on which he wished for particular infor- 
mation, of that nature which was designated by 
its terms. 

Mr. Raza said it appeared that the only object 
of the gentleman was, to know when the repeal 
had been notified. .The existence of the repeal- 
ing decree was not questioned. It was, therefore, 
immaterial when and how it was communicated; 
unless, by the inquiry something can be discover- 
ed in which the Government or the Executive 
has not done its duty. As no object could bean- 
swered by the agreement to this motion, he moved 
to postpone the further consideration thereof in- 
definitely. 

On the question of agreeing to this motion, Mr. 
Hanson called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. Catuoun said he hoped the gentleman 
from Tennessee would not press this motion. If 
we advert to the transactions which have taken 
plaoe since the declaration of war, we shall find 
that on many occasions this conversation has 
been made a handle of, and that a certain degree 
of suspicion has been attempted to be attached to 
the Chief Executive officer on thishead. A res- 
olution had been adopted at the end of the last 
session, which did not include the whole object 
of the present resolution ; and Mr. C. for his part 
had no indisposition to afford to gentlemen an op- 
portunity of obtaining all the information they 
-could wish, if asked for in a proper manner. He 
hoped, therefore, the gentleman would withdraw 
his motion. 

Mr. Rasa said, although he was not much in 
the habit of withdrawing motions which he had 
made, he would, for the present, withdraw his 
motion, with the intention, however, to renew it, 


if in the course of the discussion it should seem 
to him expedient. : 

Mr. Catuoun said, be could not but think that 
the gentleman from New Hampshire had rather 
eluded than answered his inquiries. I asked, said 
Mr. C., the reason of the novelty of the form. 
The gentleman says his object is particular infor- 
mation. If information only be wanted, I am 
willing to join gentlemen in asking for every in- 
formation they may wish. But I object to the 
novelty of the form; to the use of so particular 
terms. Mr. C. submitted to the good judgment 
of gentlemen the propriety of varying the lan- 
guage of the resolve. 

Mr. Grosvenor said, without entering into the 
merits of the resolve, he would state the impres- 
sions of his mind as to the form of it. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina had admitted that 
suspicion had attached to this Government as to 
the decree in question. [Mr. CaLHoun said he did 
not admit the fact; but had said that this matter 
had been so handled as that it might have created 
suspicion.] A general resolution had been adopt- 
ed at the close of the last session calling for infor- 
mation on this subject, when the President had 
transmitted to the House the repealing decree, 
without affording the information in respect to it 
which was sought by these resolves, the object of 
which was, to sweep away entirely the charge 
which had been made against the Government; 
to give the Executive a proper opportunity for 
transmitting to the House information on this 
subject, which would completely exculpate him. 
The particularity of the resolutions, objected to 
by the gentleman, was essential to their object, as 
describing what information was desired. If such 
information as was desired was in the Office of 
State, it required a particular call to elicit it, as 
the general resolution adopted at the end of the 
last session had not brought it forth. 

Mr. Werster said he had not been aware that 
there was any particular form of calls for infor- 
mation. He should rather have supposed that 
the form would be governed by a general regard 
to the purpose in view; that questions would be 
therein asked bearing on the points in relation to 
which information was wished for. He asked 
the gentleman whether there was not apparent on 
the public records the necessity of calling on the 
Executive, if at all, for information through 
whom this decree had been first received. The 
French Minister had declared that the decree had 
been transmitted through two channels. Was 
not the inquiry, then, material through which, if 
either, it had been received? Mr. W. said he 
would not go the whole length which. the gentle- 
man from South Carolina had gone, in saying 
that suspicion had attached to the Government 
on this head. He would say that for his part he 
entertained none. The particularity of the call 
arose from the nature of the information wished ; 
and if there was novelty in the form, it was be- 
cause a similar case had never arisen, 

Mr. Catnown said he was glad the gentleman 
had at last come to the point. The gentleman 
from New Hampshire, adverting to the corres- 
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pondence of 
cree had been alleged to have been transm 
through two sources to our Government. 
first of these resolves inquires through whom and 
in what manner this decree had been communi- 
cated. The second and third resolutions embrace 
the object avowed by the gentleman, viz: an in- 
quiry whether the decree in question had been 
received through either of the two channels de- 
signated by the Duke of Bassano. Why, then, 
after being thus precise in two separate resoln- 
tions, was the President, in addition to these spe- 
cific inquiries, called upon to inform the House 
through whom and in what manner the decree 
had been received by him ? Was not this lan- 
guage (wholly unnecessary with the object which 
the gentleman avowed) calculated to bring up a 
third idea, not avowed by the mover, that the de- 
cree might have been received through some 
other channel than either of those through which 
the Duke of Bassano had declared to Mr. Barlow 
that he had forwarded it? If inquiry was meant 
only as to the two modes of communication indi- 
cated in the correspondence, the terms of the first 
resolve were unnecessary as well as indecorous; 
if otherwise, there were no facts on which to 
rest suspicion or ground inquiry. 

Mr. Catuoun concluded by moving to strike 
out of the resolution the words “by whom and 
in what manner.” 

Mr. McKee rose for the purpose of proposing 
an amendment which, he said, would supersede 
the one proposed by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. His object was to strike out the whole 
of the resolutions, and in lieu thereof insert a res- 
olution, whieh he read, calling upon the Presi- 
dent generally for information on this head. He 
said he was persuaded there was no gentleman 
in the House desirous to detain from the public 
eye any information which he had any reason 
to believe calculated at all to enlighten the pub- 


Mr. Barlow, says that the French de- 
itted 


read. It was, no dou 


The | haps 


bt, well known to that gen- 
tleman, that a resolution, in the very terms per- 
which he had read, had been adopted at the 
last session, the result of which we have seen. 
The same answer might be expected to the re- 
solve read by the gentleman, ifit was adopted in 
\preterence to those now under consideration. 

Mr. McKee said he had no knowledge of the 
adoption, at the last session, of a resolution simi- 
lar to that which he had moved. If such an one 
could be shown on the Journals, he would with- 

| draw his motion. 
' Mr. Suerrey then quoted the Journal of the 
1st of March last, containing a resolution, moved 
by Mr. Gotpssoroves, calling for an authenti- 
! cated copy of the decree, purporting to be a revo- 
cation of the decrees of Berlin and Milan, and 
| also for information as to the time and manner of 
lits communication, &c. 
| [believe it will be found, continued Mr. S., 
that this motion, then adopted, substantially em- 
braces the requisition contained in the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. That resolution 
required a copy of the decrece in question, to- 
' gether with information of the time and manner 
of ils communication, and also any correspond- 
ence or facts related thereto. I ask the gentle- 
man whether he recollects the result of this in- 
quiry? Did we get any information as to the time 
and manner of promulgating that decree? We 
had communicated to us, without any explana- 
| tion or declaration on the part of the Executive, 
| several extracts of letters from Mr. Barlow to the 
| Secretary of State, in one of which he expressly 
i said, that the Duke of Bassano did state that the 
i repealing decree had been communicated to our 
: Government through two channels, at as early a 
| date as May, 1811. What follows? Wither the 
assertion of the Duke of Bassano is true or it is 
not true. Whether it be or be not, is a matter 
highly important to this nation, to the people, to 


lie mind, or mature the opinions of gentlemen of their Representatives, to whom is committed the 


the House in relation to our concerns with foreign 
nations. But there certainly was something due 
to the Chief Magistrate of the nation. It was 
impossible for any man to read the resolutions 
without perceiving that they might be construed 
injuriously to the Executive. Why not ask for 


i administration and superintendence of their af- 
i fairs; not only so far as the Constitution has, 
j committed a legislative duty to this House, but, 
; also, so far as it is its duty to see that the powers 
i confided to other departments of the Govern- 
| ment are honestly and fairly executed. If the 


the information desired in respectful terms? Was ! President in 1811 was possessed of this decree, as 
the House likely to arrive at its object in this ' has been asserted by the French Minister, I hesi- 
way sooner than by a decorous and respectful ; tate not to pronounce, under the high responsi- 
course? He saw no propriety in the particular | bility of my situation, asa Member of the Grand 
terms of the resolution, especially when the in- | Inquest of the Nation, that the conduct of the 
formation desired might be as easily obtained by ; President deserves not only the scrutiny but the 
pursuing a different course. He was as anxious | reprehension of the nation; for such information 
as the gentleman who moved the resolutions to | would show that the nation has been involved in 


lay before the nation every particle of informa- It is manifest 
tion in relation to the decree dated the 28th of 
April,1811. So far as he was informed, the con- 
duct of France in relation to that matter was, as 
he had frequently believed it to be, insincere, 
base, and abominable. He wished that every 
man in the nation might see and detest it. : 
Mr, Suerrey said the honorable member from 
Kentucky might as well vote against the inquiry 


| war without the least necessity. 
| that if this decree was known to our Govern- 
| ment in 1811, and had been known to the people, 
and used in the manner it ought to have been, 
the Orders in Council, the great cause of the war, 
would have been done away ; and, if they had, 
would any man say that we should have been 
plunged into the disastrous and ruinous war in 
which we are now engaged? It is undeniable, if 


altogether, as substitute the raotion which he had | the Orders in Council had been repealed, that we 
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should not have been engaged in the present war. 
I concėéive that the resolutions ought to be spe- 
cific, to remain as they are. If we want any in- 
formation at all, it is that designated in the words 
moved to be expunged by the gentleman from 
South Carolina. It may turn out, and I hope it 
wiil, that the French assertion in this respect was, 
as French assertions generally are, false, and to 


resolution on the subject at all, it should ungues- 
tionably point to the particular information de- 
sired. has 

Mr. Fisk rose but to say a word or two in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Virginia. I could 
wish, said Mr. F., when questions of a public na- 
ture are brought before the House, with the ex- 
press view of giving information, that the state- 


have been only an attempt further to inveigle us. j ments on which they are founded might be cor- 
I hope that will turn out to be the case; in some: rect. I deny entirely the conclusion just drawn, 
degree I am confident such will prove to be the | that if the Executive was in possession of this in- 
fact. Although I do not agree with the Presi- | formation, and had communicated it, it would 
dent of the United States in his present policy, have prevented the war. Is it not known to the 
charity and my own opinion of his personal, nation that the British Minister, Mr. Foster, after 
character forbid me from believing that the Presi-; quibbling for months, was at length brought by 


deut could have had this decree in his possession 
for more thau two years, and that merely to pre- 
serve the consistency of his proclamation of No- 
vember, 1810, he should have suppressed it, I 
will not believe it; I will, until it shall prove 
to be otherwise, believe the French assertion to 
be false. 

Experience has shown, sir, that any resolution 
calling for the information in general terms will 
not answer the purpose. The very circumstance 
of a resolution in general terms, such as I have 
read, having been adopted on the 1st of March, 


1813, and not extracting the information desired, | 


makes it extremely necessary that the resolution 
now to be passed should be precise and definite 
as to the information required; that it should 
point distinctly to the object, and leave nothing 
to the discretion of the Executive, except that 
discretion which all admit ought to be granted 
him; that is, a discretion whether or not the in- 
formation asked would injuriously affect the pub- 
lic interest. Sir, I expect from the resolution 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky as a 
substitute, nothing of that kind of information 
which we deem important. And is it not im- 
portant? Has there not been a cloud hanging 
over the Executive since the last night of the 
last session of Congress? Have not circumstances 
given something like a color to the idea that the 
Chief Magistrate of a free people could do an 
act which would disgrace a tyrant who claims 
the throne by divine right or by any other right? 
For of such a character would be the withhold- 
ing information, an act which would plunge the 
nalion into war, rather than be convicted of hav- 
ing proclaimed a falsity. I have hitherto be- 
lieved, whatever difference there may be as to 
the objects of the several parties in the Govern- 
ment, that there has been perfect purity on all 
sides, aud hope not to be compelled to change 
that opinion. Js it not important to gentlemen 


on the other side of the House that they should | 
assent to the resolutions as they now stand? If} 


a resolution in general terms be substituted for 
them, what will the world say? They would 
say that gentlemen were afraid to see the light; 
that they refused the information sought for, be- 
cause, if brought out, it would have damned their 
cause. Ido not believe information will be had 
of such a character. But as the assertion of the 
Duke of Bassano has been made, if we pass a 


; Mr. Monroe to a definitive answer, that if the 
French decrees were repealed, the Orders in Coun- 
cil would not be revoked? Aud, are we now to be 

| told, if that decree of repeal had been produced, 
it would have prevented the war? I presume it 

| will be found that the decree was not in posses- 
sion of our Government; but, if it had been, its 

; promulgation would not have prevented the war. 

Mr. F. said he had only risen to express this idea, 

and to state his surprise to hear every attempt 

made on every occasion to shield the British Gov- 
ernment from blame, and to impute it to our own 

Government. 

Mr. McKee said that nothing was more foreign 
from his wishes than to prevent the disclosure of 
| every species of testimony which was in the De- 
; partment of State on this subject, He was con- 
| fdent in his own mind that the specifications in 

the resolution would not elicit more information 
than if its terms were general. It was due to 
candor to state, however, that he had been totally 
unapprized of the passage of the resolution cited 


j from the journals of the last session, when he 
| moved his amendment. | i 
i place when it had passed, and it had escaped his 


He had not been in his 


j observation. Although he retained his impres- 
| sion that the resolutions contained unnecessary 
insinuations, and were not sufficiently respectful 
t in their terms, he should for the present withdraw 
his proposed amendment, reserving to himself the 
l 

l 


right to vote against the resolves altogether, if on 
further reflection he should retain his hostility to 
them. 

Mr. CaLnoun said he had hoped that there 
would have been no division of opinion on this 
subject—that there would have been no objection 
to such a modification of this resolution as had 

: been proposed by him. He would state the cir- 
i cumstance which he thought ought to govern gen- 
| lemen in paying some little deference to the feel- 
| ings and wishes of those on this side of the House. 
| What were the facts on which the resolutions 
were grounded ? A few days before the end of 
the last session of Congress, on motion of a gen- 
Ueman from Maryland, a resolution was adopted 
calling on the President for certain information 
relative to our relations with France. The Presi- 
dent, on the next day but one, that is, on the last 
day of the session, made a communication, which, 
among other things, stated a conversation which 
had taken place between Mr. Barlow, our late 
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France, and the French Minister in this country, | he had mistaken the means of redress for the in- 
at the time it was issued. It is fair to acknow- | juty to be redressed. This country had, indeed, 
ledge that that order must have been antedated, | in its great efforts to preserve peace and neutral- 
or concealed by the Fresch Government, or com-| ity, endeavored to get one of the belligerents to 
municated to the Executive, and by tham con-| repeal its offensive edicts, in order to induce the 
cealed. Whatever form of inquiry gentlemen| other todo the same. Our Government (said 
might think proper to adopt, by which to prove | Mr. C.) did descend one step in passing the act 
that the decree was antedated or concealed, Mr. | of 1810, under which France did (or, as the gen- 
C. was willing should be adopted. The House! tlemen over the way would say, pretended to) 
ought not, however,in the present stage of this busi- | repeal her decrees of Berlin and Milan. Britain 
ness, to presume that the repealing decree had | did refuse to proceed part passu with France in 
been communicated to the Executive and by him | this repeal. I will now place this question at 
concealed. He would not attribute such motives} rest forever; this fact shall hereafter forever be 
to the gentleman from New Hampshire—he was | without contradiction. England did say to this 
too honorable to be actuated: by them. No man | country, even if France did repeal her decres in 
who looks into his own heart and finds purity | relation to us she would not repeal her Orders in 
there, will, be liahle to misrepresent the motives | Council. This she did say by the solemn decla- 
of others. The resolution, as hastily read, would | ration of the Prince Regent, dated 2ist April 
nevertheless convey the idea to which he had just | 1812. No gentleman dare hereafter reiterate the 
alluded. He wished the gentleman from New | statement that if France had bona fide repealed 
Hampshire, then, would consent to expunge these | her decrees, as regards America, Eogland would 
words; and he asked it the more confidently, as | have followed her example. Most indubitabl 
the gentleman himself bad shown that those | gentlemen who so highly appreciate British fait 
words were mere surplusage, because the object | will not discredit the evidence I produce. By 
which he professed to have in view was em- jsome unaccountable means they have heretofore 
- braced in two distinct resolutions which follow the | contrived to throw a cloud over it, to keep it 
first. If, when the President should make a reply | out of sight. A further evidence in proof of 
to the resolutions thus amended, there should be | my assertion is, that when there was no longer 
any circumstance leading to a suspicion of con-|a shade of doubt hanging over the repeal of 
cealment, it would be competent to any gentle- | the French decrees—that is to say, for thirty- 
man to move an additional explanatory resolution; | five days after the official communication to the 
and Mr. C. distinctly pledged himself for one, | British Government of the French decree bear- 
should any ambiguity appear in the reply, that jing date the 28th April, 1811—no repeal of the 
che would join gentlemen in voting for further in- | Orders in Council took place. What process 
quiry. But he had the firmest belief that nothing | was going on in Britain in that interval? Dur- 
was withheld that was necessary to be known, | ing these days a most laborious inquiry was in 
and that all would be satisfactorily cleared up. progress in the House of Commons, into the ef- 
Before he sat down, he would advert to one| fects, beneficial or otherwise, produced on the 
thing. The gentleman from New Hamphire, in 
moving these resolves, said (according to the re- 
port of his speech in the National Intelligencer) 
to this effect: that the question at issue between 
the Governments of America and Great Britain, 
on which the declaration of war turned, was, 
whether the French decrees were or were not 
repealed. And the gentleman from Virginia had 
to-day spoken to the same effect. Mr. C. said he 
would not, on the present occasion, go to the 
trouble of dilating at large on that point; but he] 
would observe that the gentleman had presumed 
to do for us in this case what would be considered 
very extraordinary to have been done ina suit 
at law. He, the defendant in the action, had 
drawn the declaration for the plaintif, and pointed 
out the issue. This was as unfair in a political 
as it would be in a legal contest. Mr. C. said he | cil, as to us, if she had been convinced that France 
had always distinctly contended for the right to | had in the same manner revoked or modified her 
consider the injuries done to us by each belliger- | decrees? The gentleman dare not say ite No, 
ent on their own ground. This had been his | sir, he dare, not, because I shall prove him guilty 
course, because a diferent vne would have been | of falsity if he does. His known integrity and 


commercial interest of Britain by her Orders in 
Council of 1807 and 1809 ; during ail which time 
the British Ministry not only approbated and 
supported them, but took higher ground in relation 
to them than they had ever done before. They 
entirely gave up the pretended retaliatory charac- 
ter of the Orders in Council; they were bound 
to give it up. Men of common sense could no 
longer have defended them on that ground. The 
question was, in terms, whether or not our com- 
merce, that is neutral commerce, should be made 
subservient to British monopoly. And how, finally, 
were the Orders in Councilrepealed? After it had 
been made clear as the light of the sun in heaven, 
that they were injurious to British commerce. 
Will the gentleman from Virginia now say that 
England would have repealed her Orders in Coun- 
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candor are too great to permit him to say it. He | rights, the vindicator of the American cause. I 
dare not say, then, that if the French decree of | will not presume that the President had received 
repeal had been known, the British orders would j the decree in question and concealed it—and the 
have beeh repealed, and the war thus prevented. | only modification I ask of these resolutions, is to 
[Mr. Srockron here spoke to order. He wished | divest them of that imputation, which they appear .. 
to know whether personal threats were admissi- | to convey. Thus modified, I shall cheerfully vote 
ble on the floor—whether any gentleman could | for them, to afford to gentlemen in opposition the 
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be permitted to say that another dare not say any 
particular thing. 

The Speaker said he did not understand the 
gentleman as having uscd a personal threat.] 

Mr..CatHoun continucd. He wished it to be 
distinctly understood, that he had no personal 
meaning in what he said. He merely had said 
that the gentleman dare not, as a man of veracity, 
assert a fact otherwise than that factis. He was 
sorry the gentleman from New Jersey, much more 
thatthe gentleman from Virginia himself, should 
misunderstand him. I willbe more particular, said 
Mr. ©. Lassert that two and two make four; 
and I say uu gentleman dare to contradict it. I 
say so on conviction of the certainty of the fact. 
Sir, although warm in my country’s cause, no- 
thing shall ever induce me unnecessarily to wound 


the feelings of any gentleman in this House, more | 


especially of the gentleman from Virginia, with 
whom I have never been so unfortunate as to 
come in collision. I may be warm, sir; I have 
aright to be so. I was one of the advocates of 
the present war. I considered the interests and 
rights of the nation compromitted in the question, 
and I was bound to vote for it. Iam therefore 
mortified to see it placed on ground on which it 
ought not tostand. Iam mortified to hear the 
misstatements which prevail on this subject. The 
cause of my country is that in whose behalf I am 
now warm, and ever hope to be so. It isa cause 
on the truth and justice of which I would stake 
my all—though on its ultimate success I cannot, 
for that is yet in the womb of time. 

I have condescended, sir, to view this question 
for a moment on the ground of the relative con- 
duct of France and Great Britain. Not that I be- 
lieve the Government ought to descend, in the 
pursuit of a magnanimous policy, to a.scholastic 
view, which nation has done us the first or the 
greatestinjury. Such considerations would never 
enter into the view ofa statesman. The ques- 
tion is, how we can best redress the wrongs 
of the country. I have ever regretted that the 
injuries of the belligerents should for a moment 
have been viewed in their retaliatory character, 
notwithstanding the excellence of the motive—a 
love of peace, and a desire to maintainit. I would 
have taken a higher ground; and the Govern- 
ment, finding all their pacific efforts were in vain 
were compelled at length to appeal to the last re- 
sort. An opposite view of this question appears 
to me ridiculous, if I dare mingle ridicule with 
a question of such seriousness. Is it not absurd 
to contend that we ought to suffer ourselves to be 
beaten to death, whilst engaged in abstract philo- 
sophic inquiries who gave us the first blow? In 
the whole of this contest of restrictions, Ishall ever 
deem the conduct of France to have been improper. 
I stand bere only as the assertor of American 


j most liberal opportunity of obtaining all the in- - 
formation they can wish. 

Mr. Hanson said the part of the resolution 
which the gentleman from South Carolina re- 
garded as so exceptionable, conveying, as he sup- 
posed, an insinuation against the President highly 

‘disrespectful and unwarrantable, was the very 
| part he most wished to retain. Those words 
j expunged, the pith, the essence of the resolution 
was extracted, and nothing would remain to be 
acted on. It would be equivalent to a rejection 
of all the resolutions, because the first resolution 
| was the pivot upon which the rest turned—take 
that away, the key-stone of the arch was removed 
jand the whole fabric must necessarily fall. 
| Mr. H. said he had not the strength, if he had 
the inclination, to wade through the volumes of 
| documentary evidence which gentlemen seemed 
inclined to drag into the discussion to defend 
their consistency and justify the measures pre- 
ceding and connected with this war—nor was 
this a porr stage of the discussion to go into a 
general view of our foreign relations, and par- 
ticularly the negotiation with the French Gov- 
ernment. To begin with the late Mr. Secretary 
Smith and dissect all that was written by that 
gentleman, then to pass to Mr. Monroe’s corres- 
pondence with Mr. Foster; to proceed next to an 
examination of all that came from the Dukes of 
Cadore and Bassano, Mr. Russell, Mr. Barlow, 
Mr. Pinkney, the Marquis of Wellesley, aud 
| lastly, from the youth to whom were committed 
our concerns as Chargé des Affaires in England, 
would be to lose one’s self in a labyrinth of diplo- 
macy, from which it would require the enterprise 
and wit of a Theseus, aided by the clue of an 
Ariadne, to be extricated. 

Mr. H. could not but express his surprise that 
any opposition should be made, by the friends of 
the Administration, to the resolutions under-con- 
sideration; that it was indeed to have been ex- 
pected that an early opportunity would be sought 
by the gentlemen themselves to remove from the 


| 
public mind injurious and well founded suspi- 
í 


cions against the Executive, spread everywhere 
and daily acquiring strength; that it was to have 
been expected that such an opportunity would 
have been earnestly sought and cagerly embraced, 
to vindicate the honor of Administration, by re- 
futing one of the most insulting and outrageous 
imputations of falsehood, fraud, and imposture, 
ever submitted to by one independent Power 
fromanother. Thatit was to have been expected 
the guardians of the national honor would have 
displayed a quick and lively sensibility to what- 
ever affected the character of the country; and 
that their own share of responsibility, a just sense 
of what was due to themselves, would have sug- 
gested to gentlemen on the other side the neces- 
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sity of some exculpatory course, some voluntary 
proceeding, to wipe away the stain cast upon 
their characters by the presumptuous tool of a 
foreign. despot. Should the resolutions be re- 
jected, the public is bound to believe, the people 
inevitably will believe, either that the important 
document which we ask to be laid before the na- 
tion was suppressed, for the most corrupt pur- 
poses, or that, rather than risk the displeasure of 


help hoping, the French Minister would be con- 
victed of a wanton, groundless, official falsehood. 
Guilt rested somewhere, and he himself hoped it 
could be fastened on France. 

Mr. H. said, that Faber, in his “Sketches of 
the internal state of France,” (a book which ought 
to be in the hands of every citizen of this and 
any other country,) said “that in France was ex- 
France, by exeulpating the Executive and itself, | hibited the most extraordinary phenomenon ever 
this House prefers to sanction, nay, recommend, | known, a moral prodigy unexampled in the his- 
a negative vote, a continued concealment of evi-| tory of mankind,” which was, “the regular syste- 
dence, a suppression of a declaration exposing | matic elaborate organization of falsehood, as the 
the “courtly insincerity,” the duplicity, and false- | basis of the Government and the soul of all its 
hood, of France. | public acts.” 

Mr. H. said, that he wished to dismiss fom: Now, sir, said he, when the question is put 
the discussion all the rubbish and trumpery which | whether this Government will exhibit to the 
might be raked together in the Department of State, | world the evidence to sustain this declaration, at 
and brought to bear upon this question; he wished | least as far as Administration is concerned, and 
to discard all extraneous matter with which it} so demonstrate to the world the fraud and rank 
might be attempted to encumber the question, in | corruption of the military despotism so weli de- 
order to direct the attention of the people from | scribed by the author mentioned, or tacitly admit 
the true subject of inquiry. Let us, said he,| the imputation against the President of having 
simplify the question, and present it in a form | betrayed the people and truckled to a tyrant, 
calculated to meet the apprehension of every | there should be no division upon the question; a 
man, not having an unaccountable obliquity of | zealous enthusiastic rivalry should be displayed 
vision, or tortured by a distressing density of in- | by the two parties in the House in rallying 
tellect. And how stands the question? Simply | round the honor of their own Government, It 
and plainly thus: shall the Chief Magistrate of | was but reasonable to expect that few, very few, 
this nation rest under the foul imputation of hav- | would be found hardy enough to vote in the 
ing done a deed at the bare mention of which j negative. 
honor blushes—the cheek of charity must mantle} Asa party man, I am free to confess said Mr. 
—a deed which, in a better age, would have j| H., it will be the cause of no great agony of grief 
brought a monarch to the block? Or will the] with me, to see the resolutions rejected. But 
National Legislature afford that Chief Magistrate | love of country, the great and sole foundation of 
an opportunity (which opportunity, to be sure, | all public virtue, cheerfully yields the triumph 
might have been taken) to acquit himself by his | which such a vote would assure to the minority. 
own mere denial of the charges, and thus incul- | You, sir, are not now to be informed that thou- 
pate his imperial accuser, who has officially pro- | sands and hundreds of thousands of the free and 
mulged, I trust, an unqualified untruth, vitally | enlightened people of this Republic, judging from 
affecting the honor of Government? This plain | the mysterious acts of Administration, the con- 
proposition presented to the minds of gentlemen, | stant and (in my judgment) abominable practice 
could they doubt or hesitate in their decision ? | of suppressing information, and a curious coinci- 
Forced, driven to the alternative of flying in the | dence in our measures and those of a foreign 
face of imperial ire, and the unavoidable degra- | Power, are firmly persuaded, if not rivetted in the 
dation of submitting to an allegation of treachery | opinion, that the destinies of this nation are 
to this people by their rulers, it was but reasonable! directed by a distant hand. They know that 
to expect a prompt decision in favor of the call for! France, ever since her regicidal era, when the 
information. As much as gentlemen might excel | mild and amiable Louis was butchered, has arro- 
in the art of “ making the worse appear the better | gated and haughtily exercised the right of super- 
reason,” (and we had abundant proof that skil- | seding, by a code of her own, all the sacred and 
ful sophists were on the floor,) it was not in the | recognised principles of the laws of nations; this 
power of human ingenuity, sophistry itsclf could | France, that fawns over her prey, and courts 
not vary the true, simple statement of the case, | Whom she designs to destroy; whose annals of 
The resolutions rejected, or so altered as to defeat ; perfidy, usurpation, and blood, have blotted the 
the fair purpose of their honorable mover, the į history of man, and at last provoked the wrath 
call for particular information refused, and the | of the Almighty, whose arm has been made 
inference was irresistible; the mind of man could! bare to smite the monster identified with her 
not resist ila verdict of guilty would be pro- i crimes. This people think that France has plun- 
nounced against Administration by the grand | dered us of our property without one manly effort 
inquest of the nation. On the other hand, let the | to recover or protect it; cramped us in our in- 
President confront his accuser, and officially deny i dustry, without our daring to complain; at first 
the official declaration of the Duke of Bassano, | assigned limits to our commerce, and finally 
and the national- character would be in so much | forced us to unite in measures for its destruction— 
retrieved, the honor of Administration in so ar robbed us of cur honor—chained us to the car of 
vindicated. For himself, Mr. H. said, he could! the eonqueror—coerced us to shout hosannahs to 
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his fame, and fabricate apologies for his misfor- 
tunes—twisted a knot about our necks, which we 
are told the tyrant’s sword alone can eut. Will 
you reject these resolutions, and thus confirm all 
that will be, can be, and ought to be thought and 
said touching French influence? 

There exists, said Mr. H., another and a very 
important reason why the majority should pro- 
ceed cautiously, evincing a delicacy of honor, a 
nice sensibility, on a question which is to decide 
upon their pretensions to whatever an honest 
party properly appreciates. Jn addition to the 
intimation by the imperial prime minister that 
the privations and miseries with which the country 
has been afflicted for the last year have been 
brought upon us by the concealment of a docu- 
ment which would have prevented the war, if 
communicated to Congress; that our smoking 
and bleeding frontier has been visited with the 
most awful calamities, through the treachery of 
our rulers; in addition to these considerations, 
upon a late and memorable occasion, the “ invin- 
cible and super-eminent Napoleon” declared to 
his Conservative Senate of slaves, in pretty di- 
rect terms, that we were engaged in a common 
cause with him. These are his words: 

“America has recurred to arms to cause the sover- 
eignty of her flag to be respected. The wishes of the 
world accompany her in this glorious contest. If it 
terminates in obliging the encmy of the Continent to 
recognise the principle that the flag shall protect the 
merchandise and crew, and that neutrals ought not to 
submit to paper blockades, (all is conformable to the 
Treaty of Utrecht,) America will meet the applause 
of the world.” 


Such, Mr. Speaker, is the language of the late 
assumed A utocrat of all the States of the Continent. 
The war is not to cease until England recognises 
a new interpolation in the maritime code of na- 
tions; in other words, until the Napoleon code is 
adopted, which shall give to the neutral flag, a 
piece of striped bunting, backed by quaker cannon, 
the magical effect of preserving inviolate all that 
sails under it, of protecting whatever is covered 
by it. Yes, sir, this new point of international 
law the “invincible” and “ generous conqueror,” 
seated on his imperial throne, covered by a canopy 
I dare say not less splendid than that above your 
head, Mr. Speaker, surrounded by his scullion 
princes and mock grand dignitaries of the Empire, 
has promulgated for the government of nations— 
for our guidance—for the government of 


The petty men 
Who walk under his huge legs, and peep about 
T'o find themselves dishonorable graves. 


Mr. H. said, it appears, too, from the same la- 
conic notice our loving friend has designed to 
take of this most enlightened nation of the world, 
that with the same solemnity, and on the same 
occasion, he has declared to the automata around 
him, “for this new principle the Americans fight,” 
and for so fighting have gained the world’s ap- 
plause, a tyrant’s praise, the friendship of a “ cut- 
purse of the Empire and the rule.” Yes, the 


Great Napoleon has written, has spoken, has pro- l 


mulged it to the nations of the world, that we 
fight Great Britain for such a principle ; all is 
conformable to the Treaty of Utrecht !—while a 
curious similarity of sentiment is to be found be- 
tween the late Message of the President and the 
speech of the Emperor, upon the point, that “the 
flag shall cover the merchandise and crew”—that 
free ships shall make free goods. 

Is it true or is it false, said Mr. H, that we are 
fighting to support such pretensions? Such facts 
we are the panel to try, and, according to my 
ideas, the decision will be governed by the vote 
upon these resolutions. Again,isittrue? Wehave 
the word of Napoleon for it, and “but yesterday 
his word would have stood against the world.” 
Now, crippled and prostrate, surely there could 
be no great danger in bringing our Executive 
into collision with him, whose honor must be 
protected against an imputed act of malfeasance, 
presupposing the blackest turpitude. If it be 
false, boldly fling back the contumely, and hurl 
indignant defiance in the teeth of the unprin- 
cipled, perfidious tyrant. Hesitate, fear not to 
contradict and expose the man who has dared to 
assail the integrity and sacred honor of our Gov- 
ernment. Mr. H. said it was not for those who 
might concur with him in opinion, to contradict 
and quarrel with Bonaparte about the charge of 
a criminal and impeachable nature against the 
President, but it was a duty which had especially 
devolved upon those whose honor and love of 
country are particularly implicated. He there- 
fore conjured the majority, as they valued their 
own fame and their country’s glory, to surcease, 
by one consentaneous impulse, all further oppo- 
sition to the resolutions on the table. A deaf ear 
may be turned to this entreaty, but the day will 
not be long coming when they will bitterly re- 
gret it. 

Mr. H. said he would not be drawn into a dis- 
cussion of the general merits of the resolutions, 
as growing out of our foreign relations, upon a 
motion to strike out from the first resolution. He 
would postpone such an argument till the proper 
time arrived; and concluded with expressing a 
hope that the words pronounced to be offensive 
would be retained. 

When Mr. H. had taken his seat the House 
adjourned without coming to any decision. 


Tuurspay, June 17. 

A message from Senate informed the House that 
the Scnate have passed a bill “further extending 
the time for issuing and locating military land 
warrants,” in which they desire the concurrence 
of this House. 


PETITION OF B. F. POMEROY. 


Mr. Hopkins presented the petition of B. F. 
Pomeroy, a resident and innkeeper at Buffalo on 
the Northern frontier, praying compensation for 
damages sustained in his property during a riot 
among the soldiery of the United States station- 


édin that neighborhood, which petition Mr. H. 
moved to refer to a select committee. 
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Mr. Fisk of New York opposed the reference 
of this memorial to a select or any other com- 
mittee, when it was evident the report must 
be adverse to the prayer of the petition; and 
moved that it lie on the table. Every citizen 
has a right to petition, and it is the duty of the 
House to treat petitioners with respect. But 
there was also another duty, which the House 
owed to the character and respectability of its 
proceedings, which forbade the reference of a pe- 
tition of this nature. ‘I'he petition sought in- 
demnity for damages sustained from the lawless 
violence of a mob of soldiers. Mr. F. said ke 
could not see the distinction between a mob of 
soldiers and a mob of citizens; and no-one, he 
believed, would pretend to say that the Govern- 
ment was responsible for damages committed by 
acommon mob. No such case, he would ven- 
ture to say, had ever before presented itself to 
the Legislature of this nation or any other. 
Every day the House turned from its door the 
war-worn soldiers of the Revolution, because 
their claims were barred by a statute of limita- 
tion. And would they listen to a claim of this 
sort, which had no foundation in reason or 
justice ? 

Mr. Goupsporoucn, ina number of remarks 
very indistinctly heard, expressed his hope that 
the petition would be committed, as moved, to a 
select committee. This was nota new case, as 
the gentleman supposed. Mr. Q. quoted the pe- 
tition presented only at this session, and referred, 
from sundry citizens of Indiana Territory, pray- 
ing compensation for damages’ committed by 
the mounted troops from Kentucky on their 
property. 

Mr. Fisk said this was a different case; and 
asked the gentleman whether the damages stated 
in this petition had been committed by the sol- 
diery in the discharge of their duty. 

Mr, GoLpsporoueH replied in the negative. 
For how could soldiery commit a riot in the 
discharge of their duty? Mr. G. made some ob- 
servations going to show that a riot in the exe- 
cution of military duty was a solecism in terms. 

Mr. Hopxins madea number of remarks in 
support of his motion fora reference of this peti- 
tion. What was this case, he asked? The Uni- 
ted States had embodied a military force—say 
for a proper, taudable object; but its physical 
force was converted to a very different object, 
and by the aid of the numbers and arms of those 
thus embodied did injury to a citizen, who could 
obtain no redress from the individuals who had 
done the injury. The House could on this sub- 
ject arrive at but one of two conclusions ; either 
that the military force of the nation is to be con- 
sidered as beyond the control of its officers, or 
that the nation is responsible for the conduct of 
the soldiery. This, however, was not now the 
question; but whether the House, by refusing to 
refer the petition, would act upon the principle 
that the unarmed and defenceless citizens of the 
nation should have no defence against the uupro- 
voked and lawless violence of armed soldiery. 
This was a case which well merited considera- 


June, 1813. 
tion, at least, and that was sufficient to insure 
a reference of the petition. 

Mr. Fisk again spoke—That the citizen had 
his rights, he never would deny; but he also had 
his obligations. In the ease in question the in- 
jury dove the petitioner was not so unprovoked 
as gentlemen seem to desire it should appear. 
This person, he had heard, had asserted, in view 
of the enemy, in the midst of the soldiers, that 
the war in which we were engaged was unjust 
and ruinous, and he hoped that every soldier 
that entered Canada might be cut off! The gen- 
tleman had drawn a distinction between a mob 
of soldiers and other citizens, because the Gov- 
ernment had put arms in the hands of the former. 
The same argument in our country would apply 
to every citizen, it being a part of our code of 
laws, that every citizen should have arms placed 
in his hands. 

Mr. Biaetow said he apprehended this was not 
a proper time to enter into the merits of the pe- 
tition. He rose to show a precedent of reference 
of such a petition, viz: the petition of sundry 
inhabitants of Indiana Territory at the last ses- 
sion, on which a report had then been made that 
their petition was reasonable and ought to be 
granted. In all cases of lawless depredation 
committed by soldiers, the individuals injured 
ought to be compensated. 


Mr. Ruea said, that unquestionably all troops 
of the United States ought to be kept in subor- 
dination. He knew of a case which occurred in 
Tennessee, where certain troops had committed 
an outrage. The injured party, however, did 
not apply to the Government for redress, but to 
a lawyer to bring suit against the commanding 
officer. He did so, and obtained judgment against 
him ; and in Mr. R’s. opinion this course ought - 
to be pursued in all cases. A different course 
would open a wide field toa flood of unnecessary 
petitions. 


Mr. Grosvenor said he knew of no reason 
which should arrest this petition in the ordinary 
course proposed to be given to it, particularly 
when it was proved that one of a similar nature 
had been referred. Upon what ground it was 
objected to refer it, he could not conceive. Was 
it, as his colleague appeared to suggest, because 
a man had taken upon himself to use intemper- 
ate expressions in relation to the Government ? 
Will gentlemen suffer the idea to go forth, that, 
for the expression of his opinion, a man may be 
mobbed and his house destroyed with impunity 
by the military, or any other mob? Such a doc- 
trine he knew had been held by some abandoned 
persons out of the House, but never before heard, 
nor everexpected to be heard, on this floor. In- 
temperate expressions of individuals ought to 
have no effect, if these petitions were couched 
in decorous terms. 

Mr. Fisx said, the gentleman was entirely mis- 
taken if he understood him to mention the intem- 
perance of the petitioner’s language, which pro- 
voked the riot, as a reason against the reference 
of his petition; his language had been cited in 
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reply to the suggestion, that the attack on his 
property was entirely unprovoked. 


ed, that as-war had been declared by the Consti- 
tutional authority, that it did not now become the 


The motion to lay the petition on the table | duty of the thirteenth Congress to inquire into 


was negatived. 

Mr. Fisk then said, it had uniformly been his 
opinion that all petitions asking for money should 
go to the Committee of Claims. He therefore 
moved, that this petition, instead of going toa 
select committee, should be referred to that Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. F's motion was carried, 81 to 68. 

Mr. Beat presented the memorial of S. Van- 
sycoe and Gilson and Jones, praying the pay- 
ment of a bill drawn by one of the Assistant 
Quartermasters General, payment of which had 
been declined at the Department of War.—Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

Some conversation arising on the proper mode 
of disposing of this petition, the SPEAKER observ- 
ed, more as he said by way of suggestion than 
to lay down a rule, that debate on the merits of 
petitions, arising on the question of their refer- 
ence, was irregular and ought to be avoided, as 
unnecessarily consuming the time of the House; 
as had been illustrated in a case which had this 
day occurred. 

FRENCH DECREES. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions moved by Mr. Wenstrr, calling for 
particular information on the subject of the doc- 
uments purporting to be a repeal of the decrees 
of Berlin and Milan. 

Mr. Farrow said, be could not agree with the 
honorable member from Maryland,(Mr. Waiaxt,) 


in wishing the resolutions before the House to: 


pass. The twelfth Congress passed a resolution, 
requesting the Executive to give the information 
that is again called for, He did return an an- 
swer, which was satisfactorily received by the 
last Congress. Information, in reply to those in- 
quiries, is not the object of the honorable mem- 
ber from New Hampshire. If the information 
now sought for was the true object, it was as 
much wanting the first day or week of the ses- 
sion as at this time, and it would have been as 
proper to have moved the resolutions before you 
then, as at this time. Congress met the first and 
second weeks of the session, and adjourned al- 
most as soon as they met—no business before the 
House—waiting for the Committee of Ways and 
Means to prepare their report. The said com- 
mittee has now furnished the House with their 
report; and the moment after the report was 
made those resolutions were moved. Why should 
that-have been the favorable moment for their 
appearance? ‘Those resolutions are intended -as 
a plea in bar to the demand of this nation for 
money. 

{Mr. Spzaxer stated that it was not proper to 
state the motives of the member from New 
Hampshire. | i 

Mr. F. proceeded, and remarked, that the hon- 
orable member from Virginia (Mr. Saerrry) ob- 
served, that this Government had been wickedly 
involved in war with England. Mr. F. contend- 


| 


the policy of the war; that,as to his part, he was 
not sent here for that purpose. But, as he under- 
stood, this session was called to provide ways and 
means for carrying on the war. Suppose, upon 
an inquiry, that it should be found that it was not 
| the policy of this country to go to war. Congress 

cannot make peace; one nation can make war, 

but it requires two to make peace. Therefore, 
| to go into the inquiry would be a nugatory act, 

and an unnecessary waste of time. He, there- 


fore, moved, that the consideration of the reso- 
lutions before the House be indefinitely post- 
poned. ; 

Mr. Oaxtey.—Mr. Speaker, my slight acquaint- 
ance with the rules of the House, does not enable 
me to determine whether the motion just made 
by the honorable gentleman from South Caroli- 
na, (Mr. Farrow,) to postpone indefinitely the 
consideration of the resolutions now before us, so 
far supersedes the motion yesterday made by his 
honorable colleague, (Mr. Catnoun,) to amend 
the first of these resolutions, as to render it im- 
proper for me, in this stage of the debate, to reply 
to the observations of the latter gentleman in sup- 
port of his amendment. If J am in order in pur- 
suing this course, I shall venture to call the at- 
tention of the House, in the first instance, to the 
nature of the amendment, and its effect on the 
resolutions under discussion. 

The gentleman from South Carolina, in pro- 
posing this amendment, professed, and no doubt 
with great sincerity, a willingness to afford all 
the information which is desired on the subjects 
embraced by these resolutions; but he seemed to 
think that the terms of the resolution, which he 
wishes to amend, are too particular to comport 
with the respect due from this House to the Chief 
Magistrate—as they appear to afford the ground: 
of an inference, that to a call for information ina 
more general shape, he might be disposed to 
| make an unsatisfactory or evasive answer, The 
| gentleman seemed also to think, that the objects 
intended to be obtained by the words which he 
proposes to strike out, are substantially included 
in the second and third resolutions; and he fur- 
ther objects, that although all the information in 
the possession of the Government, as to the time 
at which the first intelligence of the decree of the 
French Government, of the 28th April, 1811, was 
received, may properly be demanded by this 
House—still it would be unprecedented and im- 
proper to inquire as to the manner in which such 
intelligence was obtained, or the agents through 
whom itiwas communicated; or, at all events, that 
these things ought to be the subject of a distinct 
and future inquiry, if the answer of the Execu- 
tive to the resolution in its general form should 
render such an inquiry important. 

Iam unable, sir, to discern in what point of 
view this resolution can be considered as disre- 
spectful to the Executive. If particular informa- 
tion is required, particular inquiries must neces- 
sarily be made. It will be recollected by the 
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House, that the resolution adopted near the close | power of impeachment. If, then, in relation to 
of the last session, on the motion of the honora- | the subject-matter of these resolutions, any agent 
ble gentleman from Maryland behind me, (Mr. | of the Government has violated his duty, it is 
Go._psBorovcH,) and in reply to which the | important that this House should know it; and 
House received the information now in their pos- | if the agent of any foreign Power has been guilty 
session, relative to the French decree in question, | of withholding from this Government important 
was in a more general form than that now under | information, when directed to communicate it, it 
consideration. It is to be presumed that the Ex- | is equally necessary that the fact should be dis- 
ecutive, in answer to that resolution, gave to the | closed; for, although this House may not possess 
House all the facts which he considered as com- | the power of inflicting the punishment due to 
ing properly within its scope and meaning; and | such an offence, yet it may adopt, and ought to 
yet it must be perceived that his answer is whol- | adopt, such measures as would compel the Exe- 
ly unsatisfactory, and that the necessity for the | cutive to demand the recall of that agent by his 
present resolution has grown out of the defective | own Government. I would then prosecute this 
information then given to the House. It is prop- | inquiry with rigor and perseverance, although the 
er, therefore, that this call should be precise in| result might implicate the predecessor of Mr, 
its terms, and that the attention of the Executive | Barlow at the Court of France, or reach even the 
should be particularly directed to the points on | representative of the truth and honor of his Im- 
which information is deemed important. perial and Royal Majesty near the United States. 
Nor, sir, can I agree with the honorable gen-| But, sir, if the reasons urged by the gentleman 
tleman from South Carolina, that the second and | from South Carolina are well founded, they ap- 
third resolutions are calculated to produce the | ply with greater force to show the impropriety of 
effect intended by the words which he proposes | the second and third resolutions, than of the first ; 
to strike out of the first. The object of the sec-| and I foresee, that if this resolution is amended in 
ond resolution is to ascertain whether Mr. Rus-| the manner now proposed, we shall soon hear a 
sell has ever admitted or denied to his Govern- | motion to reject those which follow. It.is, then, 
ment the truth of the declaration of the Duke of | because I consider this amendment calculated to 
Bassano to Mr. Barlow. It will be acknowledged, | frustrate the object of these resolutions, and to de- 
that to a complete vindication of the character of | feat the inquiry contemplated by them; and be- 
the Administration, an explicit denial by Mr. | cause such an intention is now distinctly avowed 
Russell of the truth of that declaration is abso-| by the motion to postpone them indefinitely, that 
lutely essential. And, sir, as to the third resolu- | I must beg the indulgence of the House while I 
tion, it is equally important that it should be ex- | state, as concisely as Iam able, the view whieh I 
plicitly known, whether the Minister of France| have taken of the whole subject now before us. 
has ever made any communication to this Gov-} In doing this, sir, I shall not follow the example 
ernment on the subject of that decree. But it] of the gentleman from South Carolina, by indulg- 
will be perceived, that the terms of the first reso- | ing in an unnecessary warmth, which may serve 
lution may be fully complicd with by the Execu-| to irritate, but never toconvince. Nor, sir, shall 
tive, without explicitly saying to this House | I attempt any reply to most of the observations 
whether such a denial on the one hand, or such | which have fallen from the honorable gentleman 
a communication on the other, has ever been | from Maryland, (Mr. Wricnrr.) That gentleman 
made. Facts, so important as these, ought not| seemed to have in view a general defence of the 
to rest on matter of inference from any geveral | conductof the Administration in its management 
answer of the Executive, but they ought to be | of our foreign relations—a subject not connected 
established by a direct and positive declaration. | with the resolutions now before the House, and 
Neither, sir, can I agree with the honorable | which would necessarily lead us into a wide field 
gentleman, that it is unprecedented or improper | of debate, where little of novelty is to be found. 
for this House to inquire as to the manner in| Neither shall I advert to the remarks of that gen- 
which the information required by this resolution | tleman, which seemed to me designed to reflect 
was obtained by the Government, or the agency | on the character of this side of the House—be- 
through which such information was derived. | cause I have understood that the honorable gen- 
That such an inquiry is not unprecedented, will | tleman is privileged to say many things, which 
appear sufliciently by the resolution yesterday | it is not considered incumbent on any one here to 
read from the Journals by my venerable col- | answer. But I shall proceed with much coolness, 
league (Mr. Benson.) But, sir, were it unpre- | and as plainly as the nature of the case may de- 
cedenied. it is time that a precedent should be | mand, to state the reasons which have produced 
made. The calls of this House for information | a complete conviction on my mind, that the adop- 
on subjects of deep importance. ought to be so | tion of these resolutions, and a satisfactory an- 
specific in their terms, and so direct in their ob- | swer to them by the Executive, are absolutely 
ject, as to be incapable of being either misunder- | necessary to the vindication of the national honor. 
stood or evaded. Nor, sir, can such inquiry be To understand correctly the nature and impor- 
improper. The agents of this Government, from | tance of the subject now under discussion, it is 
the highest to the lowest, are constitutionally sub- | requisite to bring into view the state of our rela- 
ject to the animadversions of this House; and, if | tions with France and Great Britain, at the date 
the nature of the case require it, to the legal ani- | of the decree of the 28th of April, 1811. Iam 
madversion of this House in the due exercise of its | not about to enter at large into the subject of the 
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French decrees, and the British Orders in Coun- 
cil. Iris not important here to do so; and, if it 
were, a due respect for the talents of eminent 
gentlemen who have gone before me, would deter 
me from travelling over ground so thoroughly 
explored. It would be more than vain in me to 
hope to present any new views of a subject so 
completely exhausted. It is suficient for my 
purpose to state such facts respecting these de- 
crees and orders, and the policy pursued by our 
Government in relation to them, as I have un- 
derstood to be generally admitted. 

The blockade of May, 1806, established by the 
British Government, although in the first instance 
considered by the present Secretary of State asa 
conciliatory measure, was afterwards alleged by 
France, and then by our own Administration, to 
be hostile to our neutral rights, and a direct vio- 
lation of the lawsof nations. France, claiming 
aright to retaliate, promulgated in October fol- 
lowing the Berlin decree. To this succeeded, on 
the same alleged ground of retaliation, the Orders 
in Council, and to these the decree of Milan. 
Each of the belligerent Powers thus rested the 
justification of its hostile edicts on the previous 
alleged injustice and wrongs of the other. Our 
Administration, though denying in terms the 
existence of this right of retaliation, yet in its 
acts and its correspondence seemed to recognise 
it. It labored hard to convince each belligerent, 
that each was the original aggressor, and, by a 
long course of humiliating solicitation and en- 
treaty, it endeavored to induce each to take the 
lead in rescinding the edicts of which we com- 
plained. At length, by the act ‘of Congress of 
the Ist of May, 1810, it was provided that when- 
ever either France or England should so revoke 
her decrees or orders, that they should cease to 
violate the neutral rights of the United States, 
the President should by proclamation declare the 
fact, and that from thenceforth the act of non-in- 
tercourse should cease to operate against the 
Power thus revoking; and that if, within three 
months after such proclamation, the other Power 
did not also revoke, the provisions of that act 
should be enforced against it. In this state of 
things a declaration was made by the French 
Minister of Foreign Affairs to the American 
Minister at Paris, on the 5th of August, 1810, 
that the decrees of Berlin and Milan were re- 
voked, and would cease to have effect on the Ist 
of November following. The President of the 
United States considering this declaration as 
amounting to a repeal of these decrees, within 
the meaning of the act of the Ist of May, and 
implicitly confiding that that declaration would 
be fulfilled in good faith by the French Govern- 
ment, on the 2d day of November, 1810, published 
his proclamation announcing tie fact that these 
decrees were repealed. A demand was made on 
the British Government to follow the example 
thus set by France. On the part of that Gov- 
ernment it was contended that the declaration of 
the French Minister was not such a formal act 
as ought to be required by the United States, and 
that the French decrees ought to be revoked in a 


c e aaas 


e eeaeee ea 


manner as authentic as that in which they were 
promulgated. That even if there were no ob- 
jections to that declaration on that ground, if it 
was to be considered a repeal at all, it was clear- 
ly a repeal depending on a condition precedent to 
be performed by the United States, and that such 
a conditional revocation did not come within the 
meaning of the act of Congress. She therefore 
refused to revoke the Orders in Council, and the 
provisons of the non-intercourse act were revived 
against her by the act of the 2d of March, 1811. 

On the 21st of April, 1812, by a declaration of 
the British Government, it was provided, that 
“if at any time thereafter, the Berlin and Milan 
‘decrees should, by ‘some authentic act of the 
‘ French Government, publicly promulgated, be 
‘absolutely and unconditionally repealed, then 
‘and from thenceforth the Orders in Council 
t should be wholly and absolutely revoked.” Mr. 
Barlow, then the Minister of the United States 
at Paris, having received this declaration, ad- 
dressed a note to the Duke of Bassano, dated the 
first of May, 1812, in which is the following pas- 
sage: “It is much to be desired that the French 
‘Government would now make and publish an 
‘authentic act, declaring the Berlin and Milan 
t decrees, as relative to the United States, to have 
‘ceased in November, 1810 ; declaring that they 
‘ have not been applied in any instance since that 
‘time, and that they shall not be so applied in 
‘ future”? By the letter of the 12th of May, 
1812, from Mr. Barlow to the Secretary of State, 
we are informed, that in a conversation with the 
Duke of Bassano on the subject of that note, 
there appeared a “singular reluctance” on the 
part of the’ French Minister to answer it. In 
that conversation, we, for the first time, hear of 
the decrees of the French Government of the 
28th of April, 1811. “ When, in the conversa- 
tion above alluded to,” says Mr. Barlow, “ the 
‘Duke first produced to me the decree of the 
‘28th of April, 1811, I made no comment on the 
t strange manner in which it had been so long 
t concealed from me, and probably from you.. I 
t only asked him if that decree had been published. 
t He said no; but, he declared, it had been com- 
‘t municated to iny predecessor here, and likewise 
‘sent to Mr. Serrurier, with orders to communi- 
‘cate it to you.” On the 20th of May, 1812, this 
decree was for the first time made known to the 
British Government. On the 18th of June war 
was declared by the United States. On the 23d 
of the same month the Orders in Council were 
repealed. On the 4th of November last, the 
French decree of the 28th of April, 1811, was 
first laid before Congress; and on the 3d of 
March last, the letter of Mr. Barlow to the Sec- 
retary of State of the 12th of May, 1812, con- 
taining the declaration of the Duke of Bassano 
relative to that decree, was drawn from the Ex- 
ecutive by the resolution adopted by this House 
on the motion of my friend from Maryland. 

I have thus, sir, endeavored to give a concise, 
and I flatter myself, a correct statement of facts 
connected with the decrees and orders of France 
and Great Britain, and with the measures adopt- 
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ed by the United States in relation to them. 
From this statement, we shall not be at a loss to | Berlin and Milan decrees, had been made known 
discover the import of the declaration of the|to the Government of the United States. No 
Duke of Bassano, and the nature and extent of | declaration could be more formal. The personal 
the charge which that declaration fixes on the | veracity of the French Minister, his official char- 
honor of this country, and the men who admin- ı acter, and the faith and honor of the French 
ister its Government. Great Britain professed | Government, are all pledged for its truth. A 
always, without doubt, until her declaration of! declaration thus solemnly made by one Govern- 
the 21st of April, 1912, her readiness to proceed ! ment in its official intercourse with another, is at 
“ pari passu” with France in a revocation of her | all times entitled to credit. 

edicts against neutral commerce. She called; But it may be urged that the character of the 
repeatedly for authentic evidence of the alleged ; French Government for bad faith is such, that 
repeal of the Berlin and Milan decrees. The! no implicit reliance ought to be placed on its 
decree of the 28th of April, 1811, constituted ! official acts; that its history shows, that it has 
that evidence. On the supposition that that de- | always been ready to sacrifice its truth and honor 


| furnishing complete evidence of the repeal of the 


cree was madc at the timc it bears date, then, has 
it heen concealed, either by the French Govern- 
ment or our own, or by both, in concert, for the 


to its ambition, and that it has always been false, 
when falsehood would promote its views. 
Sir, such considerations present themselves 


purpose of preventing the repeal of the Orders in! with great force to my mind; and no doubt, to 
Council, and thus cheating and betraying Con-| the minds of those gentlemen who sit around 
gress and this people into the ruinous war under | me. With our views of the character and con- 
which we are now suffering. The declaration of | duct of the French Government, little is wanting 
the Duke of Bassano fixes this charge exclusively | to convince us, that it is capable of everything 
on the American Government. It is a serious | treacherous, and all that is dishonorable. But, 
charge, and well merits an examination of the | sir, these things ought to be said with caution by 
grounds on which it rests. the friends of this Administration. They may 
I will not, sir, on this occasion say what is my | criminate where they are seeking to justify. 
own opinion of the truth of this allegation of| Sir, when we are about to decide on the 
the French Minister of Foreign Affairs. It isi weight to be given to the testimony of any wit- 
not necessary that I should do so. But it well | ness, we do not merely inquire into his general 
becomes gentlemen on the other side of the f character. It is always considered important to 
House, who consider themselves the guardians of | ascertain what credit has been attached to him 
the honor of the Administration ; it well becomes ; by the party implicated by his testimony., In es- 
us all, who are in truth the guardians of the na- | timating, therefore, the truth of the declaration 
tional honor, to consider what opinion on thisi of the Duke of Bassano, we are bound to ask in 
subject would be formed by a dispassionate man | what light the official acts and declarations of the 
upon the evidence now betore the public. Such! French Government have always been viewed 
a man must consider the Governments of the | and represented to the world by this Administra- 
United States and France at issue on a point] tion. T will not detain the House by dilating on 
deeply affecting the honor of both. The ques- | the long, uniform course of implicit confidence 
tion between them, to his mind, is plain and sim- | reposed by it in the good faith of France, or the 
ple. Did the French Minister of Foreign Af. blind eagerness with which it has always seized 
fairs declare a positive official falsehood; or has | and relied on the slightest engagements of that 
this Administration suppressed an important doc- | Government, and on the ample testimony which 
ument, with a view of plunging this nation into | it has always borne by its acts and its declara- 
war with England ? tions to the truth and honor of the French ruler. 


There are, sir, many considerations which 
would at once present themselves to the mind of 
such a man ia support of the truth of the Duke 
of Bassano’s declaration. Let us adopt the train 
of reasoning which he would naturally pursue, 
and see to what conclusion it will lead us. 

In the first place, then, this declaration of the ; 
Duke of Bassano is a formal, official declaration 
of the French Government made through its 


But, I will call the attention of the House to one 
instance in which these characteristics of our 
Administration were strikingly displayed. 

Ihave already stated, that on the 5th of August, 
1810, the Duke of Cadore, the French Minister 
of Foreiga Affairs, declared to the American 
Minister at Paris, that the decrees of Berlin and 
Milan were revoked, and that they would cease 
to have effect on the Istof November. This dec- 


Minister of Foreign Affairs. The American Min- | laration was received by the Administration with 


ister at Paris immediately on the receipt of the} 
declaration of the British Government of the! 
21st of April, 1812, by a note to the Duke of | 
Bassano, solicits that France would then make | 
and publish an authentic repeal of her decrees. ; 


eagerness. ‘There was no hesitation, no delay, 
no inquiry into its nature or extent—no explana- 
tion demanded on the conditions, which on its 
face showed it to be deceptive and fraudulent. 
All was implicit, unbounded confidence, so un- 


In a subsequent official conversation between | bounded, that the Executive issued his proclama- 
Mr. Barlow and the French Minister, the latter; tion on the 2d of November, announcing asa 
produces the decree of the 28th of April, 1811, | fact, that these decrees were then repealed, and 
and explicitly declares, that that deeree, being | that they ceased to have effect the day previous. 
the authentic act required by Great Britain, and | So unreservedly did the President rely on the 
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truth of that declaration, that he did not hesitate 
to presume that the French Government would 
fully carry it into execution, and on that pre- 
sumption, and on the confidence thus reposed in 
France, be founded the most important and event- 
ful act of his Administration. 

To have a full sense of the extent of that con- 
fidence, and of thestrong and unhesitating evidence 
thus borne to the good faith of the French Gov- 
ernment, it is necessary to consider the nature 
and effect of that proclamation. By the act of 
Congress, authorizing it in the event therein con- 
templated, the policy of this Government towards 
France and England assumed a definite shape. 
If France repealed her hostile edicts within the 
meaning of that act, it required little discernment 
to foresee that war with England would follow, 
in the event of a refusal-on her part to repeal also. 
By that act this Government became pledged to 
that course, and the event has shown that the 
pledge was so understood. 

In that state, then, of our relations with these 
Powers, the proclamation of the 2d of November 
may be considered as deciding the question of 
peace or war with England—if she refused to re- 
pose the same blind confidence, as did our Ad- 
ministration, in the good faith of France. Jt was 
the decisive step—the passage of the Rubicon, 
which cut off the Administration from all retreat, 
without the exercise of more magnanimity and 
firmness than seems to have fallen to its lot. 

If then, sir, this Administration was thus wil- 
ling to.stake the honor, and even the peace of the 
country, on the faith of the French Government, 
the world cannot have stronger evidence of the 
confidence reposed in that faith. If, on the sim- 
ple declaration of a French Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, it was thus ready to overstep the last 
boundary between peace and war, and to enter 
on an untried course, the end of which no human 
foresight can discover, and the calamities of 
which no human power can estimate, surely it 
stands committed to the world, that sach a dec- 
laration is at all times worthy of the most im- 
plicit belief. 

Now, sir, permit me to remark that this decla- 
ration of the Duke of Cadore is entitled, in itself, 
to no more respect than is that of the Duke of 
Bassano, the probable truth or falsehood of which 
we are now considering—both declarations are 
attended with the same solemnity—both are offi- 
cial—both are made by Ministers standing in the 
same relation tothe French Government—and 
to the truth of both is that Government equally 
pledged. If, then, the Administration have not 
hesitated to believe the one, it cannot complain 
if an impartial world would not hesitate to be- 
lieve the other. Judging according to the com- 
mon rules of evidence, and the plain dictates of 
common sense, the Administration in this case 
stands convicted by its own acts. After all it 
has done and said, an impeachment of the truth 
of the French Government does not lie in its 
mouth or the mouths of its friends. 

But, sir, in investigating the truth of this dec- 
laration of the Duke of Bassano, if we advance a 
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step further, we cannot fail to remark that it 
stands unexplained and uncontradicted. In pri- 
vate life, ifa man will quietly submit to heara 
charge deeply affecting his honor, without: con- 
tradiction or resentment, in the judgment of all 
men he is self-condemned. Our Administration, 
more than a year since, heard the charge, which 
the declaration of the Duke of Bassano imputes 
to them, publicly and openly made, and yet it 
is not known to the world that they have thought 
j it expedient- to explain or contradict or even to 
resent it. This decree of the 28th of April, 1811, 
and the declaration of Bassano respecting it, have 
twice been distinctly brought within the notice 
of the Executive. In the Message to Congress 
at the commencement of the last session, ia 
speaking of our relations with France, he tells us 
į that our affairs retained the posture which they 
i held at the date of his previous communication. 
“The only interesting occurrence,” (says the Mes- 
sage “ meriting attention, is the promulgation of 
‘a French decree, purporting to be a definite re- 
‘peal of the Berlin and Milan decrees, This 
‘ proceeding, although made the ground of the 
i‘ repeal of the British Orders in Council, is ren- 
|‘ dered, by the time and manner of it, liable to 
i‘ many objections.” Again, in the communica- 
tion made to this House, on the 3d of March last, 
not only the decree itself is given to the House, 
but the declaration of Bassano is distinctly no- 
ticed, : 
' If the Executive had not felt the necessity of 
| denying the truth of this declaration at the mo- 
pment it first came to his knowledge—if he had 
considered (I will not say how erroneously) that 
such a denial, volunteered: by this Government, 
would not have comported with its dignity—it 
is difficult to imagine why that denial, now con- 
i sidered on ali sides so essential, was not made in 
i his general Message to this House, when his al- 
l lusion to that decree seemed naturally to invite 
it. It is still more difficult to imagine, why it 
was not made in his special Message of the 3d of 
March, when it was impliedly called for by this 
House. A silence thus guarded, on occasions:so 
| strongly- demanding such a denial, impels us to 
believe that it could not have been made with 
truth. . 
Again, sir. in investigating the probable truth 
| of this declaration, we should be led to inquire 
into the character of the Administration for-a 
becoming spirit in resenting the insults of for- 
| eign Powers. Its friends, no doubt, are willing to 
| consider that character as standing on high ground ; 
and indeed if we recur to one instance, fresh in 
| the recollection of the House, we must, it would 
j seem, be satisfied that its sense of insult is ex- 
i tremely refined. It cannot be forgotten, that a 
: British Minister was dismissed, and an import- 
iant negotiation broken off, for what was justly 
{termed “an insinuation of an insult™—an insult 
| so very subtle in its nature, that this House for 
many days was engaged in profound and labored 
arguments to prove its existence. Surely then 
this Administration is fully alive to what is due 
toits own honor, And yet it has submitted in 
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silence to the dishonorable imputation thrown 
upon it by the French Minister of Foreign Af- 
fairs., What shall we say then? If the declara- 
tion of the Duke of Bassano was true; it could 
not be resented. Are we ihen driven to ‘believe 
it—or thet this Administration, once so alive to 
the feelings of resentment against a British Min- 
ister, is dead to the insults of the Minister of 
France? Are we driven to believe it—or that 
this Administration has lost the sense of insult 
in the sense of fear ? 

Again, sir, in investigating the truth of this 
declaration, we should be led to inquire, on the 
supposition that this decree was concealed by our 
Administration—what motives could exist to 
have induced them to such anact? Inspeaking 
of the motives of any man, more especially of the 
men who administer the Government of the 
country, it becomes me to speak cautiously, 
though the nature of the case compels me to speak 
plainly. 

There are those in this nation, sir, who think 
that they see sufficient inducements to this con- 
cealment, in the wish to gratify a long cherished 
hostility to England. They think that hostility 
to England has been the principle that has given 
life and growth and strength to the party now in 
power; and that the chiefs of that party duly es- 
timate the importance of fostering that hostility, 
even at the sacrifice of peace. Others think that 
a sufficient motive for this concealment may be 


isfactory to him, ought to be equally so to the 
world. The communication of that decree to 
the Government of Great Britain, or to the peo- 
ple of this country, he may therefore have deem- 
ed’ unimportant; and he may have considered 
such a communication as injurious to his reputa- 
tion, as it would seem to imply a consciousness 
that, in issuing his proclamation, he had acted 
without all the evidence which be himself deem- 
ed material. 

And, sir, to illustrate these remarks, and to 
show with what pertinacity the Executive has 
always adhered to the opinion that the declara- 
tion of the Duke of Cadore, in August, 1810, af- 
forded satisfactory evidence of the repeal of the 
French decrees, permit me to turn your atten- 
tion to the letter from the Secretary of State, to 
Mr. Russell, of the 21st of August, 1812. When, 
after the lapse of more than a year from its date, 
the decree of the 28th of April was transmitted 
from Paris to the British Government, and when 
upon that decree was founded the repeal of the 
Orders in Council, we find in the letter just al- 
Juded to, among the exceptions taken to that re- 
| peal, that the President is dissatisfied ; “that it is 
| ‘ founded exclusively on the French decree of the 
| 28th of April, by which the repeal of the de- 
j‘ erees of Berlin and Milan, announced on the 
‘5th of August, 1810, to take effect on the Ist 
‘of November of that year, at which time their 
So 


| € operation actually ceased, is disregarded.” 


found in the equally Jong cherished wish to join | determined was the Executive on adhering to 
in the anti-commercial war of Frauce, to promote į his uniform construction of the declaration of the 
the views of the “grand pacificator” of Europe, ; 5th of August, that he is dissatisfied that the 
babs ie to aoe He yeh of ue seas,” and : British a not rest the repeal of 
who has told us that he “loves the Americans;” ! their orders on that declaration, even at the mo- 
on nn things, however, I will not stop to en- | ment when that declaration was incontestably 
large. But there are reasons for this conceaiment, | proved, by France herself, to be false. Isay in- 
which may have operated on the mind of the Ex- | contestably proved by France herself to be false. 
ecutive, and which have their foundation in that | For no man, after reading the decree of the 28th 
pride of opinion and love of consistency, which ; of April, 181], can believe that the decrees of 
are natural to man, and which often lead him to! Berlin and Milan were unconditionally repealed 
adhere obstinately to opinions once formed, in ; on the 1st of November, 1810. Sir, the very act 
spite of the power of evidence and the light ofj of making that decree, is in itself conclusive 
truth. , f : | proof that no such previous unconditional repeal 
Pet Eten dene by ae Rroclamarics a ig es i existed. oe a did exist,that decree was 
of November, has declared to England and the ! unnecessary and absurd. But attend, sir, to the 
world, a the decrees of Berlin and Milan were | language of that decree: “Seeing by a law pass- 
then revoked. To the fact of that revocation he |‘ ed on the 2d of March, 1811, the Congres 
thus pledged his own official character, and the ; ‘the United States has order d tk ion of 
haracter of his Government. To maintain the |< the provisions of th $ f AE T 
e 3 s . 3 -A bes 3 S S he act o non-intercourse 
truth of that proclamation his feelings and pride |‘ against Great Britain: Considering that the 
became, of course, deeply enlisted. On its truth į ‘said law is an act of resistance to the arbitrary 
he had staked the peace and happiness of this |‘ pretensions consecrated by the Orders in Coun- 
an Eon he bean ro felt all the responsibili- |‘ cil: We decree, that the decrees of Berlin and 
ty which he had thus assumed. It is not surpris- ! ‘ Milan are definiti i i > 
ine therefore, that he should shut his eyes tothe | da of Nov a mae a id a ite tea 
g, a ul ald s yes to the | * day of November last, considered as not having 
force of the evidence, which proved the precipi- | * existed in regard to American vessels.” Could 
tate rashness oe that proclamation, When the | any language more conclusively show, that no 
oe of the 28th of April was communicated to | previous definitive repeal of these decrees existed? 
rey he R n thar the additional : That, if there was any previous repeal at all, it 
evi a ode y it, of the repeal of the de- | was one depending on a condition precedent—the 
aaa ; erun and Milan, ought not 1o be de- | enforcement by the United States of the act of 
sited by this nation, or by the British Govern- | non-intercourse against England. This was done 
ment ; and that the declaration of the Duke of | by the law of the 2d of March, 1811, and this 
Cadore in August, 1810, which had been so sat- | law is expressly made the foundation of the defi- 
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nitive repeal of the decrees, while the law itself 
was founded on the fact, declared by the Presi- 
dent’s proclamation, that they were already defi- 
nitively repealed. 

Thus it is, now, as clear as the light of day, that 
the proclamation of the President was rash and 
precipitate; that the fact on which it rested did 
not exist; that the declaration of the Duke of 
Cadore was false and deceptive; and that thus 
the calamitous war, in which we are now invol- 
ved, has its very foundation in the duplicity and 
fraud of the French Government, and in the 
blind or wilful folly of our own. 

But, sir, ithas been urged with great warmth, 
by the honorable gentleman from South Caroli- 
na, that, had there been no concealment of the 
decree of the 28th of April, had it been commu- 
nicated to the British Government at the time it 
bears date, it would not have produced a repeal 
of the Orders in Council; and the gentleman re- 
fers us to the declaration of the Prince Regent 
of the 21st of April, 1812, and the subsequent 
correspondence between the Secretary of State 
and the British Minister in this country; by 
which he tells us, it will appear, that a repeal of 
the decrees of France, only as they related to the 
United States, would not ‘have been satisfactory 
to that Government. Sir, admitting for the sake 
of the argument that the gentleman’s construc- 
tion of that declaration and correspondence is 
correct, it by no means supports the position he 
has taken. If the British Government has as- 
sumed at all the ground in relation to the French 
decrees, now asserted by the gentleman, it assum- 
ed it by the declaration of the 21st of April, 1812. 
For one year, then, after the date of the decree of 
the 28th of April, 1811, had Great Britain been. 
requiring the definite evidence afforded by that 
decree, of the repeal of the decrees of Berlin and 
Milan—standing pledged on the reccipt of that 
evidence to proceed, pari passu,in the repeal of 
the Orders in Council. Although, then, by the 
declaration of the 21st April, she may have as- 
sumed higher ground, can it be reasonably douht- 
ed, that if that decree had been communicated to 
her at the time it bears date, the Orders in Coun- 
cil would have been revoked? We cannot doubt 
about it, sir, when we know that, notwithstand- 
ing that declaration, she did repeal them in a 
manner “susceptible of explanations meeting the 
views of that Government” within a reasonable 
time after that decree was made known to her. I 
say within a reasonable time, for when we con- 
sider the unsettled state of the British Ministry at 
that period, the intervention of thirty days, be- 
tween the receipt of the decree and the repeal of 
the orders, cannot be considered a material cir- 
cumstance. 

But, sir, we are told by the honorable gentle- 
man from South Carolina, that the result of the 
inquiries, then going on in the House of Com- 
mons, as to the operation of the Orders in Coun- 
cil on the commerce and manufactures of Great 
Britain, was the true cause of their final repeal. 
But, sir, let it be remembered, that the object of 


whether the effect of the Orders in Council was 
injurious to the British nation; whether the ex- 
tent of that injury was so great as to make it ex- 
pedient to abandon them, notwithstanding France 
might still refuse to revoke her decrees. Great 
Britain must always have been sensible, that the 
effect of those orders was injurious to herself. 
Theclamors of her manufacturing interest against 
them had been long as loud, and importunate, as 
they were at the period of their repeal. She 
wished only for a pretence to repeal them con- 
sistently with the ground she had uniformly taken 
with respect to the decrees of France. And I 
have little doubt that they would have been ulti- 
mately repealed without that pretence. The 
communication of the decree of April 28th, at 
the time it bears date, would have afforded the 
opportunity she had long wished ; an opportunity 
which the event has shown her eager to improve. 
But. sir, it is again intimated, that the conceal- 
ment of that decree was unimportant, for we are 
told, that although its promulgation might have 
produced the repeal of the Orders in Council, 
that repeal would not have prevented the war. 
The right claimed by Great Britain to impress 
her own seamen on board of our merchant ves- 
sels, it is now said, was in itself ample cause of 
war. Sir, I can never believe, that for this cause 
alone war would have been declared. Did not 
the Administration, at a late period, profess its 
readiness to overlook the question of impress- 
ment, and to give up its whole restrictive system 
against England, on an arrangement of the other 
matters of difference between the two Govern- 
ments? If we go back to the negotiation with 
Mr. Erskine; if we consider the eagerness with 
which that negotiation was conducted, and the 
rapidity with which it was hurried through all 
the forms of diplomacy; and if we consider, also, 
that in the arrangement made with that Minis- 
ter, the question of impressment was untouched, 
we must be convinced that the Administration 
considered it a point of minor importance. 

It is not reasonable to expect on this subject 
that any proof can be drawn from the formal 
declarations of the Government. But even here 
we may discover something which may serve to 
show in what light a repeal of the Orders in 
Council before the declaration of war would 
have been viewed. In the letter before alluded 
to, of the 21st of August, 1812, from the Secre- 
tary of State to Mr. Russell, we are told, that 
“it is not now a question whether the declaration 
‘of the Prince Regent (repealing the Orders in 
‘ Council) is such as Ought to have produced a 
‘repeal of the non-importation act, had war not 
‘been declared, because, by the declaration of 
‘ war, that question was superseded.” A ground 
is thus afforded for a fair inference, that the Ad- 
ministration felt itself precluded by the declara- 
tion of war from giving to the repeal of the Or- 
ders in Council that effect and influence on the 
policy of this country, to which it might other- 
wise have been entitled. 

But, sir, independent of all evidence on this 


those inquiries was not so much to aseertain | subject to be drawn from the acts or declarations 
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of the Government, I may venture to appeal to 
honorable gentlemen who were members of this 
House at the time war was declared, and to ask 
them whether such a declaration would or could 
have been made, had it not been for the convic- 
tion which the majority then professed to feel, 
that the Orders in Council would not be revoked 2 
I may appeal to the general sense and understand- 
ing of the nation on this head, and to the univer- 
sal expression of regret, when it was found that 
these orders were in fact revoked about the time 
war was declared; that that declaration had not 
been delayed. Sir, I can be convinced of noth- 
ing more firmly than that the sober sense of this 
House, or of this people, would never have sanc- 
tioned a declaration of war on the ground alone 
of the British claim to impress their own sea- 
men. ; 
I have thus, Mr. Speaker, endeavored to state 
to the House the reasons which have induced 
me to think that the promulgation of the decree 
‘of April 28th, at the time of its date, was highly 
important to the best interests of this country. 
You will have perceived, sir, that my remarks 
have been founded on the supposition, that that 
decree was in truth made by the French Govern- 
ment at the time it bears date, and that it has 
been suppressed by that Government, or our own, 
or by-both in concert. T have also ventured to 
state to the House the considerations which ope- 
rate powerfully to convince us that the declara- 
tion of the Duke of Bassano, charging the sup- 
pression exclusively on the Government of this 
country, is true. And really, sir; when we con- 
sider that this declaration is the solemn official 
act of the French Government; of a Govern- 
ment to whose acts and declarations this Admin- 
istration has always dcclarcd that the most un- 
bounded confidence was due; that it is a declara- 
tion as yet unexplained and uncontradicted, and 
that, for the act it imputes to the Administration, 
adequate motives may be assigned, the mind must 
struggle hard to resist the conviction pressed 
upon it by such a weight of evidence. 
. Viewing the subject in this point of light; con- 
sidering that as the facts now stand before the 
public, this Administration must be convicted of 
having suppressed an important public document 
for the worst of purposes, I must be permitted, 
in common with my eloquent friend from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Hanson,) to express my surprise that 
the resolutions now on the table, should be op- 
posed. These resolutions are designed to throw 
light on this dark transaction. If it will bear the 
light, the friends of the Administration ought to 
promote the inquiry. They ought not to shrink 
` from a measure which must result in the vindi- 
cation of its honor, if indeed it can be vindi- 
cated. We now tender to the majority an oppor- 
tunity, which they ought themselves to have 
taken, of repelling this foul slander on our Gov- 
ernment. We would fain hope that the effect of 
this investigation will be to wipe away the sus- 
picion which is now attached to our rulers—a 
suspicion which is daily gathering strength, and 
which will soon become conviction, if you reject 


these resolutions. The nation ought not, and 
will not be satisfied without this inquiry. The 
public voice imperiously demands it. Now when 
the pressure of the war begins to be felt; when 
you are about to impose heavy burdens on the 
people for its support, at least let them know that 
if you have been the dupes, you have not been 
the willing dupes of the intrigues and falsehood 
of France. You accuse us of thwarting the 
measures and views of the Administration by 
our opposition to the war. If you know your 
own interest. take from us the most deadly weap- 
on that can be wielded against you. Be prompt 
in repelling the charge that you have. been tricked 
and betrayed into this war by France, and that 
you have not dared to remonstrate. Let the Ad- 
ministration tell us where the falsehood lies, and . 
if they are innocent, let us know how they re- 
pelled the vile calumny. Let us see that they 
have had spirit enough to resent an imposition 
which they had discernment enough to detect. 
Sir, these are considerations which I urge to 
gentlemen who sit on the other side of: the House. 
To me, had I a seat there, they would be conclu- 
sive. .But, sir, I confess I have much higher mo- 
tives; motives which, I have no doubt, operated 
strongly on the mind of my friend from New 
Hampshire, when he determined to call the atten- 
tion of the Hause to this subject. My political 
observation, limited as it has been, has taught me 
that many of the worst evils under which this 
country has suffered have arisen from that over- 
weening confidence in French faith and honor, 
which ts felt not only by the men who adminis- 
ter the Government, but by a portion of the peo- 
ple. It is this confidence that has bound and 
hoodwinked every victim which has been sacri- 
ficed by France. I confess, sir, I wish this delu- 
sion in the public mind corrected. I wish to see 
this Administration compelled to stamp on the 
forehead of France, the falschood she has dared 
to utter, that it may remain there as a mark to 
warn the nations, that there is no safety but in 
her open and avowed enmity. And sir, if, con- 
trary to our hopes, the Administration have been 
a willing party to this dark intrigue; if they 
have connived at the falsehood of the French 
Government, and have not dared to repel the 
grossest insult which could be offered. to the in- 
dependence and honor of our country, I equally 
wish to see the mask stripped from the faces of 
men, who will then be acknowledged to have too 
long deceived an honorable and confiding people. 
Mr. Grosvenor addressed the Chair as follows: 
Mr. Speaker, I cannot suffer the question to be 
taken without offering to the House my reasons 
for supporting the resolution. In doing this, sir, 
I, like the honorable gentleman from South Car- 
olina, may become warm; yet as I can never ad- 
mit that such warmth furnishes any license to 
him for personal attack, or improper language, so 
I shail claim no such license myself, by conde- 
scending to imitate his example. I have, Mr. 
Speaker, adverted to the example of the honor- 
able gentleman, for the purpose of informing him 
that the boisterous language on this floor by way 
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of defiance, threat, or intimidation, will no longer 
have its wonted effect. 

I wish that honorable gentleman and every 
other gentleman on this floor distinctly to under- 
stand, that their threats have no terror for us. 
They pass by-us like the idle winds which we re- 
spect not. Sir, I stand here the independent rep- 
resentative of a free people. Uponall topies which 
come before this House, I shall ever “speak what 
I do think,” restrained by nothing but the rules 
of decorum which are here established, and which 
it may become every gentleman to observe. 

I stand upon my own personal right, which I 
will yield to no man. I stand upon the freehold 
of the Constitution, from which I will not be 
driven without a struggle. 

Sir, I have no doubt that this House has a per- 
fect right to the information demanded by the res- | 
olutions. How can we speak or act upon sub- | 
jects inseparably connected with our foreign re- 
lations, if the Executive, the only organ of com- 
munication with other nations, may be suffered 
at his sovereign will and pleasure to withhold 
from us all his correspondence? By admitting 
such a course of practice, the President has had 
the destinies of this nation in his hands—nor is 
it strange that this House, that Congress and the 
nation, have been hurried from one restrictive 
measure to another, and finally into an unneces- 
sary and a wanton war. Sir, I have not the 
slightest doubt that to this constant habit of Ex- 
ecutive secrecy, to the garbled extracts of letters 
from and to the French Government, which de- 
form our journals and deceive the public; to the 
deep darkness which shrouds our intercourse with 
the arch tyrant; more than to any other cause, 
may be imputed all our present dangers and ca- 
lamities. Let this House, let this country, no | 
longer be forced to feel its way in thick darkness 
when the light and the day are within its reach. 

In England, it is true “His Majesty can do no 
wrong”—and when his Ministry draw a veil over 
their conduct, they step boldly forth and demand 
the confidence of the Parliament and the country, 
secure in the protection of the King and the ma- 
jority. But,sir,lam utterly astonished when I find 
gentlemen who bluster much about the purity of 
their republicanism, who are in an absolute polit- 
ical fever when the theory or practice of that 
‘corrupt, despotic, and treacherous” nation is ; 
even hinted at, should now wish to introduce here | 
a practice precisely similar. The foundation of 
our whole system of Government is responsibility. 
The President and most of his dependents are by 
the Constitution obnoxious to the animadversions 
of this House. And every official man in the Re- 
public is responsible to the peuple. Let this re- 
sponsibility never be destroyed or evaded by suffer- 
ing any officer, be he high or be he low, to draw a 
permanent veil over his official conduct; and, if 
he attempts it, let this House, planting itself upon 
the Constitution, raise its arm, tear asunder the 
pernicious covering, and expose the naked truth 
to the view of the people. In the pure age of 
our Republic such was the theory and the prac- 
tice under our Constitution. 


But it is said that no reason is assigned in the 
resolutions for the call, no purpose designated for 
which the information is required. 

Sir, I had considered that this objection was 
settled forever in the session of 1796. The Presi- 
dent then refused the information demanded by 
the House. Upon this refusal the House passed 
two resolutions, the one of which I will read: 

“ Resolved, That it is not necessary to the propriety 
of any application from this House to the Executive 
for information desired by them, and which may 
relate to any Constitutional functions of the House, 
that the purposes for which such information may be 
wanted, or to which the same may be applied, should 
be stated in the application.” 


On the passage of this resolution, Mr. Madison 
and Mr. Gallatin, then members of this House, 
both spoke and voted in the affirmative. Can 
the Executive shrink from the rule which he 
when on this floor adopted? Or will his sup- 
porters here deal to him a measure different from 
that which he dealt to the Father of his Country ? 
The principle on which this resolution is found- 
ed, has prevailed here to this day; and strange 
indeed would it be, if now it should be violated, 
to shield from its fair operation the very man 
who originated and éstablished it among us. 

Another objection has been started. It seems 
that the resolutions are too categorical and par- 
ticular, Sir, Ido admit that the resolutions are 
strongly marked with a particular, categorical, 
and even inquisitorial character. From them no 
casuistry, no art, can enable the President to es- 
cape. They were thus drawn for no other rea- 
son than to preclude all evasion and elusion—to 
obtain the particular and precise information de- 
manded. I well know, that the ordinary general 
form is more proper and more respectful. But, 
sir, there may be cases in which mere form must 
yield to substance and necessity, courtly respect 
to plain Republican sincerity. Is not this pre- 
cisely such a case? 

At the close of the last session, upon the mo- 
tion of the honorable gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. GotpsBorouea,) a resolution was adopted’ 
in the ordinary and general form— 

“ Resolved, That the President be requested to cause 
to be laid before the House the French decree, pur- 
porting to be a repeal of the Borlin and Milan decrees, 
referred to in his Message of the 4th of November 
last, together with such information as he may possess 
concerning the time and manner of promulgating the 
same,” &c. &e. es 

This is the material part of the resolution. 
What was the reply to this resolution? Asim- 
ple communication of the degrading accusation 
of the French Minister, and that only. Not one 
word of denial or of comment; not a murmur 
of resentment at the foul stigma which the Duke 
of Bassano had attempted to fix on the honor of 
the Executive and the character of the country. 
Allinformation that the President “ might pos- 
sess relative to the time and manner of promal- 
gating” the decree was refused or evaded; and 
thereby the blot on our national honer was ren- 
dered tenfold deeper and blacker. 
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Would these honorable gentlemen have us re- 
peat an experiment which issued in such conse- 
quences? Would they again adopt a course 
which would again disappoint us and disgrace 
our country? No, sir, if this information ought 
to be obtained, this is the only form, the only 
manner to obtain it, We must tell the Executive 
without ambiguity and with precision, and yet 
with every respect compatible with our duty, our 
objects and our requests. If these resolutions 
pass, they must be met with satisfactory inform- 
ation, or with a refusal to communicate. ‘The re- 
ply will rest with the President, and upon. him 
be the responsibility for the form and substance 
of that reply. 

Having disposed of the form of these resolu- 
tions, T will now proceed to their substance. 

An instrument purporting to be a French de- 
cree, modifying or repealing the French Berlin 
and Milan decrees, so far as they violated our 
neutral rights, was communicated by the Duke 
of Bassano to Mr. Barlow, our Minister in France, 
on the 10th of May, 1812. This decree bears 
date the 24th of April, 1811. 


cation of the decree, at its date, would have saved 


this country from many evils, and astonished at 


its concealment, demanded of the Duke of Bas- 
sano whether it had ever been published. The 


Duke replied, that it had been communicated to 
our Minister in France, and sent on to Mr. Ser- 


rurier, to be communicated to our Government. 
If the Duke of Bassano stated the fact correctly, 
then our Government was guilty of concealing 
the decree. If he stated a falsehood, then his 
own Government is guilty of the concealment, 
with the full addition of duplicity and falsehood. 
Certainly, the charge of the French Minister im- 
plicated the honor and the honesty of the Exec- 
utive of this country. It struck a blow at the 
integrity and honor of the Government. Yet 
the Executive has never publicly denied the foul 
accusation, It is to arrive at truth in relation to 
this dark and alarming transaction, to acquit the 
innocent, and to hang the guilty up a detestable 
spectacle to the universe, that these resolutions 
are offered. Let me ask the House, let me ask 
the nation, is not the object Jaudable—is not the 
duty important and imperious ? 

Mr. Speaker, I have not one doubt that, if that 
decree had been published at the time of its date, 
it would have prevented the present war and all 
its calamitous consequences. To establish this 
position, I must solicit the attention of the House 
to the facts and events which conducted this de- 
voted nation to its present disastrous situation. 


After unsuccessfully negotiating for the repeal of 


the French decrees and British orders—after a 
wild and destructive experiment had evinced that 
the embargo, a measure founded in the grossest 
political error, continued in obstinacy, and end- 
ing in national disgrace and commercial ruin, 
was equally imbecile abroad and pernicious at 
home—the .Government, cither shrinking from 
the frowning aspect of the North, or resolving to 


It had been con- 
cealed for more than one year from the time of 
its date. Mr. Barlow, conscious that the publi- 


establish an impartial policy between the two 
belligerents, assumed what was then called its 
final neutral attitude. 


The Committee of Foreign Relations of this 


House, under the immediate influence of the di- 
rection of the present Exccutive, on the 22d of 
November, 1808, made a report, in which was 
described the situation of the country in relation 


to France and England, the ground which the 
Administration were about to occupy distinctly 
pointed out, and the principles of justice and pol- 
icy which would influence its conduct towards. 
those nations fully developed. I beg the atten- 
tion of the House to a few passages in that report. 

The framers of the report first describe the or- 
igin and foundation of the French decrees and 
British orders, the manner in which they violate 
American rights, the policy of the embargo, and 
the efforts made by the American Government to 
obtain a revocation of those decrees and orders. 
They then say, “ The effort has been ineffectual, 
‘ The propositions have been actually rejected by 
t one of the belligerent Powers and remain un- 
‘ answered by the other. In that state of things, 
‘ what course ought the United States to pursue 7 
t Your committee can perceive no other alterna- 
tive but abject and degrading submission, war 
‘ With both nations, or a continuance and enforce- 
t ment of the present suspension of commerce.” 

They reject the first alternative, and then pro- 
ceed: “There is no other alternative but war 
í with both nations, or a continuance of the pres- 
‘ent system; for,war with one of the belligerents 
‘would be submission to the edicts and will of 
‘the other.” “ Nor can it be doubted, that a meas- 
‘ure that would supply exclusively one of the 
‘ belligerents, would be war with the other.” 
While the decrees of both nations remain unre- 
pealed, the committee here distinctly state, that 
any “ restrictive measures that would exclusively 
t supply one of the belligerents, whether of non- 
‘ intercourse or non-importation against the one 
‘nation, would be, ipso facto, war with that na- 
‘tion, and submission to the edicts and will of 
‘ the other.” 

They then consider the question of war, and 
say: “ The present unsettled state of the world, 
‘the extraordinary situation in which the United 
‘ States are placed, and the necessity, if war be 
‘resorted to, of making it, at the same time, 
‘against both nations, and these the two most 
‘t powerful in the world, are the principal causes 
‘of hesitation. ‘There would be none in resort- 
‘ing to the remedy, however calamitous, if a. 
‘selection could be made on any principle of jus- 
‘ tice, or without a sacrifice of national indepen- 
‘dence.’ Language cannot be plainer. The 
committee, acting, I repeat, under the entire con- 
trol and direction of the Executive, distinctly 
state, that war with either nation, whether by the 
new fashioned mode of commercial restrictions,. 


or by the old fashioned mode of fighting, while 
the decrees of both nations were in force, would 
be dishonor, injustice, submission, and a sacrifice 
of national independence, and in direct contra- 
diction to the idea advanced yesterday by the 
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gentleman from South Carolina. In such cir- 
cumstances, neither nation could be, with honor 
and justice, selected for hostility. 

Mr. Speaker, this report, and all its principles, 

emanating directly from the Executive, were 
adopted by this House, and by Congress. The 
Government of the United States thereby pledged 
their honor, their character, and their faith to our 
merchants, to our people, to the belligerent na- 
tions, and to the world, to be governed in their 
future policy by its provisions, and they never 
violated that pledge until the President of the 
United States issued his inconsiderate—his false 
proclamation, on the 2d day of November, 1810. 
Soon after this report and its principles were 
adopted in this House, the embargo descended to 
the grave, I hope, never again to rear its “ miscre- 
ated front” among us. In pursuance of the prin- 
ciples of the report, on the 1st of March, 1809, 
an act, commonly called the non-intercourse law, 
was passed, to commence on the succeeding 20th 
of May, against both belligerents, but in strict 
accordance with the new and impartial policy 
of our Government, containing a provision that, 
if France or England should so far repeal or 
modify her edicts, as that they should cease to 
violate our neutral rights, the fact should be pro- 
claimed by the President, and the act was to cease 
as to that nation. 
- This act was to expire with the next session of 
Congress. I pass over the arrangement of the 
British Minister, Erskine, the proclamation of 
the President founded thereon, the: rescinding of 
that proclamation, the outrageous conduct of 
France upon the pretence of retaliation for that 
act, the vile insults heaped upon our Government 
by France, and borne with a patience bordering 
on pusillanimity, and request your attention to 
the act of the 1st of May, 1810. This act was 
founded on the principles of the report; it was 
passed just before the expiration of the act of 
non-intercourse, and was intended to supply its 
place. It declared that, if Great Britain or France 
should so revoke or modify her edicts as that they 
should cease to violate the neutral commerce of 
the United States, which fact the President should 
declare by proclamation ; and, if the other nation 
should. not, within three months thereafter, re- 
voke or modify her edicts in like manner, then 
certain sections of the non-intercourse law of 
March, 1809, should be revived against the nation 
so refusing to revoke or modify. ‘The sections. 
thus to be revived, constituted an iron system of 
non-importation against such nation. 

Mr. Speaker, from this act this country may 
date the origin of those sinister events, which 
now cover her with distress and blood. This is 
the Pandora’s box, whence have escaped all that 
swarm of disasters which that nation will long 
remember with tears of blood. It placed the fate 
of this country, its peace, its prosperity, its hap- 
piness, in the hands of men unable to guard and 
protect them. The Constitutional guardians of 
the people, the immediate sentinels of our honor 
and independence, shrinking or flying from their 
posts, surrendered their power, to be exercised by 


trigue was now presented! The imperial magi- 
cian had now only to seduce or to dupe the Ex- 
ecutive, and this proud nation would lay prostrate, 
in the snares of French perfidy and violence. A 
“ gordian knot” would be fastened upon us, and 
this last Republic be found fighting in the univer- 
sal battle, side by side, with the veriest tyrant 
that ever crimsoned the earth with blood. 

From the moment that this law was known ir 
France, the work of duplicity began, and it never 
ceased until all the designs of the French despot 
were fully accomplished. By the principles of 
the report, adopted by Congress; by the avowed 
and permanent policy of the Government; by the 
non-intercourse law of 1809; by every considera- 
tion of “ justice, national honor, and national in- 
dependence,” and finally by the express provision 
of the law of May, 1810, on which only he could 
act, the President was solemnly bound never 
to issue his proclamation, until the French Gov- 
ernment should have, in good faith, repealed or 
modified her decrees, in relation to American 
commerce. How wasthe fact? The President 
waited for no such repeal or modification. He 
became the dupe-of French duplicity and false- 
hood. In the language of Mr. Russell, then our 
Minister ia France, the President “was shuffled 
into the lead where national honor and the law 
required him to follow.” l 

For the indubitable correctness of these propo- 
sitions I appeal to facts. Oa the 5th of August, 
1810, the Duke de Cadore, the French Minister 
of -Foreign Relations, addressed a note to Mr. 
Armstrong, then our Minister in France, from 
which I will read an extract: “Iam authorized 

to declare to you, sir, that the decrees of Berlin 
‘and Milan are revoked, and that after the Ist 
‘ November they will cease to have effect; it be- 
‘ing well understood that, in consequence of this 
‘declaration, the English shall revoke their Or- 
‘ ders in Council, and renounce the new princi- 
‘ ples of blockade, which they have wished to es- 
‘tablish, or that the United States, conformably 
‘tothe act you have just communicated, shall 
‘ cause their rights to be respected by the English.” 

Sir, this is the instrament, and the only instru- 
ment, upon which the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent was founded. Upon perusing this letter, its 
hollow, juggling, jesuitical character is visible and 
glaring. Unconnected with subsequent events, 
which stripped it of all ambiguity, from its very 
terms, who will dare to say. that it revoked or 
modified the decrees, as required by the act of 
May preceding? lt does not even purport to do 
this; it has not even the merit of Pythian obscur- 
ity ; it ought not to have deceived the weakest 
understanding. “ It being well understood,” that 
is, “upon condition,” (not in consequence of this 
revocation, even the juggler himself had not the 
impudence to call it a revocation,) “the English 
shall revoke, &c., or America cause her rights to 
be respected.” What is the plain English of this 
jesuitical instrament ? “Upon condition that Eng- 
land revokes her decrees, or that America, in case 
she does not so revoke, proclaims a measure of 
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non-importation against her exclusively, then I 
make this declaration, that my decrees shall be 
revoked on the 1st November.” 

This is the plain import of this famous letter. 
It demanded that the Executive should “ take the 
lead where national honor and the law required 
him to follow.” It demanded, as a condition pre- 
cedent to the absolute revocation of the French 
decree, that the President, under the law of May, 
1810, should proclaim a non-importation act 
against England—a measure which, under such 
circumstances, the committee of this House, in 
1808, had pronounced to be a “ measure of war.” 

What was the plain duty of the President? 
Surely to resist the demand—at least, to wait 
until time, and the conduct of France, should 
strip the “ declaration” of its oracular ambiguity. 
On the contrary, the President, as if eager to bind 
his country in the toils; as if eager to violate the 
honor of the nation and the law, as soon as it was 
possible, issued a proclamation, in which he de- 
clared the French decrees revoked or modified; 
in which he demanded from Britain a revocation 
of her Orders in Council, and in which he an- 
nounced the act of non-importation against her, 
if she failed to comply with the demand by the 
second day of the February succeeding. 

Never, sir, I venture to say, never was public 
astonishment greater than upon the 2d Novem- 
ber, when this proclamation was published. 

And let me solemnly demand, have not subse- 
quent events demonstrated that, at the time. and 
long after the date of this proclamation, the Ber- 
lin and Milan decrees were in full force against 
America? J will briefly examine the matter, and 
the American people, even that party which has 
nailed its colors to the mast of the Executive, and 
resolved, with him, to go to the bottom, shall no 
longer doubt the weakness of the President, and 
the black treachery of his imperial deceiver. 

Mr Speaker: After the first of November, after 
the official proclamation of the President had, in 
the face of the world, pronounced the Berlin and 
Milan decrees repealed or modified so as no longer 
to violate the neutral commerce of America, 
American vesscls were captured on the sea, and 
seized in France under these very decrees, were 
prosecuted under these very decrees, and never 
released from the grasp of these decrees, until 
late in the year 1811; and even then, not released 
by virtue of the Duke of Cadore’s pretended let- 
ter of repeal, but in consequence of special orders 
of the Emperor, founded on the act of March, 
1811, which confirmed the proclamation of the 
President, and established a non-importation act 
against ingland. If this proposition be true, all 
doubt is at an end. For folly or prejudice itself 
cannot believe that these vessels were seized and 
held nearly a year under decrees which were not 


in existence. They cannot believe that the courts | first of November. 


of France could act upon and enforce laws 
which, a year before, had been repealed and ex- 
tinguished by the Government. I will read to 
the House one case, selected asa fair specimen 
of numerous others. It is the case of the New 
Orleans Packet, detailed ina letter from Mr. Rus- 


sell to the Secretary of State, dated the 9th of 
June, 1811. That vessel arrived in France on the 
3d of December, more than a month after the 
proclamation of the President had been issued, 
Mr. Russell states that, “on the 5th of Decem- 
‘ ber, the director ofthe customsat Bordeaux seized 
* her and her cargo under the Milan decrees of the 
‘23d of November and 17th of December, 1807, 
‘ expressly set forth, for having come froman En- 
‘lish port, and for having been visited by an 
‘English vessel of war.” The proclamation of 
the President arrived in France, and was received 
by Mr. Russell, on the 13th of the same month. 
He had, on the 10th, presented a remonstrance 
against the proceeding, and kept back the proela- 
mation. For what purpose did he thus act? To 
test the question, he says, whether the French 
decrees were in truth revoked. To have used the 
proclamation, he says, “ would be nothing better 
‘than absurdly and basely employing the declar- 
‘ation of the President, that the Berlin and Mi- 
“lan decrees had been revoked, as the means of 
‘ obtaining their revocation.” He therefore kept 
it back to ascertain “whether the American 
‘Government had been shuffled into the lead 
t where national honor and the law required it to 
‘ follow.” He did keep back the proclamation, 
and the question was decided ; his remonstrance 
was disregarded. For, he says, “that the proces 
‘ verbal, issued after his remonstrance was pre- 
‘ sented, expressly declares that the confiscation 
‘of this property was to be pursued before the 
‘ Imperial Council of Prizes at Paris, according 
‘to the decrees of the 23d of November and the 
‘17th of December, 1807, or, in other words, the 
‘decrees of Milan.” 

His remonstrances having effected nothing, 
Mr. Russell did proceed, “absurdly and basely,” 
to use the proclamation. He communicated it 
to the French Government on the 17th of the 
same month, and he says, from this very 17th of 
December, “all further proceedings against the 
New Orleans Packet were suspended.” 

These are the facts, and what is the inference 
of this honest and independent Minister? “It 
‘ appears, therefore, that the remonstrance of the 
‘ 10th of December, arrested the proceedings com- 
t plained of,” &c. 

Now, sir, it appears to me, that a more bare- 
faced perversion of facts was never attempted 
by any Minister. The remonstrance produced 
no effect whatever. Until the 17th, when the 
proclamation was presented, the vessel “ was vig- 
orously prosecuted.” From that moment, “all 
further proceedings against the New Orleans 
Packet were suspended.” That instrument alone 
arrested “the proceedings complained of,” not 
only against the New Orleans Packet, but all 
other vessels which had been captured after the 
f This is demonstrated by an 
order issued by the French Government to the 
President of the Counci! of Prizes, on the 25th 
of December, exactly eight days after the proc- 


lamation had been communicated by Mr. Rus- 
sell. Suffer me to read an extract from that order: 


“Tn consequence of this engagement entered into 
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American President was the dupe of the tyrant, 
that “he was shuffled into the lead where nation- 
al honor and the law required that he should 
follow.” 

I have said, if the French repealing decree had 
been made known to the Congress, to the Ameri- 
can people, and to England, in the Spring of 
1811, it would have prevented the present disas- 
trous war. Permit me now to prove it. From 
the date of the President’s proclamation down to 
the very declaration of war, our Government 
took the ground that the French decrees were in 
truth repealed, by the letter of the Duke de 
Cadore, on the 5th of August preceding; and 
upon this basis demanded the revocation of the 
British Orders in Council. Britain, denying that 
Cadore’s letter was any repeal or modification, 
demanded the instrument of repeal issued by the 
Emperor, as the only ground on which she would 
revoke her orders. Neither the French or the 
American Government pretended that any such 
instrument was in existence; but the latter Gov- 
ernment, deceived by the arts of the arch juggler, 
assumed the fact, and founded thereon hostile pro- 
ceedings against England. If the decree had 
been published it would have been impossible 
that the vile deception could longer have been 
cherished by either Government, and Congress 
would have been forced by very shame to have 
retraced their steps, to have rescinded the pro- 
clamation, to have repealed the law of March, 
and to have placed the country on the same 
ground which she occupied in May, 1810. A 
war with England could not then have followed; 
unless, indeed, the ‘Administration had been pre- 
pared openly to abandon ali those principles of 
“ national honor, national independence, national 
justice,” and national policy, which they had 
adopted in the session of 1808. 

Yes, sir, even though the British orders had 
remained unrepealed and unmodified, the publi- 
cation of that decree would have cut the “ Gor- 
dian knot,” released this country from the toils 
of the tyrant, and have averted, perhaps for ever, 
this unnatural war. But suppose in this I am 
mistaken, yet have we not every reason to believe 
that if the French repealing decree had been 
known to England, she would have modified her 
Orders in Council, and continued peace would 
have been the consequence. Surely it is prepos- 
terous to pretend, if those orders had been re- 
voked, that yet war would have been declared. 
The very reverse is proved by all the acts of our 
Government. Inthe Message of the President, 
at the commencement of of the war-sessiun of 
Congress, the “Orders in Council” are the bur- 
den of the complaint—impressment is not even 
mentioned. In all the correspondence between 
the two Governments, which preceded the war, 
the “Orders in Council” constitute the great 
topic of discussion. i 

In the correspondence which commenced be- 
tween Mr. Foster and Mr. Monroe, on the 30th 
of May, 1812, and continued almost daily, down 
to the very declaration of war, the repeal of the 
Orders in Council was the only subject of dis- 


by the Government of the United States, to cause their 
rights to be respected, His Majesty orders that all the 
causes that may be pending in the Council of Prizes, 
of captures of American vessels, made after the Ist of 
November, and those that may in future be brought be- 
fore it, shall not be judged according to the principles 
of the decrees of Berlin and Milan; but that they shall 
remain suspended; the vessels captured and scized to 
remain only in a state of sequestration, until the 2d of 
February next, the period at which the United States 
having fulfilled the engagement to cause their rights 
to be respected, the said captures shall be declared null 
by the Council, and the American vessels restored, to- 
gether with their cargoes, to the proprictors.” 

No language can add to the force of this ex- 
tract; it recognises the Berlin and Milan decrees 
as existing against America. In consequence of 
the “engagement,” contained in the proclama- 
tion, it suspends all proceedings against our ves- 
sels, and says, when that “engagement” shall be 
“ fulfilled” the vessels shall be restored. That 
engagement was fulfilled by the law of the 2d of 
March, 1811, which, 1 have already stated, con- 
firmed the proclamation of the President, and es- 
tablished a non-importation act against England. 

On the 28th of April, 1811, the French tyrant 
issued his impending decree—I will read it to the 
House: 


Pazrace or St. Cioun, 
; April 28, 1811. 

Napoleon, Emperor of the French, &c. On the re- 
port of our Minister of Foreign Relations : 

Seeing, by a law passed on the 2d of March, 1811, 
the Congress of the United States has ordered the ex- 
ecution of the provisions of the act of non-intercourse, 
which prohibits the vessels and merchandise of Great 
Britain, her colonies, and dependencies, from entering 
into the ports of the United States: 

Considering that the said law is an act of resist- 
ance to the arbitrary pretensions consecrated by the 
British Orders in Counci!, and a formal refusal to ad- 
here to a system invading the independence of neu- 
tral Powers and of their flag, we have ordered and de- 
creed, as tollows: 

The decrees of Berlin and Milan are definitively, 
and ‘to date from the 1st of November last, considered 
as not existing in regard to American vessels. 

NAPOLEON. 


By the Emperor: The Minister Secretary of State, 
THE COUNT DARU. 


This decree is in perfect conformity to every 
act and proceeding of the French Government. 
It fulfilled the promise made by the Duke de Ca- 
dore, in his letter of the 8th of August. Ameri- 
ca, by the proclamation and by the law of Marck, 
1811, had resisted England, and virtually de- 
clared war against her; she had fulfilled the 
conditions presented in that letter; in considera- 
tion of which the repealing decree of France was 
issued. Whether that decree was issued at the 
time it bears date, or whether by collusion with 
Mr. Barlow it was antedated, is of no importance; 
in either case it exhibits the true meaning of all 
the acts of France which preceded it. It proves 
the falsity of the President’s proclamation, the 
fatal law of March, and demonstrates that the 
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cussion—and that alone was demanded, as a sine | throughout disputed even the partial repeal of the 


qua non to a restoration of a friendly intercourse. 
Impressment, though always a subject of differ- 
ence between the two nations, had never been by 
our Government for a moment considered asa 
sufficient cause of war. Hence, in the arrange- 
ment with the British Minister, Erskine, not a 
word is said, not a stipulation made on that sub- 
ject. Hence, in all the correspondence which 
immediately preceded the war, the subject of im- 
pressment is rarely if ever mentioned ; and hence, 
in this House and the Senate, the act declaring 
war passed upon the sole but delusive ground 
that France had modified or repealed her decrees, 
and that England had refused to revoke or modify 
her Orders. Let me appeal to the members of 
this House who voted for the war. Would they 
have dared to have done that deed upon the sub- 
ject of impressment alone? I am sure they 


would not—I speak not from personal knowledge | 


—I speak from all that preceded, that accompan- 
ied, and that followed that dreadful measure. 
The subject of impressment was never swelled 
into that hideous form it now wears; it never 
became “a dog of war,” until when the Orders 
in Council were revoked, and an armistice de- 
manded by England, it was dragged forward to 
repel the demand and to justify the Administra- 
tion for “wading deeper and deeper in blood.” 
But let gentlemen on this floor answer what they 
will of this, I am certain the people of this coun- 
try would never have joined in the quixotic ex- 
pedition., The cant of “free trade and sailors’ 
tights,” heard only in the woods of the West 
where no trade exists, and no sailors are to be 
found, could not have drowned the voice of com- 
merce, of agriculture, of justice, and of peace. 
Let gentlemen on this floor answer what they 
may, I tell them, they could not, they durst not 
have plunged this nation into war if the British 
Orders in Council had been repealed or modified. 
But those orders would have been repealed or 
modified if the French decree had not been 
concealed, 

On this subject no doubt can exist. And never 
was I more astonished than when I yesterday 
heard the honorable gentleman from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Catnoun) deny this position. Upon 
what grounds does he place this denial? First, 
upon the letters of Mr. Foster to Mr. Monroe, 
which preceded the war. Sir, that correspond- 
ence l have perused, and a more singular, equivo- 


cal, weak, and indistinct correspondence J have | 


never scen. It is undeniable, that in some para- 
graphs of Foster’s letters, abstracted from the 
residue, something like the position of the hon- 
orable gentleman may be found. But even these, 
abstracted from the rest, are declared by Mr. 
Monroe himself to be equivocal. The whole 


| French decrees; and says the question whether 
England would revoke as to America, was. pre- 
mature, and could be discussed to no purpose 
| until America should produce an authentic in- 
| strument of repeal. 
| In the last letter which he wrote to Mr. Mon- 
‘ roe, only four days before the final passage of the 
lact declaring war, he avers that his preceding 
! letters had been misunderstood and misconstrued, 
-and finally declares—“ I will now say, that I feel 
‘f entirely authorized to assure you, that if you 
i‘ can at any time produce a full and unconditional 
;‘ repeal of the French decrees, as you have a 
+ right to demand it in your character of a neu- 
it tral nation, and that it be disengaged from any 
lf connexion with the question concerning our 
i © maritime rights, we shall be ready to meet you 
|‘ with a revocation of the Orders in Council.” 
However, then, in the course of Mr. Foster’s 
| letters, some paragraphs may be selected, which, 
i unconnected with what preceded and followed, 
| might prove the position of the honorable gentle- 
| man, it is clear to me, that, when viewed as a 
| whole, they neither prove or support it. I might 
i demonstrate this by wading paragraph by para- 
graph through the whole correspondence. But 
this I shall omit, both because the honorable gen- 
‘tleman from South Carolina has placed but little 
i reliance upon the letters of Mr. Foster, and be- 
‘cause, in truth and in fact, they have but little 
| bearing upon the question? What is the ques- 
tion? If the French repealing decree of April 
; 1811 had been made known to England at its 
` date, would she have revoked her orders as rela- 
: twd to America? Mr. Foster’s letters can weigh 
‘but little, because, at the very time they were 
: writing, that decree was before the English Gov- 
| ernment, and that Government was then deciding 
i the very question. Of course, and most certainly, 
! we are not to look to the letters of Mr. Foster to 
: decide the question, but to the acts of the Gov- 
‘ernment itself) The gentleman from South Caro- 
i lina, aware of this, has resorted to an act of Govern- 
| ment—to the declaration of the Prince Regent, 
‘issued the 2ist of April, 1812. On that paper he 
| has planted himself. With a violence, and ina 
i manner but little becoming his situation on this 
‘floor, and in language both improper and inde- 
! corous, he has avowed, that in that paper is con- 
| tained an express avowal, that “although France 
1‘ should repeal or modify her decrees, so as that 
|. they should cease to violate our neutral com- 
H 


| £ merce, the English Government would not re- 
£ peal or modify its orders in the same manner.” 
[Here Mr. Brnz—then in the Chair—ealled 
Mr. G. to order. He said it was disorderly to 
j apply the epithet “indecorous,” to any gentleman 
on that floor. Mr. Caroun then rose and said, 


correspondence clearly proves that Mr. Foster j he should say nothing then, but would reply to 
pever intended to declare, and never did defini- | Mr. G. 


tively declare, that if an authentic instrument 
repealing the French decrees, su far as they viv- 
lated the neutral commerce of America, should 
be produced, England would not revoke her 
orders in a similar manner. On the contrary. he 


|. Mr. G.—[ have, in my opinion, described the 
| “language” of the honorable gentleman correctly. 


T have said no more than I understood the hon- 
orable gentleman to admit in his explanation 
when called to order by a gentleman from New 
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The honorable gentleman proceeded to affirm 
that, thereafter, no gentleman on this floor should 
“ dare” to assert the contrary of his position. And 
he declared that he would prove the man guilty 
of “falsehood” who should make such an assertion. 
Sir. he has thus boldly thrown the gauntlet of 
defiance—I enter the lists and take it up—I do 
assert that the declaration of the Prince Regent 
contains no such avowal. 

Thus, sir, there is a precise issue between that 
honorable gentleman and myself—I shall patiently 
await the execution of his threatenings. 

That declaration is founded on an official re- 
port to the French Senate, republishing, in the 
broadest terms, the Berlin and Milan decrees as 
permanent laws of the Empire. It expressly denies 
any partial repeal in favor of America to have 
been made by France. It states the condition on 
which the Orders in Council will be revoked, not 
partially, not in favor of America alone, but in 
favor of all the world. And states those condi- 
tions to be the “express and unconditional repeal 
of the Berlin and Milan decrees, by some au- 
thentic instrument of the British Government.” 
But in no part of it is there an intimation either 
that the British Government will, or will not, 
revoke or modify its orders as to America alone, 
in case France shall have repealed or modified 
her decrees in favor of America alone. Such 
a casc is not touched upon, or alluded to, in 
the declaration. The gentleman from South 
Carolina must, therefore, abandon his position. 
He cannot sustain it by any effort of violence or 
sophistry. 

But, sir, I, in my turn, will put “this question 
at rest forever.” Twill not say what the gentle- 
man from South Carolina “dare do.” Iwill not 
condescend to imitate his example of violence 
and threatening. But I will indulge the belief 
that neither he, or any other gentleman, shall 
have one honest doubt remaining. The Govern- 
ment of England did, immediately upon receiving 
the French decree, and in consequence of that 
very decree, revoke their Orders in Council, so 
far as they violated the neutral commerce of 
America. 

Does not this fact speak in the language of 
demonstration to the judgment of any man who 
hears me? If in the Spring of 1812 the publica- 
tion of the French decrees did produce the revo- 
cation of the orders, would not the publication of 
the same decree have produced a like revocation 
in the Spring of 1811? No man of sane mind 
and ordinary capacity can doubt it. 

But the honorable gentleman has said—even 
in June, 1812, it was not the publication of the 
French decree, but the clamors of English mer- 
chants and mechanics, which produced the revo- 
cation. And this he infers from the fact that 
the French decree was in possession of the 
English Government for thirty-three days, during 
all which time the House of Commons were dis- 
cussing the merits of the Orders in Council, be- 
fore those orders were revoked. 


a a 


thesis, I will read an extract from the English 
order of revocation. The order bears date the 
23d of June 1812. l l 

“And whereas the Chargé des Affaires of the United 

States of America, resident at this Court did, on the 
20th day of May last, transmit to Lord Viscount Cas- 
tlereagh, one of His Majesty’s principal Secretaries of 
State, a copy of a certain instrument then for the first 
time communicated to this Court, purporting to be a 
decree passed by the Government of France on the 
28th day of April, by which the decrees of Berlin and 
Milan are declared to be definitively no longer in force 
in regard to American vessels.” 
_ He then states, that although “the tenor of said 
instrament” does not satisfy the conditions of his 
former declaration, yet wishing to re-establish 
the intercourse between neutral and belligerent 
nations, he, “therefore, is pleased” to revoke his 
orders, as they relate to American vessels and 
property. 

The Prinee Regent does here expressly aver, 
that the conjectures of the honorable gentleman 
are visionary. 

He does declare that this revocation is founded 
on the French repealing decree. But this cannot 
be true, says the honorable gentleman, because 
the Prince Regent received the French repealing 
decree on the 20th of May, and delayed his revo- 
cation until the 23d of June. A few facts will 
dispose of this captious objection. 

Mr. Perceval, the Prime Minister of England, 
was assassinated on the 10th of May. The Min- 
istry was at once substantially dissolved. The 
gentleman cannot have forgotten the ministerial 
interregnum which ensued, and which continued 
for more than one month. He cannot have for- 
gotten the various negotiations of Castlereagh 
and Liverpool, of Canning and of Wellesley, of 
Erskine, of Gray, of Grenville, and finally, of 
Moira. Nor can he but remember, that no Min- 
istry was established until after the 14th of 
June. Is not that gentleman aware that with- 
out a ‘responsible Ministry, the constitution of 
England does not recognise any act of its Gov- 
crnment as legal and valid. He must know 
that instantly upon the full re-establishment of 
the Ministry, the subject was decided, and the 
Orders in Council revolred. 

Nor had “the inquiries in. the House of Com- 
mons or the pressure of the people” any decisive 
effect in producing that revocation. That pres- 
sure had long been feit by the people and long 
known to the English Government; the lou 
clamors of the people had long been heard with- 
out the slightest effect. Nor did the inquiry by 
the Commons produce one new fact to influence 
the revocation. No, sir, there is no reason to 
doubt the fact that the receipt of the French de- 
f the Orders in 


cree pr i i 
Lon the 23d of June 1812. Nor is there 


oduced the revocation o 
Counci 


any pretence-for saying that the same would not 
have produced the same effect on the 23d of June, 
1811. With all these facts before us, is it not 
clear as the light of day, that, if the repealing de- 
cree of France had not been cuncealed, if at the 
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time of its date it had been m € 
gress, to Britain, and to the world, this war would 
have been averted? 

And now, let me appeal to this House and to 
the people of America—if this decree was com- 
municated to Mr. Russell in April, 1811, and by 
him suppressed, he merits and shall receive the 
everlasting execrations of his country. If either 
by Mr. Russell or the Minister Serrurier, it was 
communicated to Mr. Monroe, and by him con- 
cealed from the Executive, is therea niche in the 
temple of infamy sufficiently infamous for him ? 
But if, by any means, the decree came to the 
knowledge of the President; and if he, either 
through a paltry fear of proving his proclamation 
false, or from any other motive, buried it in dark- 
ness, and thereby delivered that country, which, 
by every bond human and divine, he was bound to 
protect, over to all the miseries of an unnecessary 
and bloody war, what maledictions can suit his 
conduct; what new and horrible punishment is 
commensurate with the bloody crime? Sir, the 
President is old, and the reproaches of man may 
concern and move him but little. But he must 
soon appear at the bar of Immortal Justice. If 
he has done this deed, how will he stand appalled 
before the accusing spirits of youth “ untimely 
slain in battle?” Ilow will his soul recoil from 
those bloody ravages, that wide devastation, that 
mass of human misery, which his own guilty con- 
duct shall have produced ! 

Shall I be asked, if I believe the Executive has 
done this guilty deed? I answer, frankly aad 
sincerely, no. However poorly I may think of 
the political character and conduct of the Exec- 
utive, 1 do not believe him capable of a crime of 
such complicated wickedness; combining all the 
blackest attributes of official turpitude, murder, and 
treason. But,sir, my belief or disbelief has noth- 
ing to do with the subject. {tis not to satisfy 
myself alone, that I press this call—I have a more 
exalted motive. `I stand on higher ground. ‘The 
honor, the purity of my native country is shrouded 
in darkness. Sir, national honor is a plant of pe- 
culiar growth; it can live and flourish only in 
the broad blaze of day; cover it with clouds and 
darkness, it withers and dies. The honor of my 
country cannot long survive amid the dark and 
pestilential vapors which hang around it. To dis- 
perse those clouds and vapors, to restore it to the 
genial beams of day, that America, Europe, and 
the world, may again behold it bright and unsul- 
lied; to frown contempt on the bloody despot 
who has striven to stain and destroy it—these are 
the objects—these I fondly hope will be the ef- 
fects of this measure. 

Has this House considered the black and hide- 
ous aspect which this subject now presents to the 
American people? Has it reflected that, at this 
moment, the foul accusation stands before this 
people and the world, uncontradicted, unexam- 
ined, unresented? If it is suffered thus to re- 
main in mystery, its truth will soon be considered 
as established, and the stain on the American 
character so deeply fixed, as to defy every effort 
to wash it away. 
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of the letter of the Duke of Cadore, from August 
5th, 1810, down to the 20th of May 1812, the Brit- 
ish Government invariably refused to give credit 
to that letter, as a repeal or modification of the 
French decrees. That Government declared the 
letter false and jesuitical, and invariably demand- 
ed some authentic instrument of repeal, issued 
by the French Government itself. For such an 
instrument, our Ministers in France had impor- 
tuned the Emperor, always without success, until, 
on the 10th of May, 1812, Mr. Barlow prevailed, 
and the decree of the 28th of April, 1811, was pro- 
duced. 

And here permit me to read a short extract 
from the letter of Mr. Barlow to Mr. Monroe, 
bearing date the 12th May 1812. In this letter is 
contained an account of the ignominious attack 
upon the honor of the Executive: 

“When, in the conversation above alluded to, the 
Duke first produced to me the decree of the 28th April 
1811, I made no comment on the strange manner in 
which it had been so long concealed from me, and 
probably from you. I only asked him if that decree 
had been published—he said no, but declared that it 
had been communicated to my predecessor, here, and 
likewise sent to Mr. Serrurier, with orders to communi- 
este it to you. T assured him that it was not among 
the archives of this legation; that I never before had 
heard of it,” &e. 

Had the vile accusation been promptly contra- 
dicted, no doubt would, or could have remained, 
as to the truth or falsehood of the charge. But, 
by a strange fatality, every act of the Executive, 
and of his Ministers and agents, has tended 
strongly to confirm its truth, Did Mr. Barlow 
contradict it? No; he simply declared, that he 
“ never before had heard” of the decree. Has 
Mr. Russell, the “predecessor” of Mr. Barlow, 
ever publicly denied it? No; he has been well 
contented that his honor should remain stigma- 
tized by the black accusation. 

And what has been the conduct of the Execu- 
tive? The session of Congress in which the war 
was declared did not terminate until the 6th of 
July. Mr. Barlow received the decree on the 
10th of May preceding. Of course, unless there 
was uncommon delay, it must have been re- 
ceived by the Executive while Congress was in 
session. Why wasit concealed from them? Was 
it feared that, even then, if convinced of the per- 
fidy of France, the falsehood of the proclamation, 
and the error of all their own acts founded on 
that proclamation, they would provide a remedy 
for all their errors, and prevent the war? Wasit 
feared, that even then, the banquet of blood might 
be refused to the guests, whose knives were sharp- 
ened and whose appetites were importunate for 
the barbarous feast? Locked upin the bosom of 
the Executive, it did remain until Congress met 
in the sueceeding November. Then, surely, the 
foul accusation was communicated to the repre- 
sentatives of the people; then, surely, the feelings 
of wounded honor, of indignant innocence, smart- 
ing under false imputation of guilt, burst forth in 
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tones of denial, reproach, and resentment? I feel 
degraded, as an American, when I am forced to 
answer,no. Still the infamous imputation is con- 
cealed from the American people—from the rep- 
resentatives of the people, the peculiar guardians 
of their interests and their honor. And never 
until the 4th of March, the very last day, and al- 
most the last hour of the session, was it dragged 
from its concealment, by a resolution of this 
House. ` 

Even then, not a word of denial, not a whisper 
of innocence, not a murmur of resentment is 
heard. If the subject is permitted to rest in its 
present mystery, by every rule of evidence and 
of common sense, what must be the inference? 
‘What the decision of the world upon the conduct 
of the President? Guilty, guilty! will be the 
universal verdict; and not a man will exist with- 
out this nation, who will doubt the justice of the 
verdict. 

We are asked, if the “infamous Duke of Bas- 
sano,” the author of the charge, is competent to 
excite a suspicion against our Executive? Mr. 
Speaker, this Minister is the official organ of the 
Emperor; he occupies the same office as did the | 
Duke of Cadore when he wrote the famous letter of 
August 5th, 1810. The Exccutive then recog- 
nised the act of the Minister as the act of the 
Government. By what article of logic shall he 
now be permitted, when his own character is in- 
volved, to escape the rule which he then estab- 
lished ? . 

In this condition is this dark subject now 
placed: The foul accusation has been made, offi- 
cially made, by the Government of France. By 
every motive of policy, of honor, of truth, the 
Executive was bound to stamp falsehood on the 
infamous charge, and indignantly to hurl it back 
upon the imperial calumniator. This honorable 
and virtuous course he has not pursued. Let us, 
now, as the guardians of American truth and 
honor, demand it at his hands. 

But a member from ‘'ennessee (Mr. RHEA) 
has justified the President in not denying the ac- 
cusation, or resenting. the insult. It might, he 
has told us, obstruct our negotiation and injure 
our interests in France ; in other words, the ty- 
rant might resent our attempts to vindicate our 
honor. 

Mr. Speaker, have we arrived at that degene- 
rate age of our Republic, when a Representative 
of the people dare advance such slavish doc- 
trines on this floor? What, sir, will you truckle 
to France to obtain, justice? Will you, like the 
crouching spaniel, . patiently endure the whips 
and scorns of an outrageous tyrant, lest he should 
frown upon you? 

O, my country ! if such is truly your degraded 
condition, mock the world no more with your 
vain boasts of freedom! If, to avoid the resent- 
ment and injustice of a tyrant, you must smile 
at insult, and become familiar with dishonor, 
tear in atoms your instrument of independence, 
strike the proud Eagle from your e&cutcheon, 
and blot from your history the names of Warren, 
Montgomery, and Washington. No, sir, no! I 


Q: 


never will believe until I hear it from his own 
lips, that any President of this highminded people 
has dared to dishonor his country upon motives 
and principles like this. Mr. Speaker, there was 
atime when our Executive was not so slow to 
announce and to resent an insult offered to him . 
and his Ministers. I allude to the famous “ iu- 
sult” offered by the British Minister Jackson, 
That “ insult,” as it was called, at the very worst, 
consisted ina reflection on the honor and veracity 
of the Secretary of State. And how was it then 
received and treated? no consideration of conse- 
quences was then permitted; then the honor of 
the Government must be vindicated, although at 
the hazard of national prosperity, happiness, and 
peace. A flame was kindled in the Cabinet, 
which continued to blaze until the whole nation 
became hot with indignation and fury. What 
then was the conduct of this House and of Con- 
gress? They, too, caught the epidemic fury ; 
joint resolutions were passed, solemnly pledging 
themselves to the American people, and to the 
world, to stand by and support the Executive 
Government, “ to call into action the whole force 
‘of the nation to repel such insults, and to assert 
‘and maintain the rights, the honor, and the in- 
t terests of the United States.” 

What a mighty spirit of honor and indignation 
is here exhibited against a British Minister, upon 
whom, by implication, an intention to insult the 
honor of the Executive, had been fastened. Now 
mark the astonishing, the inglorious contrast} 
an injury, compared with which, the petty of- 
fence of the British Minister changes its charac- 
ter and becomes applause, has been offered to our 
Executive by the mushroom despot of France. 
How has it been received by the Cabinet? . In 
silence, in poor, mean-spirited silence; nay, every 
effort has becn made to cover it from the Ameri- 
cau people, and to conceal it from the world. 
For more than one year, the Executive has thus 
borne the basest insult which was ever offered to 
au independent people. In the meantime, what 
has been the conduct of this House and of Con- 
gress? Whether astonished at the tame endurance 
of the President, or resolved to share with him the 
disgrace, I know not; they, too, have becn silent. 

No blustering resolutions have appeared ; no 
expression of resentment; and even now when 
the minority, forced. by the inertness of the ma- 
jority, have stepped forward, resolved to present 
the subject in its naked truth, and to call cn the 
Executive to wipe the dishonor from his own 
character,.and to vindicate the purity of this Re- 
public, how are they met? Every covert ob- 
struction is thrown in their way; and although 
the majority shrink from open resistance to this 
honorable course, yet no effort is left untried to 
render it futile and unavailing. Mr. Speaker, do 
insults and injuries change their nature with the 
change of persons who inflict them 2 Isan Eng- 
lish insult one thing, and a French insult a dif- 
ferent thing? Is the one atrocious, and to be re- 
sisted and resented “ with the whole force of this 
nation,” and is the other innocent, and to be borne 
with patience and submission? 
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When a British Minister “insinuates an in- 
sult,” is this Government to kindle a conflagra- 
tion through the nation, threatening to consume 
not only him, but our own happiness and peace: 
and is the same Government to bare its back to 
the “ scorpion lash” of a French despot, to receive 
with composure and silent submission the palpa- 
ble calumnies, the barefaced insults of his mush- 
room Ministers ? 

Let gentlemen examine well the ground on 
which they are treading ! 

There are thousands and hundreds of thousands 
of this people, who do believe that your councils 
are contaminated by the influence and guided by 
the hand of France. For a series of years they 
have beheld, or they think they have beheld, the 
hand of the despot in our affairs. They have 
seen, or they think they have seen, their Govern- 
ment the unresisting dupe of French intrigue, 
the tame object of French insult and injury. If 
it so please you, call these men tories; call them 
the friends of England; call them the victims of 
delusion ; call them what you will, still, until 
you “can rail their judgments from their minds,” 
or until your councils change, such will continue 
their honest belicf. By rejecting these resolu- 
tions you fix their opinions forever. If they are 
deluded, you establish their delusion beyond the 
possibility of removal. On the other hand, if 
you pass these resolutions, and if, in consequence 
thereof, the President shall dissolve the darkness, 
shall step forth to the public pure and unspotted— 
if he shall evince that he has felt and acted as 
it became the chief of a highminded and free 
people, and if he has repelled and resented the 

ase imputation, happy beyond measure, happy 
will be consequences of this proceeding. On my 
conscience, I believe it will go farther to destroy 
all suspicion of French influenace—it will go far- 
ther to restore confidence in the Executive, than 
any other means that could have been selected. 


Fripay, June 18. 
A bill was received from the Senate further to 


extend the time for issuing and locating military’ 


land warrants. The bill was twice read, and, on 
motion of Mr. McKexg, it was read a third time, 
and passed. 

FRENCH DECREES. 

The House resumed the consideration. of Mr. 
Wersvrer’s resolutions, respecting the French 
repealing decree. 

Mr. Grunpy rose, and addressed the Chair as 
follows: 

Mr. Speaker, knowing that Congress had been 
convened at this time for the express purpose of 
providing an adequate revenue for the prosccu- 
tion of the war in which our country is engaged, 
Į did believe that a discussion not immediately 
connected with this subject should have been 
avoided ; but, as the Committee of Ways and 
Means are not yet prepared to act on the bills re- 
ported by them, that time may not be entirely 
lost which is given to the examination of points 
which have been introduced into this debate. 


The motion before us is to postpone indefinitely 
the consideration of the resolutions on your table; 
in other words, to reject them; to this I am op- 
posed. I shall vote for them, and if modified in 
an inconsiderable degree, shall do so with pleas- 
ure. In doing this, I shall be governed by reasons 
entirely different from those which have been as- 
signed by gentlemen who have preceded me. I 
shall vote for them to do away the effect which 
has been produced, and may again be produced, 
by the misrepresentations of the friends of that 
fast-anchored isle, which, according to the opin- 
ions of some gentlemen, has done us no essential 
injury; I shall vote for them, that the friends of 
that nation which is styled by some the bulwark 
of our holy religion may not mislead any portion 
of the American people. I shall vote for them 
that the advocates of that nation which is said to 
be fighting the battles of the world may not have 
it in their power to weaken the arm of this Gov- 
ernment inits presenteontest withaforeign Power. 
These, sir, are the reasons on which I act, and 
not because [ believe their adoption necessary to 
vindicate the honor of the Government or the 
character of those who administer it. The repu- 
tation of this Administration stands on a basis 
too solid to be shaken by any statement which 
the Duke of Bassano has or can make; and had 
not these new guardians of the Executive honor 
(Messrs. WERSTER, OAKLEY, and Grosvenor) 
been more sensitive than its old friends, no measure 
of this kind would have been deemed necessary. As 
this however is the first effort in their new voca- 
tion, so far as depends on my exertions, they shall 
be indulged and gratified. Ihave already said, 
that I shall vote with gentlemen on the other side 
of the House for reasons very different trom their 
own. Were I at liberty to speak of motives, I 
would undertake to show that in these we differ 
no less than we have already in the reasons 
avowed. It has been alleged by those who have 
advocated these resolutions, that if an authentic 
document containing the decree of the French 
Government, bearing date the 28th day of April, 
1811, and which so modifies the decrees of Ber- 
lin and Milan as to exempt the United States 
from their operations, had been furnished to the 
British Government before the declaration of war, 
that the Orders in Council would have been re- 
voked, and thereby war would have been avoided. 
If I have mistaken the position which gentlemen 
have laid down as the basis on which their whole 
argument is founded, I beg now to be set right. 
[Mr. Grosvenor, of New York. stated that Mr. 
Grounpy had not mistaken their meaning.] Mr. 
Grunpy then proceeded—Then, sir we are at is- 
sue: Ideny the position laid down, and aver that 
the British Cabinet would not have repealed the 
Orders in Council, had a copy of the French de- 
cree of the 28th of April, 1811, been communicated 
previously to the declaration of war. I shall not 
follow the example which has been set by the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Grosvenor,) 
I shall not quote from memory the evidences on 
which I rely. I will not expose myself to that 
error into which others have fallen by trusting to 
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their recollection, when referring to documents in 
their support. I have these documents before me, 
and will show from them that Great Britain re- 
quired, as thecondition on which she would revoke 


her Orders in Council, that the French decrees of 
Berlin and Milan should previously be rescinded, 
not as to the United States only, but as to all neu- 
tral nations. If this be done, gentlemen must be 
driven from that ground which they have occu- 
pied with so much ostentation ; for it will be 
recollected, that the French decree merely with- 
draws from the United States the operation of 
the Berlin and Milan decrees, and leaves the de- 
crees themselves in full force against all other 
neutrals. The Prince Regent, in his declaration 
of 2ist of April, 1812, uses the following language 
when speaking of the Orders in Council: 

«And which His Majesty has at all times professed 
his readiness to revoke, as soon as the decrees which 
gave occasion to them should be formally and uncon- 
ditionally repealed, and the commerce of neutral na- 
tions be restored to its accustomed course.” 

In the same instrument he also says? 

“And to give a decisive proof of his Royal Highness’s 
disposition to perfurm the engagements of His Majesty’s 
Government, by revoking the Orders in Council when- 
ever the French decrees shall be actually and uncon- 
ditionally repealed, his Royal Highness declares, &e., 


that if at any time hercafter the Berlin and Milan de- 
crees shall, by some authentic act of the French Gov- 
ernment publicly promulgated, be expressly and un- 


conditionally repealed, then and from thenceforth the 
orders of 7th of January, 1807, and 26th of April, 1809, 
shall, without any further order, be from thenceforth 
revoked.” . oo 

Now, I would ask any legal character to put a 
construction upon what has been read. Will he 
not answer, as every man must answer who under- 
stands the meaning of English words, that the 
term repeal imports, ex vi termini, a total abroga- 
tion of the act to which it refers? It does not 
mean modification or alteration, but an entire 
annulling of the act itself, placing everything as 
it was previous to its passage, saving only the 
rights which had accrued under it. But, here it 
appears that the Prince Regent not only requires 
a repeal, bnt, he requires it also to be uncon- 
ditional; not limited and partial, but universal 
in its operation, Can gentlemen longer affect 
to believe that a modification of the Berlin and 
Milan decrees would have satisfied the demands 
of the Prince Regent? Surely they have not 
read with attention these documents, or have 
read them without a disposition to understand 
them correctly. But, sir, why rely upon con- 
struction, when we have the interpretation which 
the enemy himself has put upon his own act? 
If it shall be shown that no ministerial advo- 
cate in Parliament, no Minister of England at 
home or abroad; no, not even Lord Castlereagh, 
has ever advanced such a position, then why 
should gentlemen upon this floor assume this new 
and extraordinary ground. unless they are re- 
solved to out-Herod Herod, and out—Castlereagh 
Lord Castlereagh himself? 

When Mr. Foster was in this country, he cor- 


ernment, demanded, (as I will show from the 
communications which passed between him and 
the American Secretary of State,) as a condition 
of the revocation of the Orders in Council, a total 
and entire repeal of the French decrees. 
Minister. in his letter of the 30th of May, 1812, 
says: 


That 


“America, as the case now stands, has not a pre- 


tence for claiming from Great Britain a repeal of her 
Orders in Council; she must recollect that the British 
Government never for a moment countenanced the idea 
that the repeal of those orders could depend upon any 
partial or conditional repeal of the decrees of France. 


What she always avowed was, her readiness to rescind 


her Ordersin Council, as soon as France rescinded ab- 
solutely and unconditionally her decrees. She could 


not enter into any engagements without the grossest 


injustice to her allies, as well as to neutral nations in 
general; much less could she do so, if any special cx- 


ception was to be granted by France upon conditions 
utterly subversive of the most important and indiepu- 
table maritime rights of the British Empire.” 

Here the British Minister plainly lays down 
the principle upon which the British Govern- 
ment is determined to act. The French decrees 
are to be rescinded absolutely and uncondition- 
ally, by which it appears that England required 
of us not only that we should cause the decrees 
of Berlin and Milan to be repealed as to the United 
States, but as to all the world. Could a more 
unreasonable requisition be conceived? We had 


aright to demand of France a modification of 


her decrees so far as we were affected by them, 


but no farther—whenever she went so far as to 
prevent any injury to us by their operation, our 
claims upon that Government ceased, we having 


no right to interfere between her and her enemy, 
except so far as we were interested. But Eng- 
land, not content with this, insists that we shall 
cause the French Government to open the ports 
of all neutrals to British commerce, and make the 
continent of Europe a market for her manufac- 
tures. This we had no right to demand of the 
French Government, and England knew we could 
not obtain it. In the letter of the 3d of June, 
1812, from Mr. Monroe to Mr. Foster, a reference 
is had not only to the declaration contained in the 
letter I have just read, but also to the instructions 
given by Lord Castlereagh to Mr. Foster, which 
convey the same ideas in stronger terms. Tt says, 
“in the letter of May the 30th, which I had the 
honor to receive from you on the ist instant, I 
perceivea difference in a particular passage of it, 
t from a passage on the same subject, in the des- 
t patch from Lord Castlereagh to you, which you _ 
: were so good as to communicate to me entire, as 
‘ appears from the tenor of the letter to have been 
‘intended by your Government.” The passage 
in your letter to which I allude is as follows: 
“America, as the case now stands,” &c., as in the 
preceding quotation. Mr. Monroe then proceeds: 


“According to the tenor of the despatch of Lord 
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Castlereagh to you, my recollection is, that in stating And another fact equally important is manifested 
the condition on which the Orders in Council were to | by this document, which is, that the British Gov- 
be repealed, in relation to the United States, it was | ernment had not only a knowledge of the repeal 
specified that the decrecs of Berlin and Milan must | of the Berlin and Milan decrees so far as related 
not be repealed singly and specially in relation to the | to the United States, but communicated that know- 
United States, but be repealed also as to all other neu- | Jedge to their Minister Resident in this country, 


tral nations; and that in ayes extent of a repeil us with a view that he might confer with this Gov- 

decrees had the British Government ever pledge h SE 
pa to re cal the Orders in Council. However sus- ernment respecting the terms aud conditions con- 
p tained init. How then can it be contended, with 


ceptible the passage in your letter may be, of a con- . ees x 
struction reconeilable with the import of the despatch | the least degree of plausibility, that it was the 
from Lord Castlereagh, yet as a similar phraseology of | Want of evidence of the existence of the decree of 
your Government on other occasions has had a con- the 28th day of April, 1811, which induced the 
struction less extensive, and as itis important in every | British Government to persist in its Orders in 
respect that there should be no misunderstanding or Council? To the letter last mentioned, Mr. Fos- 
possibility of error, you will excuse ime for requesting | ter on the 14th of June gives an answer which 
that you will have the goodness to inform me whether | closes the correspondence between the parties. 
in any circumstance my recollection of the import of this | The language is too plain to admit of but one con- 
passage in Lord Castlereagh’s despatch is inaccurate.” | struction. Listen to it and tell me if the most 
Mr. Foster in no part of his after communica- | sceptical man can doubt: 
tions pretends that Mr.: Monroe had mistaken | «Iwill now say that I feel entirely authorized to 
the contents of Lord Castlereagh’s instructions. | assure you, that if you can at any time produce a full 
Here, then, you have not only the statement of | and unconditional repeal of the French decrees, as you 
the British Minister to our Government, but the | have a right to demand it in your character of a neu- 
authority under which he acted. In this there | tral nation, and that it be disengaged from any ques- 
can be no mistake, no misapprehension. tion concerning our maritime rights, we shall be ready 
On the 10th of June, 1812, Mr. Foster, if possible, ; to meet you with a revocation of the Orders.in Coun- 
becomes more explicit. He then declares to the | Ci. Previously to your producing such an instrument, 
Secretary of State: which I am sorry to see you appear to regard as un- 
« T have no hesitation in saying that Great Britain, as | B€Cessary, you cannot expect of us to give up our Or- 
the case has hitherto stood, never did nor ever could ders in Council. 
engage, without the grossest injustice to herself and} The Prince Regent, on the face of the decree 
her allies, as well as to other neutral nations, to repeal | which revokes the Orders in Council, shows that 
her orders affecting America alone, leaving them in| the meaning of the British Government was 
force against other States, upon condition that France | what l have contended for; and although other 
would except, singly and specially, America from the | gentlemen may understand the views of the Brit- 
operation of her decrees. ish Cabinet better than I do, yet Tam bound to 
This declaration it would seem had removed consider the Prince Regent of England good au- 
every doubt which could possibly exist in rela- i thority, when speaking of the intentions of his 
tion to the intention of the British Government. | own Government, and to its disadvantage. The 
But the Executive of the United States, solicitous | French decree, bearing date the 28th of April, 
to avoid the evils of war and to prevent an ap- | 1811, is a full and absolute repeal as it relates to 
peal to the last resort of injured nations, on the | the United States. The language is: 
13th day of June, 1812, again addresses the Brit- | « The Decrees of Berlin and Milan are definitively 


ish Minister in the following terms: . | and to date from 1st November last, considered as not 
“It is satisfactory to find that there has been no mis- existing in regard to American vessels.” 


apprehension of the condition without which your Gov- More than thirty days after, a copy of this de- 
” , 


ernment refuses to repeal the Orders in Council. ata aes 
cluse Torepea You | eree was furnished to the British Government. 


admit that, to obtain their repeal in respect to the : : 
United States, the repeal of the French decrees must be They repeal the Orders in Council; and upon the 
face of that repeal, the Prince Regent declares, 


absolute and unconditional, not as to the United States 
only, but as to all other neutral nations; not as far as | “That he cannot consider the tenor of the said in- 
they affect neutral commerce only. but as they operate | strument as satisfying the conditions set forth in the 
internally and affect the trade in British manufactures | order of the 21st of April, 1812.” 

Why was this not a compliance with the de- 


with the enemy of Great Britain. As the Orders in 1 J 
Council have formed a principal cause of the diffor- | claration of April, 1812? As to the United States 
it was full and complete. It was because it was 


ences which unhappily exist between our countries, a 
condition of their repeal communicated in any authen- ; not a repeal as it related to all neutral Powers. 
tic document or manner was entitled to particular at- Mr. Speaker, I feel humbled and abased that 
tention. And surely none could have so high a claim | it has become my duty to quote the authority of 
to it as the letter from Lord Castlereagh to you, sub- ! the Prince Regent and the British Ministers 
mitted by his authority to my view for the express pur- | against the Representatives of my own country. 
pose of making that condition, with its other contents, | | am mortified to hear doctrines advanced here 
B B EA ? 7 rife 7 A $ 
knowi to this Government, : in behalf of the British Cabinet which the Brit- 
From this it is evident that the Executive of | ish Ministers never avowed, and which they 
this country understood the British Minister, as! would not avow were they present and entitled 
insisting on a total repeal of the French decrees | to be heard on this floor. Sir, they would not 
before the Orders in Council would be revoked. | dare to do so—their own words would confound 
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them. Ido hope, sir, that gentlemen who are 
still determined to persist in opposition, will take 
some other ground on which to rely; for it surely 
adds nothing to the honor of this country or to 
their individual credit to advance and advocate 
doctrines which the British Ministry would be 
ashamed to own. 

Sir, unless I am altogether mistaken in_the 
meaning of the plainest terms—unless the Eng- 
lish language is entirely unintelligible to me—the 
point is sufficiently established, that the British 
Government would not have revoked the Orders in 
Council, had a copy of the French decree, mod- 
ifying the Berlin and Milan decrees, been pre- 
sented to them; and the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House must be constrained to abandon 
the ground they have relied on; and here this 
debate might close. For, although the French 
decree is made the pretext for the repeal of the 
Orders: in Council, every man acquainted with 
the political state of the two countries must be 
satisfied that it was the suffering condition of the 
British manufacturers, united with the apprehen- 
sion of an American war, which produced that 
change in British policy which did take place. 

Remarks have fallen from gentlemen which 
merit a reply. An honorable member from New 
York (Mr. Oaktey) has told you, sir, that we 
have charged upon the Opposition all the calam- 
ities and disasters of the war. Iam one of the 
accusers, but I do not raise the accusation against 
those who voted against the war upon this floor, 
nor against any who express their opinions against 
it elsewhere. I know there are many in the op- 
position who are governed by. honest motives, 
who oppose the war from an honest conviction, 
and whose opposition is confined within reason- 
able and Constitutional bounds. Whom then do 
Taccuse? LI accuse him, sir, who professes him- 
self to be the friend of this country and enjoys 
its protection, yet proves himself by his actions 
to be the friend of its enemy. I accuse him who 
sets himself to work systematically to weaken 
the arm of this Government by destroying its 
credit and damping the ardor of its citizens; I 
accuse him who has used his exertions to defeat 
the loan and to prevent the young men of the 
country from going forth to fight their country’s 
battles; I accuse him who announces with joy 
the disasters of our arms, and sickens into melan- 
choly when he hears of our success; such men I 
cannot consider friends to this nation. 

Sir, I speak in plain language, because I am 
speaking the language of truth in the cause of 
my country. I ask, how is this war to be carried 
on and how are we to gain an advantage over the 
enemy? Money has justly been called the sinew 
ofwar ; without money men cannot be raised, and 
without men battles cannot be gained—yet battles 
must be fought and gained, before a peace, safe, 
honorable, and durable, can be obtained for this na- 
tion. Is not that man then subserving the interest 
of the enemy, who, to the extent of his power, 
keeps money from our coffers and men from our 
armies? And what, sir, is the greatest crime 
known to our Constitution and our laws? Ifa 
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citizen goes over to the enemy and arms in his 
behalf, he is guilty of treason. The overt act is 
consummated, and the wickedness of his heart 
isdemonstrated. Should the same citizen remain 
amongst us, and employ himself in aiding the 
enemy, by paralyzing the national energies, is not 
the turpitude of his conduct and his moral guilt 
equally great? Does he not serve the enemy as 
effectually ? Nay, more ; suppose he shall succeed 
in preventing ten men from joining the Army, 
has he not rendered the enemy much more ser- 
vice than if he had actually joined the ranks of 
the enemy and raised the sword in his favor? 
To my mind, it is impossible to draw a line of 
distinction between adding to the strength of the 
enemy and taking from the strength of his own 
country. In both cases he is working the ruin 
of his country, so far as that result depends on 
his exertions—and the only difference to himself 
is, that in one case he forfeits his life for his crime, 
in the other he lives an object of public execra- 
tion and loaded with the abhorrence of all good 
men. ; 
While upon the subject of the war and the con- 
duct of Opposition, suffer me, Mr. Speaker, to de- 
vote another moment to the almost incomprehen- 
sible part which they are seento act. They call 
themselves the friends of prato yet what stepdo 
they take to procure it for their country? Now. 
that the war tages upon the frontiers, peace can 
only be obtained by expelling the enemy from our 
borders, or by negotiating with him. Which 
method does the Opposition prefer? It cannot be 
the former, because they withhold from the Gov- 
ernment, so far as they can do so, all the means 
of. effecting it. Is it the latter? Then why not 
come out with a candid declaration in favor of 
the Russian mediation—why not rejoice that an 
extraordinary mission is despatched to St. Peters- 
burgh? And yet upon this subject an impene- 
trable silence has been preserved ; no sentence of 
approbation has escaped their lips; from them we 
have not heard the Emperor of Russia applauded 
for his friendly disposition manifested towards 
this country, by interposing his kind offices be- 
tween the two nations. Sir, an eternal ery of 
peace, peace, peace! is kept up, while, at the- 
same time, objection after objection, difficulty 
after difficulty, obstacle after obstacle, is thrown 
in the way of the Government, in every attempt 
made to bring the .war to a speedy termination. 
Every attempt to negotiate is treated with ridi- 
cule, and every means of carrying on the war 
successfully is withheld, so far as they can effect 
it—and these are the friends of peace. Can gen- 
tlemen believe that the American people are to 
be deceived and imposed on by professions which 
are daily contradicted by actions? What does 
this extraordinary conduct mean? For some- 
thing must be meant when even a system of con- 
tradiction is persisted in with so much pertinacity 
and zeal. Will gentlemen compel me to say, 
that self-aggrandizement is the object and aim of 
many who practise this conduct ? That, war, 
protracted and disastrous, lingering and ruinous, 
is the secret wish of no small portion of the lead- . 
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quiries of the honorable mover of these resolu- 
tions (Mr. Wester ) He certainly best knows 
the objects intended, amd I pray him to answer 
for himself, and not by proxy. Is it his object to 
make it appear that the Duke of Bassano has been 
guilty of falsehood ? ‘If that shall turn out to be 
the casc, what then? Will he make it a ground 
of going to war against France? Great, indeed, 
are the insults and injuries which we have re- 
ceived from the French Government, and much 
noise has the Opposition made respecting them; 
but, sir, when my friend from Kentucky (Mr. Mc- 
Kes) offered a proposition to declare war against 
France, did the gentlemen on the other side of 
this House vote for it? To the best of my recol- 
lection, three of them voted for the measure—a 
majority of votes in favor of the proposition were 
given by this side of the House. He will not, I 
apprehend, say that he will goto war with France 
on this account. Is it intended to predicate any 
legislative act on the information which may be 
received from the Executive? I can conceive of 
no legislative act which can grow out of it. 
What, then, do gentlemen mean? What can be 
the object of these resolutions? 'To make it ap- 
pear that France has acted with bad faith, and 
yet neither go to war nor pass any legislative act 
in consequence of it? I can see but one thing 
which gentlemen can promise themselves to fol- 
low from this course of proceeding. They may 
hope by this to throw new difficulties in the way 
of the Administration, to draw off the attention of 
the people from the prosecution of the war, para- 
lyze the national energies, and multiply the chan- 
ces of getting new men into power. If this be 
the object, ‘the gentleman may please himself 
with the idea of having labored for the good of 
his country; but sure I am that the country can 
derive no benefit from such a course, however 
great his labors may be. 

To show what has been done by an American 
Congress, how men have ccased their opposition, 
when the good ofthe country required it, I know 
full ‘well, sir, would avail but little. But on this 
occasion, we may profit from the conduct of the 
enemy: he hag ‘set'an example well worthy of 
imitation. Although in the British Parliament 
many ‘were opposed to a war' with America and 
all those measures which produced it, yet when 
war had broken out they threw no obstacle in the 
way of its success; they voted the necessary sup- 
plies, they joined in the resolution to carry it on 
with vigor—for they recollected that England 
was their country and America its enemy. If 
such has been the conduct of an English opposi- 
tion, what ought to bethe conduct of American 
Representatives? If the slaves of a despot feel 
the impulse of patriotism, and act in obedience to 
its mandates, how much more. should it be the 
case in this land of liberty, where the interest of 
each individual is intimately connected with the 
welfare of the Government, and where every cit- 
izen is his‘own master! 

Mr. Surpaery addressed the Chair as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, after the very able manner in 
which: the subject under consideration has been 


discussed, by my honorable friends on this side 
of the House, I cannot hope to do more than glean: 
the trifles which they have left me. 

The honorable gentlemen on my left are op- 
posed to the resolutions before the House; and in 


order the more effectually to combat them, have 


a e e mme rn 


introduced topics of discussion wholly extrinsic 
and foreign from the proper subject of debate. 
Sir, in my opinion, they have lost sight of the 
question, and unnecessarily drawn into dispute 
what they call the merits of the war, and the de- 
merits of one of the great political parties of this 
country. 

Why, sir, all this zealous opposition to the 
adoption of these resolutions? Do they fear that 
a disclosure of the truth may injure the reputa- 
tion or feelings of the President? Do they fear, 
if the veil should be-rent asunder, which has so 
long concealed this dark and mysterious transac- 
tion, that it would appear to us, the American 
people, and the world, that the Executive had 
been a traitor to the dearest interests of that-peo- 
ple, whose mistaken partiality had invested him 
with the honorable badges of exalted office? If 
they do, sir, I pity their timidity, and blush for 
them ; but I hope they have no such fears. I sin- 
cerely hope the Chief Magistrate of this great 
and once honorable nation, has not sunk to such 
an abominable depth of corruption, as to conceal 
a public document of such importance as the de- 
cree of revocation of the 28th of April, 1811. A 
document, had it been timely promulged, would 
have promised to hush. the bickerings and con- 
tentions between us and Great Britain, to’ prë- 
vent a bloody war, to have enlivened and invigo- 
rated out fainting commerce, and restored our 
long lost prosperity. ` Po ta a 

It really appears to me, sir, that the gentlemen 
pay your President a very ill compliment in op- 
posing the resolutions; for, should they succeed 
in that opposition, some might say that he and 
his friends dreaded the unmantling the truth; 
that they feared to see it stripped naked. - 

Sir, I submit to the House, to the gentlemen 
themselves, upon reflection, the question, if there 
would not be good cause of suspicion, that there 
had been an improper concealment of this paper, 
should the resolutions be voted down? 

I have ever entertained some vulgar notions, 
that a frank and prompt diselosure of that which 
was proper to be‘disclosed, was a sort of prë 
sumptive evidence of integrity. And that ail 
honest man would not wait to have the truth 
drawn from him as from the felon under exami: 
nation, but would volunteer what a’ moral and 
political obligation required him to make public. 
I have supposed a certain kind of mysterious 
shrinking from the light, in public officers, in re- 
lation to official conduct ; a rolling up in shade 
and secrecy transactions which the public wishes 
loudly demanded to be explained, was no very 
fair earnest of future good faith and honest deal- 
ing; or any very satisfactory proof that what 
had been done must necessarily be agreeable to 
the public sense of what ought to have been done. 
I have supposed, sir, that the honest and faith- 
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ful steward would rather 
quiry into his stewardship; and, fortified with 
conscious integrity, would, at all times, be ready 
to exhibit his accounts, and prove himself trust- 
worthy ; and more especially, when suspicion had 
hovered over him and perched upon him. I 
should really think he would be unwilling to 
slumber away, year aiter year, with such a bird 
of prey devouring his reputation, but that he 
would instantly arouse himself, and with manly 
and heroic dignity drive her from her perch. 

Sir, when the resolution of 1793, which has 
been read to the Committee, was under consider- 
ation, the Federal members of Congress, who were 
then a majority, felt no such fastidious delicacy 
for the character or dignity of the Great Wash- 
ington; no prudery then was betrayed ; no alarm, 
Jest the then President should feel himself insult- 
ed; but the Federalists, to a man, voted for the 
adoption of the resolution. That resolution was 
drawn by a very great and ingenious man ; it be- 
speaks the skill of its author ; and it is too evident 
to be doubted, that one object, at least, of the re- 
solution, was to forward the interest of the Demo- 
cratic party. For that reason it is drawn with 
all the minuteness of interrogatory, of which so 
great a legislator and politician was capable ; and 
yet the resolution was promptly adopted, and as 
promptly answered. 

It has: been supposed, by some honorable gen- 
tlemen over the way, that really the official dig- 
nity of the President is assailed by the resolutions 
before us; I wish some of the gentlemen had con- 
descended to show in what respect. If there has 
been any attempt to prove that the resolutions, or 
any of them, contain any such mischievous qual- 
ity, I have not been fortunate enough to hear; or 
if to hear, to understand the force of the reason- 
ing. For, so far from hearing any argument to 
support the position, I do not know that any gen- 
tleman has even attempted it. As I understand 
it, the whole consists in the naked assertion that 
the fact is so. Could I be convinced that the 
gentlemen are correct, I would join them and vote 
down the resolutions at once. Sir, I beg leave 
here to enter my protest against that base, ser- 
vile, anti-republican creed, which places any of- 
ficer of our Government in that infallible and ir- 
responsible station which will shut the doors of 
inquiry against the legislators of the people. We 
have a right to demand of the President informa- 
tion on subjects which are interesting to our con- 
stituents. That this demand should be made in 
respectful terms I admit; but in vain is it said, 
that the President is too high to be inquired of, 
and particularly inquired of, in relation to those 
things which concern his duty, and the public 
interests. 

The honorable gentlemen do not deny this in 
positive terms; but if they do not mean to deny 
it, it is difficult to understand that they mean any 
thing. Sir, what do the resolutions require? That 
the Executive should inform us what has been 
done, by whom, and in what manner; and they 
also require, if acertain state of things exists, 
that he shall inform us whether the French Goy- 


that explanation. 

The resolutions indicate our belief that there is 
guilt somewhere, and they require that he should 
inform us who is the culprit. If these can with 
reason offend that great officer, blot them out of 
existence, that they may offend no more. How- 
ever, if gentlemen will insist that the resolutions 
will be offensive to the President, I am constrain- 
ed to say, they never can offend an honest man. 

Sir, the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
Catuoun) has admitted that there is guilt some- 
where; either that the decree of 28th April, 1811, 
was concealed in the French Cabinet, or by our 
President, or that it was antedated. 

Now, sir, whether the one or the other of the 
positions be true, no gentleman will venture to 
assert, is immaterial. I fear no contradiction 
when I make the assertion; for such a contradic- 
tion would be of so rare a nature that few, if any, 
gentlemen will be ambitious first to introduce it. 
It would be saying, at least, that it is a matter of 
indifference to the American people, whether 
their Chief Magistrate has been dabbling in the 
pollutions of French policy and French intrigue. 
Whether he has been ignorant of, or crimi- 
nally concealed, a document, which, if it had 
been disclosed would have saved him from suspi- 
cion, and the nation from the horrors of war. 

It would be saying, sir, that we have no inter- 
est in knowing whether Mr. Russell, our late 
Chargé d’Affaires in France, performed his diplo- 
matic duty with integrity or not: whether he 
sold his country for Imperial smiles, or guarded 
her interests with scrupulous vigilance. 

It would be saying that it was a matter of in- 
difference to us whether France was acting with 
good faith in her correspondence with our Gov- 
ernment, or whether we were made the dupe of 
imposture. Sir, if it would be correct to say all 
these things, then I admit that the resolutions 
are idle, and we are spending our time in vain 3 
but if they are not correct, then it must create 
some surprise, that gentlemen who love their 
country with such amazing and exclusive warmth 
of affection, who discover so much zeal for her 
honor, should oppose with a spirit bordering on 
frenzy, measures, which it must be seen are calcu- 
lated to favor her best interests, and heal her 
wounded honor. 

Sir, I consider it a duty we owe Mr. Russell, 
the Executive, and the nation, diligently to in- 
quire into this matter, and, if possible, to fix the 
guilt and odium upon the right man. 

If Mr. Russell is innocent let him be put to the 
test, and acquitted before the world. If the Pres- 
ident is innocent, it would be the height of in- 
justice to him not to give him an opportunity to 
brush off the suspicions that have gathered upon 
him. If either or both of these gentlemen are 
guilty, we wrong our country if we donot awake 
from its slumbers this monster of sin. If the 
Emperor of France is guilty, (and really I can 
never suppose him otherwise,) it becomes highly 
interesting that the world should know the fact; 
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that they should know how much confidence is | ted, would have taken away every pretext for 


to be reposed in the Imperial decrees of our loving 
friend, this cut-throat Emperor. 

Will the gentleman say there is no cause of 
suspicion against the President? Sir, I cannot 
divest myself of a belief that all is not right in 
the Cabinet in relation to this affair. And [have 
been led to believe this, from a variety of suspi- 
cious circumstances which have been thickening 
and gathering upon my mind since the procla- 
mation of the President of November 2, 1810, 
which emphatically declared that the decrees of 
Berlin and Milan were repeaied. 

Was this proclamation true? No, sir, it was 
false, and from the date of that proclamation, 
until the promulgation of the long-slumbering, 
repealing decree, purporting to bear date April 
28, 1811, the French Emperor particularly charged 
upon the President this falsehood. He, the Em- 
peror, after the date of that proclamation, and 
after he must have known of it, declared his de- 
crees of Berlin and Milan to bea part of the laws 
of his Empire. Not only so, but the ocean from 
time to time was illuminated with the confla- 
gration of our vessels, burned avowedly by the 
authority of the Emperor, and in, pursuance of 
those decrees which our prophetic Chief Magis- 
trate had declared to be repealed. Never was 
falsehood more evident! Mathematics cannot 
produce more certain demonstration. 

Sir, Ido not mean here to charge upon the 
President wilful and corrupt falsehood ; but the 
least that can be said is, that he had been cheated, 
he was too proud to acknowledge it, and too 
much ensnared in the toils of his mighty friend 
to demand satisfaction. 

Has this strange conduct ever been explained ? 
No. Has any explanation ever heen demanded ? 
No. Has ever a murmur escaped the lips of the 
President? If it has the nation is ignorant of 
it. Itis a melancholy truth, that while he was 
roaring at the British Government like a lion, 
he was cooing over the French with the gentle- 
ness of the dove. 

‘From France he could be told that the Amer- 
ican Government was “without honor,” &c., and 
xeccive it with the utmost meckness ; when from 
England a single sentence, (and which by the 
by no person could ever find,) a little sharply 
composed, set the whole Cabinet in a rage. Sir, 
J appeal to the good sense of mankind to judge 
if there is not abundant evidence to convince 
every unprejudiced mind, that equal measure 
has not been meted to the two belligerent nations, 

If our Executive had drunken of the cup of 
Gallic pollutions—had become intoxicated with 
the Circean draught, an inducement might be 
found for the concealment of this repealing de- 
‘cree. For itis a well-known truth that the Em- 
peror had fixed his heart upon an anticipated 
war between this country and England; so much 
so, that in the ravings of his frenzy and mad- 
ness, he declared it for us. If, then, our Admin- 
stration possessed the inclinations which have 
been imputed to them, what could be more natu- 
ral than to conceal a paper which, if promulga- 
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wàr. A paper, made and laid up, with the same 
laudable motives that fraudulent deeds are made 
and laid up, to be used on any emergency which 
might require their production. i 

Sir, I will not charge any misconduct upon 
our Administration without proof. 1 do not here 
mean to charge them with anything artfully 
committed; but I do mean to be understood that 
the facts before the American people are strong 
evidence upon my mind, and I believe upon the 
minds of thousands, that there is much in our 
intercourse with France, which decisively de- 
mands of the Executive prompt aad unambigu- 
ous explanation—that the honor. of the nation, 
and the honor of the President, loudly demand 
it. Ido mean to say that, unless this explana- 
tion is given, we have a right, indeed it is our 
duty, to withdraw our confidence from all con- 
cerned in the transactions. How, sir, can gen- 
tlemen hang their confidence upon the integrity 
of the Executive, if ultimately no reason shall 
be given for transactions which are’ irresistible 
presumptions to the candid mind, that the dear- 
est interests of our country have been made sub- 
servient to the base intrigues, the ambition and 
malignant passions, of the greatest monster of 
depravity that ever waded to a throne through 
blood 7 

Sir, the President has been charged with false- 
hood by the Emperor of France; he or his Min- 
isters have been charged with secreting—wick- 
edly secreting—a very important document, in 
the disclosure of which tle people of this coun- 
try were deeply concerned; and if he has done 
so, the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. GRUNDY) 
admits “he ought to be held up to the execration 
of mankind,” and yet say some gentlemen, it is a 
matter of total indifference to us to know whe- 
ther these charges are true or false. 

For one, I never can be reconciled to consider 
it as a matter of indifference; and I entreat gen- 
tlemen to give the President and Mr. Russell an 
opportunity to deny this foul charge, and, so de- 
nied, the nation must and will believe them. . 

Let them deny it, and brand the infamous false- 
hood upon the Duke of Bassano. And I do not 
hesitate to say, if the President and Mr. Russell 
will disavow the truth of the statement of that 
Duke to our Minister, Mr. Barlow, they will be 
believed ; for one, I would believe them, in pre- 
ference to all the mushroom Dukes and Emper- 
ors that have grown into power in that Govern- 
ment, whose least vices are falschood, imposition, 
and fraud. 

Thus, sir, I have shown the absolute necessity 
of a speedy, a clear, and unequivocal disclosure 
of everything in relation to this business, as far 
as the knowledge of the Executive may extend. 
I shall now proceed to make some remarks in 
answer to the gentlemen on my left. Few must 
be those remarks, for I already feel my strength 
yielding to the intense heat of this hall. 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee, who 
has just sat down, (Mr. Grunbvy,) stated in sub- 
stance, if I understood him correctly, “that there 
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was a party in this country, who neglected to 
aid the Administration in the prosecution of the 
war; and who had placed impediments in their 
way; who had refused to lend their money ; that 
such men were guilty of moral treason; and that 
such conduct was as criminal, in a moral point of 
view, as to raisc onc’s hand against the Govern- 
ment.” 

The gentleman declared that he did not mean 
any gentleman on this floor. For his courtesy in 
this respect, I thank him. But while I do so, I 
must inform that gentleman, that he will not be 
obliged to go far for traitors, if his definition of 
treason is correct. 

I do not hesitate to acknowledge myself one of 
those persons, who, from the beginning until this 
time, have thought the war to be of a description 
in which I could not conscientiously engage, and 
that it was my duty to withhold from the Ad- 
ministration all voluntary assistance. I do ac- 
knowledge, sir, that I did believe the war to be 
declared in opposition to the dictates of common 
prudence, wisdom, humanity, policy, and reli- 
gion; and I do acknowledge that I still continue 
of the same of opinion; I do siucerely believe, 
that it is a war inexpedient, and ruinous in its 
consequences; and to shed the blood of our peace- 
able, unoffending Canadian neighbors, in such a 
war, notwithstanding the legislative drapery in 
which it has been dressed, is, to adopt the honor- 
able gentleman’s own emphatical phraseology, in 
those who think as I do, moral murder. In me, 
sir, it would certainly be such. Therefore, to 
brand every man with the odious name of traitor, 
who withholds his hands from being crimsoned 
with human blood—every man who will not de- 
clare his approbation of the course of an Admin- 
istration, who, with their mad projects, threaten 
to mark.with ruin a country once prosperous and 
happy, is both unjust and cruel. But, I value the 
approving whispers of my own conscience, and 
the consoling reflection that I have obeyed the 
commands of Him, who has said, “ Thou shalt 
not kill,” far above the commendation of that 
honorable gentleman, and a world full of others, 
who may think as he does. 

The gentleman (Mr. Grunpy) does not seem 
to distinguish, with very great accuracy, between 
moral and legal obligations; those imposed by 
conscience, and those by law. 

In the first case, we are left free to determine 
for ourselves; in the latter, we have ne wiil. 

In the former, I will obey the dictates of my 
judgment, my moral senses, and act as they de- 
cide; in the latter, I yield, I obey. Ask me to 
shed blood, or to lend my money as a price for 
it, and [ refuse ; demand of me a tax to support 
your war, and I will pay without hesitation. In 
the former case, I am left free, and, sir, in spite of 
anathemas that issue from the lips or pens of the 
friends of this war, I shall avail myself of that 
freedom, to withhold every possible aid from a 
war wicked and foolish in its commencement, 
and unwisely protracted. In the latter case, I 
bow to the Constitutional claims of my country, 


however indiscreetly that Constitutional power 
may have been exercised. 

If I and my party are traitors, we are so Con- 
stitutionally, and not only Constitutionally, but 
we are traitors in obeying the commands of God 
and the precepts of Christianity. Strange moral- 
ity—-strange treason! Whatever afflictions I may 
be called to suffer in this world, I pray Heaven I 
never may be cursed by a union to a party who 
are governed by such a set of principles as these. 

But, who are the men, that the honorable geu- 
tleman would call moral traitors? They are the 
sons of those fathers who first planted the tree of 
liberty in the Americansoil. They are the brave 
men, who, while contending for independence, 
braved the contest by the side of WASHINGTON.. 
The men of the Hastern and Northern States. 
The very men whom Wasurneron honored, and 
WasuineTon loved, are in this enlightened age 
branded with the odious names of traitors and 
tories. I do not wish to make distinctions among 
the States; it is unnecessary for my argument, 
and unpleasant; but I am warranted in saying, if 
these which are the friends of the present war 
bravely resisted British opposition, they did. no 
more than those who are in principle opposed to 
the war. And, sir, I will say, that the principles 
which are embraced by the party so long and so 
cruelly slandered, are the same pure, sound, or- 
thodox Whig principles which so much distin- 
guished the patriots of Seventy-Six. And, sir, 
should these men, like their fathers, ever be call- 
ed to defend their liberties against an enemy, 
from whatever part of the world it may.come, 
that enemy will learn by experience, that the 
sons, as well as their sires, are neither to be awed 
by threats nor subdued by force. That “liberty 
or death” is the Eastern motto; and to erase that 


‘motto belongs not to their slanderers, wherever 


they may live. 

Sir, having disposed of the gentleman’s moral 
treason, let us iaquire from whence has the mo- 
ney come, which has been loaned to the Govern- 
ment, to carry on thiswar? Will the gentleman 
venture to say, that it has been exclusively drawn 
from the pockets of men of his own party ? 

Will he deny that the Federalists own the 
principal part of the stock of the two last loans ? 
I refer the honorable gentleman to the books, and 
I think he will be satisfied, that his own patriotic 
friends have not furnished the Government with 
all the money that has been loaned for this war ; 
but that Federalists, have furnished, to say the 
least, the greatest part of it. If the honorable 
gentleman should search, it seems to me, he will 
find a most treasonable blank near the name of 
his own loyal State; for, if my recollection does 
not much deceive me, the Government have been 
fed with empty professions, instead of the more 
solid and useful tokens of affection, from a certain 
Western section of the Union. 

Sir, in making this statement, I wish to be dis- 
tinctly. understood, as bestowing no commenda- 
tion upon Federalists, who have labored in this 
Governmental shaving-mill. I consider that they 
have acted incorrectly; at war with their own 
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principies. For it cannot, nor need not, be dis- 
sembled that the Federalists are universally op- 
posed to the war; they deem it an unjustifiable 
and ruinous one, that it has been hatched in the 
fermented hot-bed of party prejudice. The man, 
therefore; who holds such language and entertains 
such opinions, and will, to gratify his avarice, 
lend his money to promote an object which he 
condemns as unwarranted, is guilty, in my opin- 
ion, of a censurable inconsistency; and should 
he lose that money, so unworthily loaned, it 
ought not, and, in me, it would not, excite any 
uneasiness on account of his loss. 

Sir, it has been said by the gentleman (Mr. 
Gronpy) “if the repealing decree had been dis- 
t elosed at its date, it would not have prevented 
‘the war, even if the Orders in Council had been 
‘ repealed.” And he seemed to be surprised at 
the temerity of my honorable colleague, (Mr. 
Grosvpnor,) who asserted to the contrary: “ Es- 
* pecially, as my honorable colleague and his party 
‘were wholly ignorant of the secret views of 
* the Administration, while the gentleman (Mr. 


t Grunpy) and his party were admitted to a par- | 


‘ ticipation of those views.” 

In the first place, T feel no disposition to deny 
that the honorable gentleman (Mr. GRUNDY) and 
his political friends are favored with the smiles 
and secret opinions of His Majesty, the Presi- 
dent; and that they are honored with a familiar 
intercourse with that Nestor, the Vice President; 
and that the whole Executive Cabinet is open to 
them. ‘And, sir, I have no inclipation to deny 
what I am confident is true—that the whole Fed- 
eral party are shut out from those gracious privi- 
leges. 

And, sir, there is another truth that 1 have no 
disposition to deny, which is, that that republican 
Government is in jeopardy, tottering to its fall, 
whose Chief Magistrate has official secrets for 
one, and not for the other part of its Legislators. 
And, sir, I loathe and detest those midnight con- 
sultations and intrigues which are to favor the 
interests and resentments of one part of the na- 
tion at the expense of the happiness and interests 
of the other. 

If gentlemén wish to know what induces me 
to believe that the war would not have been de- 
clared, if the repealing decree had been timely 
promulged, (and I presume the same reason in- 
duced my honorable colleague to think so,) I can 
very readily inform them. Had this decree been 
communicated to the British Government in 
time, that Government would have repealed the 
Orders in Council. Gentlemen may talk as much 
as they please of the declarations of the Prince 
Regent, the inference from what has been done 
is irresistible, upon every unprejudiced mind, to 
prove what would have been done. Sir, no truth 
is more certain than that those orders were re- 
pealed after the receipt of the repealing decree 
with as much promptness as the state of the 
British Cabinet would permit. And they veri- 
fied, by a ready example, all their professions of 
a disposition to maintain a good understanding 
between their Government and the United States, 


In vain, then, do gentlemen tell us of the length 
of time which elapsed between the communica- 
tion of the repealing decree and the repealing of 
the Orders in Council; no honest, sensible man, 
will venture to deny that, in this instance; the 
British Cabinet acted with good faith, and with 
a sincere desire to maintain peace between the 
two countries, S 

The conclusion from these premises can be 
only one, and that is, that had the repealing de- 
cree been, as it ought to have been, disclosed sea~ 
sonably to the British Cabinet, their Orders in 
Connecil would have been repealed ; and we now 
should, instead of suffering the curses of this 
abominable war, have been enjoying the blessings 
of peace. 

Sir, the gentleman from South Carolina (Mri 
Cauoun) asserted, that “if the Orders in Coun- 
t cil had been repealed, yet we should have had 
‘war. The impressment of our scamen was a 
‘sufficient cause, and for that would they have 
‘declared it.” Now, sir, much as I respect that 
gentleman’s talents and integrity, in this instance 
I must believe he is mistaken. Tor I will ‘not 
believe that the Administration would have been 
given up to such fatal infatuation, such a bewil- 
dering, deadly mania, that they would have been 
so incurably mad as to have plunged this nation 
into a war ona point, in principle, the most in- 
considerable in controversy, without making one 
more effort, at least, to an amicable adjustment 
of differences. 

I could not believe, if the melancholy fact was 
not in my view, that we should have been hur- 
ried into this war without preparation, and, of 
course, to loiter away month after month, with- 
out being able to commence any efficient opéra- 
tions. 

Sir, I did believe that a candid, prudent ruler 
of the nation, that a wise Legislature, who re- 
garded their country’s happiness, would have 
paused before they made a desperate, frantic 
plunge into an abyss from which it might require 
an age to be retrieved. I did suppose that our 
Administration would have stopped and cooled 
before they emptied a whole vial of wrath upon 
our heads. And I still must believe, if the Or- 
ders in Council had been repealed before tlie dec- 
laration of war, the Government would not have 
declared it, for a mere principle in theory, which 
unquestionably might have been accommodated 
upon fair and equitable grounds. But, sir, if the 
honorable gentleman (Mr. CaLuoun) is right, we 
are mistaken; if so, we err in judging too favor- 
ably of the Administration, both of head and 
heart; we err in supposing that they were wise 
enough to shun the precipice dowa which they 
have fallen, and sufficiently honest arid prudent 
not to barter away the interest, the wealth, the 
peace, the blood, and independence of this once 
ei and highly favored nation, for a toy—a but- 
terBy. 

In this respect, and for this cause, we have 
erred, and are entitled to forgiveness. If wehave 
thought more favorably of those who declared 
the war thau the gentlemen are willing to admit 
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they deserve, we. will yield to their superior | my. These, he has indeed said, were not design- 
knowledge of the subject, and confess ourselves | ed to apply to any gentleman occupying a seat 
wrong. on this floor. My experience, sit, has been too 
One thing, sir, I ought to say: if the dictates | limited to enable me to ascertain whether I owe 
of common sense, and the experience of mankind, | this exemption to the gentleman's sense of jus- 
will not enable us to judge what course the Ad- | tice, or whether I am to consider it asa mere 
ministration would have stecred, the consequences | form of parliamentary decorum. [In this state of 
of the war show most conclusively what course | doubt, as to the precise meaning of the gentleman, 
they ought to have steered. For, what but de-| I will content myself with saying, that -any 
feat and disgrace have we experienced in all our | charge of partiality to the cause of the enemy, as 
attempts to conquer the Canadas? Except the | contrasted with that of my country, so far as re- 
little advantages we have recently gained, the | gards me, would be utterly untrue. The bare sup- 
war has been one continued series of abortive } position of it is intolerable. It will not be deem- 
attempts at victory; and, before this honorable | ed egotism, I trust, to add, that baptized an Ame- 
House and my country, I venture to prophesy, | rican in the blood of a martyred father; bound to 
that for even these successes, we shall be com- ' my native land by every moral and natural tie 
pelled to pay, with severe interest. Depend upon ; that can fasten on the beart of man; with not one 
it, sir, with such an army, visited with the dread- | motive of interest, of passion, or prejudice, to se- 
ful retributions which sooner or later blast and | duce the loyalty of my affections; never can I se- 
wither that Government which dares to mock | parate myself from the cause of my country, how- 
Omnipotence by violating the laws of God, and | ever that cause may have been betrayed by those 
trampling under foot humanity, I say, sir, with | to whose care it was confided. 
such an army, enfeebled with sickness, and with; Without commenting on the delicacy of the 
a spirit broken, ambition quenched by poverty | course which the gentleman has in this respect 
and nakedness; cudgelled and abused by the | pursued, its art and address are sufficiently ob- 
beardless, upstart subalterns, whose nod the sol- | vious. It reminds me of the mode of escape 
dier must obey; and with such a man at the | which naturalists inform us is observed by the 
head of that army, the idea of reducing the Can- | cuttle fish in time of peril. When his adversary 
adas is as romantic as the conquest of giants was | is fast gaining upon him, and destruction seems 
in the hero of La Mancha. inevitable, he muddies the water through which 
Mr. Gaston said, that when he entered the | he glides, and finds safety in confusion. Thus it 
House that morning, he had no expectation of | is with the gentleman from Tennessee. He would 
taking a part in this debate. He was perfectly | escape from this discussion; he would clude the 
conscious of the disadvantages under which he | inquiry, how far we owe this war to French im- 
must appear, in attempting, without the benefit | position, by raising a tumult about British predi- 
of previous reflection, an examination of the ar- | lections and British arguments. But the strata- 
gument contained in the extraordinary harangue | gem cannot take. No gentleman will suffer him- 
of the gentleman from Tennessee; an harangue | self to be diverted from the investigation. which 
evidently studied and elaborate. But as the ques- | these resolutions fairly suggest; and such inquiry, 
tion had been called for; as no other gentleman | deliberately pursued, must terminate in the dis- 
seemed disposed to occupy the floor; and as part | covery of the necessary, though melancholy truth. 
of that argument demanded notice, he felt it his} Mr. G. remarked, that whatever might be the 
duty to claim the attention of the Chair for a few | issue of the resolutions, he cordially congratulated 
minutes. However uncqual the contest, yet in | the nation that they had been introduced. It was 
the cause of truth, and of the best interests of his | due to the national honor, always involved in the 
country, he could not hesitate to engage in it. | honor of the national agents—and it was due to 
Provided those were advanced, he was little so- | the best interests of the country, that the mystery 
licitous as to the light in which he might appear. | which enveloped this subject should be dissi- 
The gentleman had occupied no inconsiderable | pated. 
portion of the time of the House, with invectives | A formal authentic decree of the Government 
against those who had discouraged loans and en- | of France, bearing date the 28th of April, 1811, 
listments, To the part of the country, said Mr. | and purporting to be an absolute retraction of the 
G., which I have the honor to represent, such in- | Berlin and Milan decrees, was exhibited by that 
vectives are without the possibility of application. | Government to our representative Mr. Barlow 
With us loans and enlistments have been con- | in May, 1812. On his expressing surprise at the 
sidered as acts purely voluntary, in which every | decree, and its ancient date, the french Minister 
individual has been left free to pursue his incli- | assured him that this decree had been communi- 
nations. Indeed, in these days of distress, few of | cated to his predecessor, Mr. Russell, and had 
us have been able to lend, and the temptations to | been sent on to the French Ambassador at Wash- 
enlistment have not been strong enough to carry | ington, with orders to lay it before the President. 
off many beside those whom all are willing to | This information from Mr.Barlow wasgiven to this 
part with. Houseat the close of its last session, in consequence 
_ The gentleman has also indulged himself in | ofa call on the President for intelligence about our 
Insinuations, where more seemed meant than met | relations with France; and it came without any 
the ear, of a disposition to take the part of Great explanation, comment, or denial. On all hands it 
Britain, and of prepossessions in favor of the ene- | must be admitted, that a shameful fraud has been 


eee 


241 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


242 


June, 1813. 


French Decrees. 


H. or R. 


somewhere perpetrated. The reputation of the 
nation demanded that this fraud should be placed 
to the account of those who had committed it. 
Upon this imposture he, in his conscience, be- 
lieved the war had turned. Nothing can be more 
important to the future safety of the people, than 
to learn how and whence this calamity had be- 
fallen them. Mr. G. declared himself, also, highly 
gratified with the liberal and manly course which 
had been pursued by the mover of these resolu- 
tions, and his honorable associates. ‘The resolu- 
tions had not been introduced at an early day af- 
ter the session, because of the wish that an op- 
portunity would be taken or made, by the Ad- 
ministration or its friends, to give the desired in- 
telligence without a call from this side of the 
House. It was notorious that the public voice 
demanded acommunication. A general curiosity 
pervaded the country to learn how it was that 
this decree of 28th April, 1811, had remained un- 
known here until after the declaration of war, and 
unknown in England until it was too late, by a 
repeal of the Orders in Council, to prevent a war. 
The public sensibility was alive in requiring full 
assurance that the charge of the fraudulent con- 
cealment of this decree—a charge which the 
French Minister of Foreign Affairs had advanced 
against our Government and its agents, was not 
true. Under these circumstances it’ had been 
hoped that the task of seeking this information 
would not be thrown on those who, although they 
would yield to none in regard for the honor of the 
nation, or for the honor of its Government, as such 
could not be presumed to-feel a very intense in- 
terest in the personal reputation of those -who ad- 
ministered its affairs. Mr. G. declared, that for 
one he had indulged this hope, and had openly 
expressed itto gentlemen attached to the Admin- 
istration. It was not until time had shown that 
nothing would be done from that quarter, that the 
resolutions in question were presented. The same 
liberal motives which had delayed their introduc- 
tion, governed in the course which had been af- 
terwards pursued. Day after day was given be- 
fore the motion was called up, that all who 
doubted might examine into its propriety. And 
when the attention of the House was at length 
claimed to this subject, all discussion was pur- 
posely forborne on the part of the mover and his 
associates, (under the presumption that a mere 
call for information would not be resisted,) until 
such discussion had been rendered unavoidable, 
by the invitation and defiance of its opponents. 
Such conduct on the part of a minority, Mr. G. 
believed, was not often witnessed. It evinced a 
magnanimity which he was proud to behoid, and 
which augured well to themselves and their 
country. 

It was far from Mr. Gs intention to travel 
over the ground which had been occupied by his 
friends who preceded him, and especially by the 
honorable gentlemen from New York, who had 
addressed the House yesterday. While the im- 
pressions of their manly footsteps might yet be 
seen, he should be satisfied with removing the 


obstructions with which it had been attempted 


to conceal them. This investigation, it has been 
justly urged, is demanded by a regard for the 
character of our Government in the estimation 
of our own citizens, and of the world. In answer 
to this we are told its character needs no pro- 
tection, it is too pure, too unsullied to be affected 
by any charge. Sir, this is the language of rash, 
blind confidence! A most important decree of 
the French Government, vitally affecting the 
commerce, the peace, the independence, of this 
nation, is hidden from the Legislature and from 
the world, for more than twelve months after its 
date. Our Ambassador requires the cause of this 
concealment, and he is told by the official organ 
of the Government of France, in substance, that 
there has been no concealment on their part ; but 
that the suppression has in fact been on the part 
of our Executive, or his agent. This charge of 
fraud is stated explicitly in the correspondence of 
Mr. Barlow. If this accusation be in no way 
repelled, what inference will be drawn from the 
uninterrupted silence of the accused? Sir, your 
own citizens must doubt, and foreign countries 
will more than doubt, about the truth of the 
charge. It is not yet, I hope, a maxim of our 
Government that “the King can do no wrong.” 
There is no officer known to our Constitution 
and laws who is to be presumed incapable of 


| misconduct. When an imputation of foul crime 


is broua against any of them, and from an ac- 
euser of high rank, according to the usages of 
nations, it isemphatically dae to his country that 
the charge should be repelled. A disposition 
without cause to suspect public men of criminal 
conduct, and to swallow with credulity all that 
can be'alleged against them, is indeed ungene- 
rous and illiberal. But the. opposite extreme, a 
determination to believe everything right which 
is connected with authority, and toapplaud with- 
out examination all that has been or may be done 
by the “ powers that be,” is the characteristic of 
servility and folly. Of this temper it has been 
truly said, that “it is the sereen by which power 
t is concealed in its gradual progress to despotism, 
“its most dangerous, if not its only dangerous 
‘approach. And even when nothing worse than 
‘imbecility wields the reins, it is by this itis up- 
‘ held in its course from blunder to blunder, until 
‘it couverts national misfortunes into national 
© ruin.” 

A position, said Mr. G., has been taken by the 
friends of the proposed resolutions, which has 
given great dissatisfaction to the advocates of the 
Administration, and against which all the force 
of assertion and of argument has been directed. 
No proposition can be more completely establish- 
ed. It is supported by evidence little short of 
demonstration. The proposition is this, that bad 
the French repealing decree of the 28th April, 
1811, been promulgated at the time of ils date, or 
at any time before the fatal resolution had been 
taken, to plunge this once happy country into. 
war, it would have averted this dire calamity. 
Gentlemen in vain attempt to put this question 
to rest, in vain forbid this position to be taken 
It is taken,and it will be maintained with all the 
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obstinacy of right, in the face of the nation, and 
in defiance of every effort that can be used to ex- 
pel us. , 

It is not my design to proceed step by step 
through all the documents which are supposed to 
be connected with this subject. Few cmploy- 
ments can be more stale, flat, and unprofitable, 
either to the speaker or to the hearer. Indeed, 
sir, however it may be with others, lam weary 
of documents. They are so multiplied as to ia- 
volve every object iu obscurity, and to afford to 
every man, who knows how to wrest a sentence 
from its plain meaning, a text on which to preach 
a political sermon, according to his own fancy. 
Tam sick of these documents, because their pe- 
rusal too plainly shows, what is not unfrequent 
in private controversies, that we have been 
written into a war. But it is necessary to take 
a rapid comprehensive view of the state of our 
foreign relations, and of our course of policy in 
regard to them, for a few years before the date of 
this suppressed decree. This will enable us to 
ascertain the effect which its promulgation would 
have produced. 

The Berlin and Milan: decrees were permanent 
parts of a gigantic system, invented by Napoleon 
for the destruction of his adversary. The avowed 
object of this system was to establish a code of 
maritime laws, in support.of which every com- 
mercial nation was to be arrayed in a confede- 
racy, whereof he was to be the Protector, Legis- 
lator, and Judge. Of this code the elementary 
principles were, that the neutral flag should pro- 
tect all that it covered; that arms and munitions 
of war should alone be deemed contraband ; that 
fortified places could alone be blockaded ; and 
that no blockade was effectual which was not 
also a siege. Great Britain was to be deemed an 
enemy of the human race, and cut off from human 
intercourse, until she acknowledged the new 
Napoleon code. The nation that declined to ac- 
cede to this confederacy, was viewed as the ally 
of Britain, and subjected to the most rigorous and 
barbarous usages of war. Her ships were burnt 
on the ocean, and confiscated in port; her prop- 
erty plundered wherever found; her citizens 
made prisoners, and her territories invaded. 

Britain refused to acknowledge this code; and, 
professing to retaliate on France the consequences 
of her own insolence, issued orders prohibiting 
neutral intercourse witha part of the French do- 
minions so long as France enforced these mon- 
strous decrees. These she proudly declared should 
last while the decrees lasted. In the revocation 
of them she would proceed step by step with the 
repeal of the decrees. It is foreign from my 
present purpose to inquire how far the retaliatory 
plea had any foundation; or if founded, whether 
it went in justification, or mitigation only, of the 
attack-on neutral rights. What was the ground 
taken by our Government? On this point there 
cannot be mistake. The celebrated report of the 
Committee of Foreign Affairs, of November, 1808, 
unquestionably approved by the Executive, and 
by both branches of the Legislature, for on it was 
founded the law of non-intercourse with France 


and Britain, shows it fully. France and Britain 
were viewed as equal aggressors on our rights, 
The wrongs of both must be resented, and equally 
resented, or the wrongs of neither. Any measure 
of hostility against one, cither through the me- 
dium of commercial or of actual warfare, not 
levelled also at the other, was pronounced to be 
submission. I do not say that the ground taken 
was correct. On the contrary, I am convinced, 
that it was false in fact, and erroneous in princi- 
ple. Butit was the ground deliberately taken by 
the concurrent voice of every branch of the Gov- 
ernment, solemnly proclaimed to the world as the 
true American ground, and which, in theory at 
least, has never yet been abandoned. The act of 
May, 1810, was an explicit re-assertion of the 
principles of the report of 1808. It refused to re- 
sent immediately the wrongs of either belligerent, 
but pledged the faith of the Legislature, (an idle 
rash, unconstitutional pledge!) to become the 
enemy of that one which should persist in injus- 
lice, after the other should have returned from 
the evil of her ways. If either should cease 
from the violation of our neutral rights, and, on 
three months’ notice of the fact, her rival enemy 
should refuse to imitate the praiseworthy exam- 
ple, then by an interdiction of ail trade with her 
ports, or in her productions, the obstinate foe was 
to be punished. This law afforded a fit oppor- 
tunity for French juggling. The famous letter 
of the 5th of August, 1810, of the Duke of Cadore, 
purported to be founded upon it. This letter 
announced a revocation of the Berlin and Milan 
decrees, which were to cease to have effect on the 
first day of November following, upon one or 
the other of two conditions—a renunciation by 
Britain of her maritime doctrines, “ her principles 
of blockade;” or an enforcement by America 
against Britain of the interdiction of intercourse. 

This equivocal promise was pronounced by 
our Executive an actual repeal of the obnoxious 
decrees; and Britain was demanded, upon the 
fact of such repeal, to comply with her engage- 
ment, to revoke her orders alleged to be retalia- 
tory. This demand was resisted upon the ground, 
that the latter, instead of repealing, re-affirmed 
the decrees, the sole objects of which were to com- 
pel Britain to renounce her maritime rights, or 
neutral nations to withhold communication from 
her. Facts were asserted, and brought forth on 
each side, in support of the respective construe- 
tions given to this Delphic letter. At this time, 
and during this conflict of expositions in the inter- 
pretation of the French Puzzle—a conflict which 
had it not been followed by consequences the 
most serious, would have been indced ludicrous— 
let us suppose, that the repealing decree of April 
28, 1811, had made its appearance, as by its date 
it ought to have done. It must have entirely 
changed the state of affairs. It must have si- 
lenced the controversy as to the construction of 
the infamous Cadore letter, while it established 
what was then the fact. It must have forever 
severed the fatal alliance which the President’s 
proclamation had made between the law of May, 
1810, and this pretended repeal of the decrees on 
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the 2d of November. And, sir, whether it had 
been followed by a corresponding revocation of 
the British orders or not, it would, in all human 
probability, have prevented this calamitous war. 
Would it have been followed by a correspond- 
ing revocation of the British orders? It is not 
given to man to pronounce with certainty upon 
any event which has not happened ; but, if it be 
possible to arrive at truth by inferring, from what 
did take place, what would have taken place, had 
the same causes been brought into earlier opera- 
tion, there is no reason to doubt but that such a 
revocation would then have followed. This de- 
eree of the 28th of April, 1811, however insult- 
ing to the American Government in giving it the 
lie in the face of the world; and however, in 
other respects, the detestable reverse of what 
ought to have been desired, was a formal and ab- 
solute abrogation of the obnoxious edicts as re- 
garded the United States. Under the hand of 
the Emperor, and with all the solemuities of a 
fundamental! law of his Empire, it announced: 
“The decrees of Berlin and Milan are definitively, 
‘and to date from the first day of November last, 
t considered as not having existed in regard to 
t American vessels.” Could there be any motive 
of interest, any suggestion of pride, to prevent 
Great Britain from thereupon declaring that, as 
these decrees were definitively withdrawn from 
American vessels, so, also, were her Orders in 
Council? So far from it, every inducement must 
have operated with her to adopt this course. She 
would find in the edict of the 28th of April a 
complete victory over the American Government 
as to the controversy whcther France had there- 
tofore repealed these decrees. It would have 
afforded to her one of the most desirable opporta- 
nilies to contrast her good faith with French per- 
fidy. .If she regarded her honor, it would have 
urged tv the measure; if she valued American 
trade, she would not fail to embrace the ccrtain 
means of its restoration; if she cared for the 
friendship of America, she had it completely in 
her power to dissolve the bands which tied her to 
France. The President was bound, by the act of 
March, 1811, on which the French decree of the 
28th April professed to be founded, to restore in- 
tercourse with Great Britain on the revocation 
of her orders; and no man was ignorant, much 
less the British Court, that a restoration of that 
intercourse must, and would have been followed 
by the resentment of the tyrant of France. And, 
do we not know that, as soon as this decree was 
made known to the British Government, it did 
occasion a corresponding revocation of the Or- 
ders in Council? I say, as soon, for, notwith- 
standing the objection that an interval of thirty 
days elapsed between the communication of this 
decree and the revocation of the orders, yet my 
estimable friend (Mr. Grosvenor) has explained 
this circumstance to the conviction of scepticism 
itself; the Prince Regent was, in fact, without a 
Ministry. By the Constitution of that country, 
the monarch cannot act but through the inter- 
vention of his Ministers. As he is irresponsible 
to the law, for “he ean do no wrong,” he is at 


liberty to act only through those who are answer- 
able for what is wrong. 'The first moment when 
a Cabinet could be had to deliberate on the French 
decree of April, 1811, produced the revoking order 
of the 23d of June of last year—an order which 
the President has himself declared is susceptible 
of explanations that render it satisfactory. 
Since, then, a knowledge of this decree, in 
May, 1812, was immediately followed by a satis- 
factory revocation of the obnoxious orders, why 
are we to believe that a knowledge of it in May, 
1811, would not have produced the same conse- 
quence? The gentleman from Tennessee under- 
takes to inform us, and for this purpose has com- 
mented with as much fidelity as is usual with 
most scholiasts on the Prince Regent’s declaration 
on what he calls Lord Castlereagh’s despatch, and 
on the correspondence of Mr. Monroe with the 
British Minister, Mr. Foster. These, in his judg- 
ment, clearly show that this would not have hap- 
pened. I cannot, if I would, follow the gentle- 
man through all these comments. My lungs 
already admonish me that I have spoken long, 
and there is yet a view of this subject whic 
must not be overlooked. Permit me, however, to 
say that, whatever impression the circumstances 
referred to were then calculated to make, and 
with the lights then alone appearing, they fall 
infinitely short now of supporting the inference 
which the gentleman attemptsto draw from them. 
The Prince Regent’s declaration affords us not the 
slightest aid in the inquiry. It speaks only of a 
full and unconditional repeal of the decrees being 
followed by a full and unconditional revocation 
of the Orders. It intimates nothing as to the ef- 
fect which would be produced on the orders by.a 
repeal of the decrees, as it regarded one neutral 
only. And this was the explicit language of my 
friend from New York, notwithstanding the state- 
ment given of it by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see. It is one of the proudest triumphs of Truth, 
that, to combat her with success, she must not be 
met upon her own ground. Is it strange that the 
declaration of the Regent is silent on this point ? 
No, sir; it was to be presumed that the new 
maritime code of Napoleon would be adhered to 
or relinquished. If adhered to, the orders were 
to continue; if relinquished, they were to ceasc. 
The dispute between the United States and Great 
Britain was, as to the fact of the repeal or no-re- 
peal of. the French decrees, and not whetlier the 
repeal was limited to America alone, or extended 
to all neutrals. ae 
As to the despatch of Lord Castlereagh, none 
of us can pretend to know its contents, farther 
than may be collected from the correspondence 
between Mr. Monroe and Mr. Foster. The for- 
mer of these gentlemen asks the latter, (letter 
June 3d, 1812,) whether the recollection which 
he has of the import of Lord Castlereagh’s de- 
spatch, in supposing it to differ from Mr. Foster’s 
own letter of the 30th May, in the circumstance 
of declaring that the decrees must be repealed, 
not only against the United States, but against 
the world, before any revocation will be had of 
the Orders, be accurate or not? Mr. Foster as- 
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sures him in answer, on the same day, that there 
is no difference between his letter and the des- 
patch. This letter of the 30th May, unquestion- 
ably contains no such declaration. Let it be 
twisted as it may, it states nothing more than that 
a partial exemption from the penalties of the de- 
crees, upon the condition of a co-operation in 
their object, could not entitle any neutral to claim 
a revocation of the British orders. It is an ad- 
herence to the ground originally taken—and 
which upon the plea of retaliation could not have 
been abandoned. But I agree with the gentle- 
man from Tennessee in the sentiment that Fos- 
ter’s letter, of June 10th, does express the opinion 
that a repeal of the decrees as to America, would 
not entitle us to claim a revocation of the orders 
to the same limited extent. Now, sir, if this opin- 
jon of Mr. Foster can be viewed as founded on 
any special instructions, it would be entitled to 
great weight. But it is remarkable that no such 
pretence is advanced by Foster. He gives it 
merely as an opinion which he infers from the 
public declarations of his Government, justifying 
their orders, and avowing the grounds on which 
they would be revoked. From these, without 
the imputation of arrogance, any of us is as well 
enabled 10 draw the proper inference as Mr. F'os- 
ter himself, and therefore any of us could claim 
to know with as much confidence what would be 
done by his Government, on the happening of an 
event which had not been specially provided for 
noranticipated. That this isa correct view of the 
nature of the opinion given in this letter, ap- 
pears from the very words of Foster, immediately 
following the sentence containing the opinion. 
“But, sir, to what purpose argue upon a supposed 
case, or upon a state of things not likely to oc- 
cur?” It alsoappears from his subsequent decla- 
ration, in his letter of June 14th, in which he 
says, that “a full and unconditional repeal of the 
French decrees, as we have a right to demand it 
in our character of a neutral nation, shall be met 
with a revocation of the Orders in Council.” An 
absolute withdrawal of the decrees, as regards the 
United States, would unquestionably have been 
a “full and unconditional repeal” in this sense 
and to the extent of our neutral claim. 

One remark, sir, on the correspondence of Mr. 
Monroe and Mr. Foster ought not to be omitted. 
No man can examine it, without being sensible 
of the superior skill with which it was conducted 
on the part of the American Secretary ; and in 
nothing is the superiority more manifest than in 
the management with which the British Miuis- 
ter is drawn in to give an answer to the abstract 
question of a supposed repeal by France of the 
decrees, so far as they affected America. Though 
seemingly conscious of the snare that was set for 
him, and more than once avoiding it, yet he is at 
length completely caught. A boy never twirled 
his top with more entire control than the Secre- 
tary turned Mr. Foster round his finger. While 
the contest as to the fact of a repeal of the French 
decrees was going on between them, and every 
day was adding a new argument to establish the 
negative, the celebrated report of the French 


Minister of Foreign Relations, to the Conserva- 
tive Senate, of the 10th of March, 1812, made 
its appearance. This report so unequivocally 
contradicted the supposition that there had been 
any repeal of the decrees, that it was scarcely 
possible to carry on the argument longer. What 
wastobedone? The war whoop had been sound- 
ed; the war passion had been roused, the war 
embargo had been imposed, and the war message 
communicated. To use the wretched culinary 
metaphor of the Committee of Foreign Rela- 
tions, “the table had been spread, and the guests 
were all invited to the feast’—of blood. There 
was imminent danger of disappointment. With 
an art and an address worthy of a better cause 
and a nobler object, (a better cause than the up- 
holding of Executive consistency, or concealment 
of the fatal delusions of every branch of the 
Government—a nobler object than a petty diplo- 
matic advantage over a puny adversary,) it is con- 
trived to shift the ground of controversy. Actu- 
ally confounding, or pretending to confound, a 
mere exemption from the operation of the decrees, 
so long as we brought ourselves within the ben- 
efit of their provisions, with an unequivocal re- 
peal of the decrees themselves, so far as affected 
us, the Secretary easily perplexes the British ne- 
gotiator. Contriving to draw from him what 
may be construed into a declaration that sucha 
repeal would not be followed by any revocation 
of the orders, he rejoices to be relieved from the 
now unnecessary inquiry, whether such a repeal 
had in fact occurred. ‘There is now no further 
delay or impediment. Grace is invoked in due 
form, and the horrid banquet commences. 

The gentleman from Tennessee cannot help 
his argument by any expressions in the order of 
the Prince Regent, of 23d June, repealing the 
obnoxious Orders in Council. It is very true 
that it pronounces that the tenor of the decree 
of the 28th April, 1811, does not satisfy the con- 
ditions upon which he had pronounced in his 
declaration of the 2ist of April, 1812, that the 
orders should cease and determine—nor does it. 
A revocation of the orders as to all the world, 
was only to be consequent on a repeal of the de- 
crees as to all the world. The declaration of 
April had been silent as to the effect of a repeal 
of the decrees limited to one nation. What would 
have been the effect, was to be collected from 
the spirit of the pledge given as to the retaliatory 
character of the orders, and of their ceasing, step 
by step, with the decrees on which they were 
founded. What was its effect this order mani- 
ifested. It immediately produced such a revo- 
cation, as tended “to establish the intercourse 
between neutrals and belligerents, upon its accus- 
tomed principles”—those principles which the de- 
crees and orders had temporarily impaired. That 
it would have produced the same effect at any an- 
tecedent moment, a candid inquirer can scarcely 
doubt. With every reason to believe, and not 
one to disbelieve it, incredulity is the offspring 
of prejudice. 

But it is doubted whether a timely repeal of the 
Orders in Council would have prevented a war. 
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Sir, such a doubt cannot be removed by argument. | ing the independence of neutral Powers, and of their 
He who indulges it will cherish it the more, | flag, we have decreed and do decree the following : 


because it is almost exclusively his own; and be- 
cause it soars above the reach of argument. 
There is scarcely an intelligent man in the Union 
who does not know that the Orders in Council 


were the pivot on which the war turned. Had! 


these orders been removed, and our full inter- 
course restored with Great Britain, the man 
would have been deemed insane who should have 
proposed a declaration of war. Thus, sir, the ques- 
tion on impressment was yct unsettled—and this 
is now trumpetted forth as the great cause of hos- 
tilities. Indeed, when the black catalogue of 
injuries was to be made out, it was not amiss to 
give this a conspicuous place in the inventory. 
But, we all know that this question had slept 
without any efforts to settle it since the rejection 
of Mr. Monroe’sarrangement. And, after reject- 
ing this arrangement, our Government could not 
have had the audacity or the guilt to plunge 
into a war about “seamen’s rights,” without an 
attempt on our part to secure them by negotiation. 

Mr. G. said, there was another point of view 
in which the suppression of this repealing decree 
was of immense importance. Although it had 
not been followed by a revocation of the Orders in 
Council, its publication must have prevented 
war. Never, said he,can I forget the impression 
which the first appearance of this document made 
on my mind, and sure I am there is at least one 
honorable gentleman in this House who voted for 
the war, (and no doubt upon the best conviction 
of his understanding, and with the most upright 
motives,) who will not readily forget the impres- 
sion which the first communication of this decree 
made on his mind. As soon as it met his view, 
on his way home from the- very Congress in 
which war was declared, not in answer to any 
question, but from the spontaneous impulse of 
honest emotion, he exclaimed—* This was not 
known to the Government before the declaration 
of war? Is not the inference irresistible, that 
had it been known, in his opinion, at least, war 
would not and ought not to have been declared. 
Sir, could it have been, without utter infamy ? 
We had taken our stand to treat both belligerents 
alike, until one should first cease from injustice— 
and on that event only had pledged ourselves to 
punish the other. Undera belief that France 
had so solemnly retracted her iniquitous decrees, 
and that we were bound by the obligations of 
honor to redeem our plighted faith, we waged a 
commercial warfare with England, which we 
afterwards changed for actual war. What does 
this decree tell you? Every word of it deserves 
notice: 

“ Seeing, by a law passed on the 2d March, 1811, 
the Congress of the United States has ordered the ex- 
ecution of the provision of the act of non-intercourse, 
which prohibits the vessels and merchandise of Great 
Britain, her colonies and dependencies, from entering 
into the ports of the United States ; considering that 
the said law is an act of resistance to the arbitrary 
pretensions consecrated by the British Orders in Coun- 


cil, and a formal refusal to adhere to a system invad-! 


“The decrees of Berlin and Milan are definitively, 
and to date from the Ist of November last, considered 
as not having existed in regard to American vessels.” 


The very issuing of this decree proclaims that 
the Berlin and Milan decrees had not been thereto- 
fore repealed. It tells you, and it tells the world, 
that it is not a fact, as you have declared, that 
France has done the act which justified you on 
your own principles in making a distinction be- 
tween her and Great Britain. It contemptuously 
holds you forth as having been cheated into a 
course of conduct which, agreeably to your own 
doctrines, was submission to France. It treats 
with scorn your pretension, that France had de- 
parted from her system towards you. It an- 
nounces that you have abandoned your scheme of 
neutrality. It declares that you shall be relieved 
from the oppressive decrees in consequence of 
your law of March, 1811, and because the gra- 
cious arbiter of your fate deigns to view that 
as a sufficient act of resistance against his ene- 
my—in other words, as a sufficient manifestation 
of your accession to his maritime confederacy. 
Sir, said Mr. G., my face burns when I venture 
even to ask, if this decree had been before you, 
could you have insisted on the policy of a war 
with Britain? In May, 1810, you could not select 
between the rival belligerents. In May, 1811, the 
only change in the account of your wrongs is an 
act of the meanest deception, and most outrageous 
insult, on the part of France. Would this have 
so changed the political balance as to have made 
you direct your hostility against her enemy. It 
would not—it could not have been so. However 
firmly I believe that it has pleased a chastening 
God to punish our sins by darkening the under- 
standings of those who have governed in our 

Jouncils, yet I know there was yet an American 
spirit among them, which would have been called 
forth had this decree been presented to their view. 
Its promulgation would have disclosed the gulf 
which was yawning to devour us. Instinctive 
nature would have recoiled from destruction. 

Yet, sir, this decree, the suppression of which 
has involved my country in war—this decree, of 
which our first knowledge is its communication 
to Barlow in May 1812—this very decree the 
French Government declare was duly laid before 
the proper Representatives of this nation both 
abroad and at home. The great object of these 
resolutions is to ascertain the truth or falsehood 
of these charges. When I reflect on the situation 
of those whom I represent on this floor, not the 
wealthy inhabitants of your cities, who in time 
of need can live luxuriously, upon the gains which 
they have amassed in the days of prosperity, but, 
in general, the plain industrious farmers of your 
country, once comfortable and happy, though 
never rich—when I consider the general embar- 
rassment which prevails among them, and the 
new burdens which your tax bills are about to 
impose—when I think of the utter distress which 
has seized on that portion of my constituents 
who once gained a decent competence by labor- 
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ing in their native forests, or by navigating their 
dangerous coast, or by mechanical pursuits con- 
nected: with commerce—and recollect that all 
these calamities have sprung from a fatal war, 
which had its origin in a trick, a delusion, {I should 
be a traitor to them if I did not aid with my ef- 
orts in discovering the authors of the fraud. It 
is due to our citizens that they should know 
how the nation has been betrayed into its calam- 
ities. However mortifying the acknowledgment, 
better, far better that they should learn that their 
Government has been the dupe of France, than 
that they should suspect it of having been an ac- 
complice in her perfidy. 

Sir, it is premature to pronounce an opinion 
before the desired information is given us. But 
as other gentlemen have not hesitated to declare 
theirs, and as forbearance on my part might be 
misinterpreted, [have no hesitation in expressing 
my belief, that the assertion of the Duke of Bas- 
sano is false, Ido not think that the Executive 
could have been guilty of an act so detestably 
wicked as the wilful concealment of a document 
so all important to his country. And although I 
know nothing of Mr. Russell, odr former Minis- 
ter to France, I will not believe him guilty (with- 
out far better evidence) of such foul treason 
against the nation which he represented. I feel 
assured, that the result of the inquiry will prove, 
that the guilt, and the meanness, and the falsehood 
of this transaction have their origin in the Cabi- 
net of Napoleon—that laboratory of frauds and 
calumnies. But while these are my hopes, and 
this my belief, I will not conceal my apprehen- 
sions. From the silence which has hitherto been 
observed by the Executive, when the occasion 
permitted and even required notice of the accu- 
sation—from the palliating tone in which the in- 
solent decree has been spoken of as rather “ ex- 
ceptionable in its time and manner,” I fear that 
the honor of the Government and the interests of 
the nation have not been vindicated by repelling 
the ‘insult, or by demanding an explanation of 
the complicated perfidy of France. If from a 
cautious, timid policy, or from any other cause, 
this course has been: neglected, and it is the ob- 
ject of the last resolution to ascertain the fact, 
this House, I trust, springing immediately from 
the people, and animated by the feelings which 
pervade’ the’ nation, will not hesitate to evince 
their sensibility to its wrongs and indignities— 
their scorn of calumny, and detestation of treach- 
ery, even though they proceed from an Imperial 
source, or are allied with hypocritical professions 
of “love for Americans.” 

Mr. Hanson rose in reply to Mr. Grunpy.—He 
said he would again ask the attention of the 
House as long as his strength would enable him 
to keep the floor, whilst he set forth those views 
which directed his mind upon the present in- 
quiry. He equally regretted, that gentlemen 
should have dipped so deeply into the documents 
connected with this very plain and simple ques- 
tion under discussion, and the necessity he was 
under of replying, in a particular manner, to the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Gronpy.) The 


assertion made by that gentleman, the sentiments 
he uttered, and the monstrous doctrines he ad- 
vanced, rendered such a reply unavoidable, if 
indeed’ he could ever be disposed to avoid doing 
his duty. Desirous as he had been from the be- 
ginning, to confine the discussion within its pro- 
per metes and bounds, with the hope of having 
presented to the people a simple, plain proposi- 
tion, he would not have suffered himself to be 
led into a tedious investigation. but that it seemed 
altogether fitting for him to reply to the member 
from Tennessee. 

One of Mr. Hanson’s reasons for avoiding the 
course pursued in the debate, of opening upon the 
House a deluge of documentary evidence, was, if 
possible, to deprive gentlemen, like the member 
from Tennessee, of an opportunity to display the 
lawyer-like dexterity, and acharacteristicskilland 
cunning, for which he understood the member 
stood unrivalled and pre-eminent in the highly 
civilized, polished and refined State which hon- 
ored the House with his presence here. As it was 
however, Mr. H. did not regret the course that 
had been taken, because it had been the means of 
placing the gentleman from Tennessee in the 
light Mr. H. was most pleased to behold him ; of 
exhibiting him in those native colors, dressed in 
which he would be best recognised by those: 
who best knew him—of displaying him in his 
true character, of a bitter reviler of one of the 
great parties in this country, and the apologist of 
France. 

[Here the Srzaxer called to order; saying, the 
gentleman from Maryland could not proceed in 
such a course of argument—that the epithet’ 
“cunning” was not proper to be applied to a 
member of that House, still more was it out of 
order to use the words ‘apologist of France.” 

Mr. Hanson asked if the same latitude of de- 
bate allowed to the gentleman from Tennessee 
would not be extended to him. The Spzaxsr 
replied “certainly.” If it is not, said Mr. H., I 
must get at the gentleman in some other way, 
in the course of the argument. Mr. GRUNDY rose 
to explain: Mr. H. said he had the floor and 
meant to keep it; there would be an opportunity’ 
to reply.] 

Mr. Hanson procecded—It struck me, Mr. 
Speaker, with considerable force, and I have no 
doubt other gentlemen on this oor thought it not 
less remarkable, that although the inguiry em- 
braced in the resolutions related exclusively to 
the perfidy and falsehood of the French Govern- 
ment, presuming innocence at home, after occu- 
pying the floor full one hour by the clock, during 
which time innumerable insinuations were made, 
when not one fact could be substantiated, the 
gentleman has not uttered one word of reproach, 
has not suffered a breath of improbation to escape 
his lips against this France. On the contrary, in 
the very breath thathe impugns the principlesand 
arraigns the patriotism of the best and wisest men’ 
that adorn our country, he himself seeks to shroud 
and smooth over the enormities of the French 
Government. 

The gentleman spoke of our laboring in our 
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new vocation to sow distrust among the people, 
and to throw obstructions in the way of the Ad- 
ministration, thus weakening the arm of our own 
Government andstrengthening thatof the enemy. 
If that gentleman will only turn his eyes inward 
and examine his own heart, if he will look at 
home, he may come to the conclusion, that our 
new vocation is at least as praiseworthy and 
honorable as his old vocation. IfI am not mis- 
taken, sir, this is the fiery, furious gentleman, 
who, during the war session, went about beating 
up to arms and enlisting recruits, crying out, fol- 
low me-ye of stout hearts, let the faint-hearted 
now leave us! That gentleman, Mr. Speaker, 
(pointing to Mr. Gronpy,) it should be known, 
can set examples in and out of this House, which, 
I confess, it would require a very stont heart to 
imitate; which, with perfect honor, might be 
shunned, nor should that heart be denounced as 
faint which should pause, palpitate, and shudder 
at the bare idea of such imitation. The gentle- 
man may labor in his vocation without danger 
of interruption from me in his suits or pursuits. 
But who are the friends of the “fast anchored 
isle,” (and I hope she will long remain fast an- 
chored ; I trust in God, she will not be loosed 


from her moorings, at least, until the colossal: 


power of France is at an end—we have nothing 
to disguise-or conceal upon this subject,) that he 
accuses of weakening the arm of Government, 
andaiding theenemy? Think you,Mr. Speaker, 
that the honorable gentleman alluded to would 
suffer by a comparison of public and private vir- 
tues with the member from Tennessee? I will 
not do irreverence to the gray hairs of the vene- 
rable and exalted characters (pointing to Mr. 
PickEriNG, just before him, and meaning also Mr. 
Benson and Mr. Sruarr) whose lives have been 
dedicated to the service of their country—in 
whose bosoms the flame of patriotism still burns 
bright, and cannot be extinguished by the snow 
above—lI will not disparage their fair virtues by 
any such comparison. No, sir, the reputation of 
the models of political excellence and moral 
worth that we delight-to honor, rests upon a base 
of adamant. They are lifted high up above the 
reach of obloquy, or crimination from that quarter. 

The gentleman, in. his zeal to cast odious: sus- 
picion upon the friends of peace, has said the 
honorable gentleman from New York (Mr. Gros- 
venor) “out-Herods Herod, out-Castlereaghs 
Lord Castlereagh,” when, by his own exhibition, 
the gentleman from Tennessee out-Bobadils Bo- 
badil, and out-Bassanos Bassano. At the same 
time he loudly calls upon the honorable gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire no longer to sup- 
port his resolutions by proxy, when he himself 
was made a mouthpiece by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. CALHOUN.) 

The gentleman charges the minority with be- 
ing the cause of the war, said Mr, H. Did he 
mean to say, that they had been laughed or ridi- 
culed into the measure? This was paying a left- 
handed compliment indeed to the understanding 
and high political attributes of the men that rule 
the country, as well as to his own sense and 


judgment. The truth was; they had waded so 
far, it was better to go on than turn back, They 
had so completely committed themselves in their 
bullying system—their policy of addressing them- 
selves to the fears of England—that, according 
to their own misconceived notions of consistency 
and honor, they were obliged to go on, all retreat 
being cut off—no avenue being left open for es- 
cape. Mr. H. here spoke of a self-created com- 
mittee of Congressmen who called on the Presi- 
dent and required him to send the House a Més- 
sage recommending war. He said the. first de- 
mand was unsuccessful, but the second sueceeded; 
when he was given to understand that his re- 
election depended upon his recommending war 
atonce. Mr. H.inveighed in strong terms against 
such a state of things, when a Presidential elec- 
tion was made to depend upon a recommendation 
of war. ° 

In answer to the doctrine of moral treason, Mr. 
H. spoke of the Western insurrection, and con- 
trasted the conduet of Federalists now with that 
of the Democrats then. Althougb groaning and 
sweating under the pressure of the privations and 
afflictions induced by an unrighteous and waste- 
ful war, they had never combined to rebel against 
the Government, and point their bayonets against 
their own country. They claimed nothing but 
the privilege, which was the birthright of every 
man in this free country, of opposing the meas- 
ures of Government in a Constitutional way. 
He spoke indignantly of the conduct of Gallatin- 
in that insurrection, who had been so well re+ 
warded, and was known to have been the very 
soul of the Government for many years past, and 
was now sent to Russia to intrigue on the Conti- 
nent of Europe. After speaking of the conduct 
of the present ruling party during the French 
war, he again assailed the slavish Asiatic doc- 
trines advocated as a means of carrying on the 
war. None but a helot or a serf could harbor in 
his bosom such hideous, deformed principles, and 
he who did entertain them was unworthy of be- 
ing a member of a free community, much less‘of 
having a seat on this floor. He had not the pa- 
tience or philosophy to treat this subject as-it 
might be treated by others. Even in the district 
he represented, distinguished as it was for lofty- 
and correct sentiments, some men of reputed sense 
were so borne down. by clamor, or terrified by the 
threatening aspect of affairs, as actually to ask 
the opinion of a lawyer how far it was lawful:to- 
oppose war, now that it was declared. Such was 
the industry and success with which the doctrine 
of moral treason, passive obedience, and -non- 
resistance, was disseminated, wherever agents 
could be found base enough to do such’ jobs for 
their employers. 

There was no way of terminating this war, if 
the House, who held the purse strings of the na- 
tion, would grant the supplies to carry iton. The 
House owed all its importance and authority to 
the power of the purse. They alone held the 
purse strings of the nation. To this feature of 
the Constitution, they should cling as the float- 
ing plank on the.ocean—as the rock of their sal- 
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vation. It was in the power of the House to ter- 
minate this bloody and disastrous contest with a 
nation willing to be at peace with us; and that 
man was indeed morally guilty of treason, who 
would furnish the means of ruining his country 
under the impressions entertained by the minority 
of this war. With the conviction written on his 
mind in strong and indelible characters, Mr. H. 
would feel like a traitor, if he aided in supplying 
the means to bring the Republic to a premature 
but inevitable fate, if the war was continued 
another year, of which there could be no doubt, 
as far as the actions and the hearty wishes of the 
dominant party and their leaders were a criterion 
to judge by. 

Mr. H. said, that nothing but the spirit, perse- 
verance, and patience, of the Federal party, had 
saved the nation so long from falling into the 
fangs of France. They cleaved closer and closer 
to the country as her danger increased. But for 
their unconquerable attachment to liberty, their 
ardent and unintermitting exertions to save the 
nation from the greatest of all sublunary mise- 
ries, years ago we should have fallen into the 
snare set for us by the fell destroyer of nations. 
By a slow but sure process, said he, has the ex- 
isting state of interse suffering, alarm, discon- 
tent, and danger, been brought upon this people. 
As direct and as constant as the vane upon the 
steeple points to the quarter whence the wind 
blows, and shifts with every adverse breeze, as 
faithfully as the needle designates the North, 
have the measures of the present incumbent of 
the palace and his predecessor and preceptor 
pointed to this war. True, they had occasionally 
varied and shifted their measures in matter of 
form as circumstances required—now relaxing, 
now bracing and invigorating their system—but 
the political barometer never deceived us. The 
State vane always showed whether the wind set 
from Mount Monticello or Gallia’s shore, which 
the weatherwise considered as one and the same 
thing, in regard to the effect upon the political 
season. Yes, sir, said he, as regularly as the 
compass and the heavens conducted the great 
mariner Cook around the globe, and the breeze 
propelled his bark along, have the predominating 
minds of the ruling party, driven on by head- 
strong passion, have the master magicians behiad 
the scenes, so beautifully dizzened to amuse the 
eye and divert the judgment, conducted this de- 
luded people, like the alluring night lamp, into 
swamps, through briars, thickets,and quagmires. 
But to foretell a year ago the disastrous events 
that have passed in review before us, in almost 
“one long unbroken funereal train,” betrayed a 
distempered imagination. A peculiar proclivity 
to error was perceived in all our speculations, 
and a treasonable excitement of false alarms was 
charged against those who foresaw and were 
bold enough to foretell abortion and disgrace in 
all the transcendant schemes of glory, conquest, 
and aggrandizement, engendered in the disor- 
dered brains of their authors. Indeed, whoever 
had the hardihood to venture a prediction of mis- 
carriage, was assailed with the ready argument 


The lamp post, the guillotine, or the gallows, 
was a punishment scarcely ignominious enough 
for the man who dare oppose this most righteous, 
honorable, and profitable war ! 

Mr. H. here proceeded to show, that the war 
had no other foundat?on buta false and mistaken 
data ; in a word, that it was bottomed on a false- 
hood, and therefore the minority should not be 
strung up as moral traitors, or have their throats 
cut for opposing it in a Constitutional way—un- 
like the opposers of the French war of 1798—the 
only way in which it had been opposed, and he 
hoped would continue to be opposed, with a zeal 
and constancy commensurate with the great and 
salutary objects to be attained. 

He began with the celebrated “ triangular re- 
port,” as it was called, of 1808, which assumed 
the alternative of war, embargo, or submission, 
declaring that “ war with one of the belligerents 
would be submission to the other.” He asserted, 
(and called upon gentlemen then in the House, 
who were of the Committee of Foreign Rela- 
tions in 1808, to contradict him if they could un- 
dertake to do so,) that the report mentioned pro- 
ceeded from the pen of the President, was not the 
production of the committee, but was handed 
over by the Executive to one of the heads of de- 
partment, who handed it to the committee, Of 
course the stand taken was by the Executive ; it 
was their act, and they were thus pledged to the 
United States and to the two great belligerents 
of Europe to preserve a strict neutrality, a faith- 
ful impartiality towards them, &c, 

He then cited the law of May, 1810, holding 
out the same terms to France and England, and 
empowering the President to suspend the law of 
noa-intercourse in favor of either that should ac- 
cede to our offer, and enforce it against the Pow- 
er that should decline an arrangement—the “fact” 
of such repeal to be declared by proclamation. 
He explained how and wherefore the word “ fact” 
was introduced into the non-intercourse law of 
1810. Because it was thought, by those opposed 
to the arrangement with Mr. Erskine, that the 
Executive had transcended his powers, by pro- 
claiming the orders to be repealed, when the re- 
peal was to take effect in futuro. The law was 
then construed by its makers as bearing no such 
meaning, but to require an unconditional repeal, 
to take effect at the time. He would say noth- 
ing of the manner in which both Houses endeav- 
ored to contravene that arrangement, before its 
disavowal in England, and thus breaking the 
plighted faith of Government; but it was cer- 
tain the word “fact” was introduced in the new 
law, in order more clearly to define its meaning, 
and to guard against a second departure from its 
spirit and letter. Nevertheless, the Duke of Ca- 
dore’s letter of August 5, 1810, was taken as a 
repeal, coming within the strict meaning of the 
act, although the repeal was therein made to de- 
pend upon a condition precedent, and not an ac- 
tual bona fide repeal, as contemplated by the 
law. What were those conditions? That Bog- 
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fand should repeal her Orders in Council, aban- 
don her new principles of blockade, or the Uni- 
ted States should cause her rights to be respected: 
in other words, take part against “the common 
enemy,” which was finally done, before an au- 
thentic act of repeal was published by France 
and presented to England. The French Govern- 
ment had itself furnished the proof of this faet, 
out of which grew the present resolutions. 

A word or two, said Mr. H., about these new 
principles of blockade. According to the Napo- 
leon code, a blockade to be legal, must be of a 
fortified place, and there must be an investiture 
by sea and land. According to the same code, a 
ship is declared to be an extension of the terri- 
tory, a floating colony ; to visit or search, there- 
fore, is an invasion of the territories of a neutral, 
and an act of war. For not repelling such inva- 
sion, France chastises us by a general order to 
her corsairs, to sink, burn, and destroy ; while in 
port, the douaniers seize or confiscate all within 
the reach of the Imperial robber. So that Bona- 
‘parte will sink our territory and burn our colony, 
because we do not resist by war the right of visit 
and search, legally exercised by his rival! Oh, 
most just, merciful, and loving ally! 

Mr. H. said, when the Duke of Cadore’s letter 
was first published in this country, not one man 
ina hundred supposed for a moment, that the 
President would take that letter as coming within 
the meaning of the law of May, 1810, because its 
express proviso was palpably inadmissible, being 
a condition precedent, and not a condition subse- 
quent. He likewise asserted, upon authority 
which he deemed altogether good, that the Presi- 
dent himself, when he first received the Duke’s 
letter, pronounced it “jesuitical,” and expressed 
himself in terms authorizing the belief, that he 
would not accept of itascoming within the terms 
of the law of May, 1810. However, notwith- 
standing this, and the undeniable evidence upon 
the face of the letter itself, to the amazement of 
all discerning honest men, Mr. H. well recollect- 
ed.to his owo utter astonishment, on the 2d of 
November, 1810, the President did issue his pro- 
clamation declaring the fact of the repeal of the 
Berlin and Milan deerces, on the first of the same 
month and -year—that is, that they were repealed 
the day. before, according to the provisions of our 
law of non-intercourse. Now was drawn the 
strong line of demarkation between the two great 
parties in this country. Each took its decided 
stand, and bottomed its support or opposition to 
Government upon the truth or falsehood of this 
proclamation. We, the minority, contended, that 
there had been a positive violation of a plain law 
to favor France and embroil us with England— 
that a palpable juggle had been practised to in- 
duce a state of insurmountable repulsion in our 
relations with one belligerent, as a manifestation 
of our partiality to the other,and finally, with the 
view to connect our destinies to those of France. 
You, the majority, contended, that the President 
had only discharged a ministerial duty, doing 
nothing more than the law required of him, and 
in doing which he had no discretion to exercise, 

13th Coy. lst SEss.—9 


as roundly asserted, in the wrong; or were you, 
the majority, ab initio, in the wrong, and have you 
| continued in the wrongever since? What says the 
evidence in the case? On the 28th of April, 1811, 
the Emperor promulges his decree, antedated or 
not, it is immaterial, which commences thus :-— 
“ Seeing by the report of our Minister, &c., that 
the United States have passed a law of resistance, 
&c., we, Napoleon, &c., do decree, &c.” What 
law of resistance? The March law. of 1811, 
which superseded the false proclamation, aod 
made that proclamation the only evidence of the 
repeal in the egurts of law. So that Adminis- 
tration sought to entrench themselves behind the 
assumption of the fact, that the decrees were re- 
| pealed in November, 1810, and that the law of 
March, 1811, “ the law of resistance to England,” 
was a consequence of that repeal; while on the 
other hand, our good friend, Bonaparte, officially 
| declares, and produces the very repealing dectee 
itself to remove all doubt, that the repeal was a 
consequence of the law of resistance. Tio aggraé 
vate the wrong and insult, he solemnly declares, 
through his Minister of State, that the repealing 
decree had been communicated to Mr. Russell 
and Mr. Serrurier about the time of its date, in 
order that it might be laid before this Govern- 
ment. It is this collateral fact of communication 
that these resolutions are.meant, perhaps in vain, 
to establish. Were we right and you wrong? 
The evidence is before the world, and the best 
and only witness to the fact, the Emperor himself, 
by publishing his decree, proves the rectitude of 
our course, and the fallacy of all your positions. 
Ít proves the proclamation to have been false, the 
law of March to have been unjust, as predicated. 
(to use the fashionable phrase) upon a’ falsehood; 
and it proves that every step since taken towards 
this war wasin our own wrong, contrary to truth, 
justice and honor—it proves that the war has no 
other foundation to rest on than an undeniable 
authenticated falsehood. The war, therefore, de- 
serves and can be distinguished truly by no other 
appellation than an unnecessary, unjust, and un 
righteous war, for opposing which we are moral 
traitors! All the gentleman’s reasoning, (Mr. 
Gnunby) therefore, drawn from Mr. Monroe’s 
and Mr. Foster’s correspondence, is of no avail, 
and merits no reply. ; : 
To strengthen my positions, I will introduce 
another piece of testimony, from a witness alto- 
gether unexceptionable, the late Secretary of 
State, than whom none, save the President him- 
self, stood higher in the estimation of the domi- 
nant party, and whose honor was guarded with 
| a punctilious delicacy, amounting almost to ado- 
ration, as manifested by the dismissal of Mr. Jaek- 
son. What says this witness? Iam afraid, by 
undertaking tu repeat his testimony, I shall weaken 
and adulterate his precise and energetic language, 
and will therefore give his owa words: l 
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“Itis within the recollection of the American people, 
that the members of Congress, during the last session, 
were much embarrassed, us to the course most proper 
to be taken with respect to our foreign relations, and 
that their embuarrassments proceeded principally from 
the defect in the communications to them as to the 
views of the Emperor of the French. To supply this 
defect was the great desideratum. Ata critical period 
of their perplexities, the arrival at Norfolk of an Envoy 
Extraordinary from France was announced. Immc- 
diately thereon all thcir proccedings touching our for- 
eign relations were suspended. ‘Their mcasures, as 
avowed by themselves and as expected by the nation, 
were then to be shaped according to the information, 
that might be received from Mr. Serrurier, especially, 
as he necessarily must have left France long after the 
all-important first day of November. Upon his arrival 
at Washington, and immediately after he had been 
accredited, knowing, as I did, the impatience of Con- 
gress and of my countrymen, I lost no time in having 
with him a conference. This conference I concluded 
by stating that I would take the liberty of addressing 
to him a note propounding the several questions, that 
I had just had the honor of putting to him in conver- 
sation, and that thus by his answer I should be enabled 
to lay before the President, with the utmost precision, 
his communications to me. I accordingly, immediately 
prepared the following draught of a letter, and con- 
sidering the President’s sanction a matter of course, I 
had it, in due official form, copied by the appropriate 
clerk. But waiting on the President with it, and after 
having reported to him verbally the result of the con- 
ference, I was, to my astonishment, told by him that 
it would not be expedient to send to Mr. Serrurier any 
such note. His deportment, throughout this inter- 
view, evinced a high degree of disquietude, which oc- 
casionally betrayed him into fretful expressions. Hav- 
ing in view nothing but the dignity of the Government, 
and the prosperity of my country, and, overlooking his 
peevishness, I entreated him, but in a manner the most 
delicate, not to withhold from Congress any informa- 
tion that might be useful to them at so momentous a 
juncture.” 

To give'its full and proper force to Mr. Smith’s 
evidence, a short notice of some interesting and 
important circumstances attending the introduc- 
tion and final adoption of the March law of 1811 
will be necessary. The gentleman who was 
Chairman of the Committee of Foreign Relations 
at that time, is now a member of this House, and 
isin bis seat. Isay, then, as well as I remem- 
ber, (correct me if lam wrong,) he introduced the 
law of March, 1811, just as Mr. Serrurier’s arrival 
was announced. As soon as the Minister’s arri- 
val in Washington was known, he withdrew his 
bill, as understood at the time, to proceed wit- 
tingly, and to allow time to ascertain from the 


Serrurier was unfavorable. What was the re- 
sult? Recur to the testimony given by Mr. 
Smith, and all doubt is removed. In this state 
of things what did the Committee of Foreign 
Relations? The Chairman again introduced the 
law of resistance against England, bottomed up- 
on the asserted repeal of the decrees and the Pre- 
sident’s proclamation, which itself rested upon 
what is now established to be a juggle of France 
—an undeniable untruth. The nation of course 
did infer that Mr. Serrurier had fully satisfied the 
Administration of the repeal of the decrees. 
There were those, to be sure, (Mr. H. was among 
the number.) who never for a moment changed 
their opinion, but the many continued under 
the delusion until Mr. Smith’s disclosures burst 
upon the nation, aroused general indignation, and 
struck with amazement and horror every man 
whose mind was open to conviction. Neverthe- 
less, the Administration proceeded with a steady 
step to their point of destination, and finally 
plunged the country into this most ruinous, cala- 
mitous war, which has filled the nation with grief 
and mourning, and brought us to the verge, if not 
the gulf, of national bankruptcy. They rushed 
on blindfolded till they were so far advanced as 
not to have the power of preventing this people 
from being sucked into the vortex, which had 
well nigh swallowed up the liberties of the world, 
and but for the memorable and glorious events 
which have opened a new era to the nations of 
the earth, would have sealed the doom of this 
| rising empire. 
Mr. H. said, he feared the House were now 
i severely suffering from the wide range taken in 
| this debate, which he himselfhad protested against 
! but a day or two before, desirous as he was of 
i confining the attention of the House to the sim- 
ple subject of inquiry, whether Mr. Madison or 
the Duke of Bassano was guilty. He could not 
| too often repeat how desirable it was to pin down 
public attention to the point, whether the heinous 
offence imputed to our Chief Magistrate wag 
false; and whether he had the independence and 
spirit to prove it so, or preferred pocketing the out- 
insult, to encountering the ire of Bona- 


parte. 

It was proper here to notice an argument much 
dwelt upon by the Treasury side of the House— 
that the communication to Congress of the 
French repealing decree would not have prevent- 
ed the war—nor was there any reason to believe 
England would repeal her Orders if the French 
repealing decree had been communicated to her. 
To which I can offer no better answer than this: 


new Minister fresh from France, whether the de- : sue did repeal, so soon as the deranged state of 
crees of Berlin and Milan were actually repealed, | the Ministry would permit, and in less than a 
as assumed and proclaimed by the Executive. ; month, or thereabouts, from the time Mr. Russell 
The inference would be drawn by the public, if, | handed in the decree. But the argument of the 
after allowing due time to learn the result of the | gentlemen supports the presumption of the truth 
conferences between the Secretary of State, the | on this ground. What did it prove? Precisely 
bill was again reported. that the result of such | what the minority have all along and invariably 


conference was favorable, and removed all doubt 
of the truth of the proclamation. If not again 
reported, the conclusion would necessarily be 
drawn, that the information extracted from Mr. 


maintained—that you were so bent upon this war, 
as hardly to desire a pretext for engaging in it; 
you were resolved to wage it let what might hap- 
pen. Had Great Britain repealed her Orders, 
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which were the sole avowed cause of the war, | it altogether, never was such aggravated wrong 


she would have-been taken up on the ground of 
impressment, though totally abandoned in the ar- 
rangement with Erskine. That point settled, the 
new principles of blockade would have remained 
to be adjusted; even this settled, restitution of 
property would have remained as ample cause of 
war with those who desired it. As England re- 
ceded we have always advanced, even to the 
point of treading on her toes. One concession 
would be followed up by demanding another, and, 
with the men at our head who now govern us, 
war was inevitable, sooner or later, and must be 
continued, or the natural aliment of Democracy 
is withheld, and it pines away and dies. A trea- 
ty with England wasalways deemed tantamount 
to a declaration of war with France, and it was 
notorious that the late President, and author of 
all the evils endured by the country, frequently 
declared that “he wanted no treaty with Eng- 
land;” this, too, While negotiation was carried on 
with every appearance of sincerity. The whole 
secret lies here; it was thought England must be 
conquered; Bonaparte would bestride the globe, 
and we were for making early terms in the very 
manner of all those States on the Continent, that 
suffered most because most obsequious, supple, 
and submissive. In short, the elements of which 
the ruling party is composed, require a constant 
state of excitement and irritation to be kept up 
against England, lest the party disunite and is 
overthrown. 

It remains for me, said Mr. H., to account for 
the cause of the falsehood, if a falsehood, told by 
Bassano, although it is conclusive, on the face of 
the correspondence, that at least one palpable lie 
has been told by him. I will prove, by his own 
words, that Mr. Barlow very modestly requested | 
the Duke to tell a lie to answer the purpose of the 

. Executive. In the most humiliating, degrading, 
and supplicating tone, upon his knees almost, he 
prays the Duke. in May, 1812, to publish a decree, 
declaring that the Berlin and Milan Decrees were 
repealed in November, 1810; and thus to legalize 
the false proclamation, and give to it the quality 
of truth, which it wanted from the beginning; 
thus dexterously to slide under us again the pop- 
ular ground which had been slipped from under 
the Administration by the Duke of Cadore’s jug- 
gle. Well, Monsieur, always courteous, ever ac- 
commodating, like a true-bred Frenchman, being 
importuned to lend Mr. Barlow one lie for his pur- 
poses, and those of his employer, liberally resolves 
to tell two lies. both of which, however, though 
caught at by Mr. Barlow, as a proof of his great 
address and influence with the French Minister, 
add to the difficulty and disgrace of Government. 
The antedated decree appears, and behold! it 
gives the lie direct to Mr. Madison’s proclama- 
tion, (never to this day recalled in language “ be- 
coming the occasion,”) establishes the injustice 
of the law of March, 1811, and the unrighteous- 
ness of this war. The other lie, as we hope it 
will turn out, is, that the decree was in proper 
time communicated to Mr. Russell and Mr. Ser- 
surier, to be laid before this Government. Take 


and injustice, such outrageous insult before sub- 
mitted to. Here are the extracts from Mr. Bar- 
low’s letters. On the Ist of May, 1812, Mr. Bar- 
low writes to the Duke of Bassano in these 
words: 

“Tt is much to be desired that the French Govern- 
* ment would now make and publish an authentic act, 
«declaring the Berlin and Milan Decrees, as relative 
‘to the United States, to have ceased in November, 
“1810, declaring that they have not beon applicd, in 
< any instance, since that time, and that they shall not 
© be so applied in future.” 

This is admitting that no “authentic” repeal 
had before taken place; and to ask the Duke ia 
1812 to delare now, May ist, 1812, that a repeal 
took place at that date; and to “ make now,” and 
publish a decree to that effect, was to be surea 
very modest request, though it was all-important 
to ask and have it granted, to make that which 
was false in November, 1810, appear to have been 
true in 1812. Mr. Barlow succeeds in his request 
so far as to get the decree, but it dates the repeal 
of the French obnoxious edict in April, 1811, in- 
stead of November, 1810. Take Mr. Barlow’s 
own words. | will now read an extract, said Mr. 
H., from Mr. Barlow’s letter to Mr. Monroe, of 
May 12, 1812: 

“ When, in the conversation above alluded to (with 
< Bassano,) the Duke first produced to me the decree 
cof 28th April, 1811, I made no comment on the 
‘ strange manner in which it had been so long con- 
« cealed from me, and probably from you. I only asked 
«him if that decree had been published. He said no; 
« but declared it had been communicated to my predo- 
«cessor here, and likewise sent to Mr. Serrurier, with 
« orders to communicate it to you.” 

It cannot be overlooked that these despatches 
were not communicated to Congress until almost 
a year after the date of Barlow’s letter containing 
the information, instead of being promptly and 
voluntarily communicated, as containing nothing 
that it was desirable to conceal. It is also re- 
markable that, when communicated, not a word 
of explanation or contradiction is contained in 
the President’s Message. He merely sends the 
declaration of Bassano, which is thus impliedly 
admitted to be correct because not denied. Mr. 
H. said guilt lies between them, and illustrated by 
the case of robbery or murder that must have 
been committed by one of two persons only. 
The innocent man would insist upon a search or 
trial, while conscious gult would involuntarily 
bring the hand of the other over his pocket, and 
make him anxious to hush up the affair. Asan 
American, Mr. H. was anxious to have the mat- 
ter definitively settled, and the character of the 
Government vindicated, if the guilt was on the 
other side of the water. He contended, that all 
the blood, treasure, and national character lost in 
this war, would have been saved, by the exhibi- 
tion of the document, the conccalment of which 
was imputed to Mr. Madison by the French 
Minister, as was supported by strong presumptive 
evidence. Mr. H. said, from the time and man- 
ner of the promulgation of the French decree, 
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sir, it is not in the nature of imbecility and its 
concomitant obstinacy to benefit by experience, 
or to acknowledge any other influences, or yield 
to any other impulses than the passion of the mo- 
ment. They never draw lessons of wisdom from 
adversity ; for folly is sure to be rendered obdu- 
rate by misfortune. You find in private life be- 
ings of this description, perverse and headstrong 
in proportion to the uniformity of their failures 
and disappointments. Like mules, they plant 
their feet in the ground, and can neither be Jed 
nor driven. Once overreached and pursued by 
misfortune, they plunge deeper and deeper into 
difficulty; they will multiply their desperate ad- 
ventures. from some ten, twenty, to an hundred 
fold. It isa most desperate gambling policy they 
pursue, a policy which can alone be likened unto 
gambling, where the unfortunate adventurer dou- 
bles and redoubles his risk, upon the plan of shoct- 
ing another arrow in the same direction to bring 
back that which is lost. 

The gentleman from Tennessee has said much 
of British influence, in connexion with his doc- 
trine of moral treason. Before he takes the mote 
from our eye, let him pluck the beam from his 
own. Let him judge not, lest he be judged. But, 
among the leading prominent causes of this war, 
that of particular foreign predilections and par- 
tialities; that of French influence, is never ad- 
verted to, but an instant ferment, a flame is blown 
up in this House, threatening to devour all ob- 
noxious to its fury. Why, truly, sir, said Mr. 
H.. the wonder with me is, that any doubt or 
delicacy should be felt upon that subject. It 
is matter of historical record, the annals of 
all time show it, from the days of the Cæsars 
down to those of your Napoleons, that all nations, 
a concomelantibus, ex visceribus ret, have had 
their foreign partialities, their favorites, their al- 
lies. I know not that human nature has under- 
gone any such changes as to forbid or refute the 
supposition of a particular foreign leaning in 
the councils of our country, for nothing is more 
natural or easier accounted for. Is not human 
nature the same in this hemisphere, that it is in 
Europe? and does not the gentleman know that 
Holland had her Schimmelpenninck, Austria her 
Cobentzel, Sweden her old doting treacherous 
Duke of Sudermania, and Spain her Prince of 
Peace? At different periods, every nation of 
Europe, even England once during the Stuart 
dynasty, has avowed, has not pretended to deny 
or conceal, an attachment and subserviency to 
France. And yet, sir, there can be no question, 
had any one presumed to suspect Godoy on the 
very day he sold his country, and the wages of 
treason were paid, his head would have been the 
forfeit for such suspicion, if within the traitor’s 
reach. So sure is it that tyrants and wicked men, 
that the guilty, are always most cruel, most im- 
placable, most relentless and sanguinary. ‘They 
seek to cover their crimes by the effect of terror, 
rage, and blood. No nation felt this French in- 
mund Burke. I know, said Mr. H., a deaf ear | fluence, or more candidly avowed it in her acts, 
will not only be turned to this advice, but it] than immortal Russia. Some of her best citi- 
may be met with sneers and ridicule. I know ' zens remained almost to the last under this fatal, 


and its being promulged at all, there was cause 
to suspect that the French Government knew 
the period, or thereabouts, when war would be 
declared. Certainly, it being the avowed object 
of France to involve us in a war with England, 
after so long denying us justice, and neglecting 
to repeal her decrees, she would do nothing that 
would be the means of accommodating our dis- 
putes with England. Upon the whole, she had 
pretty precise data furnished her to regulate her 
measures by. For instance, the emhargo of April 
Ist, 1812, was laid for ninety days, and was de- 
elared to be the prelude of war. From the Ist 
of April to the 10th May, allowed ample time 
for the intelligence to be carried to France, and 
from the 10th May, the date of Bassano’s com- 
municating the repealing decree to Mr. Barlow, 
to the 18th June, there was more than time 
enough, with the prevailing winds at that season, 
to bring the repealing decree to this country. 
Now it-never has been satisfactorily explained 
why the war was declared before the ninety days, 
the limitation of the embargo, had expired. If 
the repealing decree came to hand in time to 
prevent the war, this accounts for the haste, be- 
cause the Wasp had been despatched from France 
to England, and it was reasonable to expect, and 
it was expected, that a corresponding repeal 
would take place in England, and arrive here 
before the expiration of the embargo, and thus 
would this war have been averted. But no, the 
measure was precipitated, when a few weeks, at 
all events, would have brought us the repeal of 
the Orders in Council. Timealone can develope 
these things, though accident may give us earlier 
information, and exhibit the whole transaction, 
mysterious as it now is, to the world. 

Under all circumstances, Mr. H. wondered how 
the people were carried along by the party in 
power, who always contrived to drown the voice 
of reason, and to bear down their adversaries by 
clamor. His wonder somewhat ceased, when he 
heard that the people, in the section of the eounry 
from which came the gentleman who last ad- 
dressed the House yesterday, never heard, until 
‘the last Spring, that there had been any such 
thing as Orders in Council. Such a mass of ig- 
norance could be led by the nose anywhere, or 
moulded into any shape that their leaders pleased. 

Mr. H. would return once more to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, (Mr. Grunpy,) whom he 
was not yet willing to leave. 

He observed it was a remark made by one of 
the greatest, best, and mostconsistent statesmen of 
this or any other age, that “if any one criterion 
‘more than all the rest, distinguished a wise and 
‘prudent Government, from an Administration 
‘ weak and improvident, it was this, well to know 
‘ when and in what manner tosurrender that which 
‘it was impossible to keep.” Let this maxim be 
regarded in the present case. It applies to indi- 
viduals as well as Governments, and they may find 
their account in respecting the experience of Ed- 
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unvatural delusion. But she saw her error ere it 
was too late. She saw the abyss yawning before 
her, and perceived there was no salvation but by | 
breaking up her French connexious. And the 
grateful acknowledgments of the good and wise 
of every clime have. ascended to the Throne of 
Grace for her sudden and miraculous deliverance ; 
that she has emancipated Europe, and rescued 
these States from the awful calamities impend- 
ing over them from the grave dug for their inde- 
pendence. It is a reflection at which we may 
well weep, while the poor Cossack of the Don, 
on the borders of the “frightful climate,” was 
pouring out his life’s blood in the cause of hu- 
manity, American blood was streaming on the 
frontiers of Canada. While Napoleon was car- 
rying on “a contest for the Government in Spain,” 
our restrictive energies were withholding from 
the betrayed patriots our surplus produce. 

(Mr. H., being completely exhausted, abruptly 
concluded, finishing his course of argument. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY rose, and addressed the Chair 
as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, I have risen to givea concise view 
of the reasons which have determined me to 
vote against the resolutions under consideration. 
Whenever Iam made to believe, that informa- 
tion sought for by gentlemen, is necessary in 
order to form a correct opinion as to the course 
to be pursued in respect to any matter proper to 
be acted on by this House, I will heartily join in 
calling for it; and on the present occasion, if I 
could be convinced that the information sought 
for would prove that the war against Great Brit- 
ain was unjust, that we are seeking to wrest from 
her something to which by the principles of na- 
tional law she is justly entitled, I would join in 
the call, and would take such measures as would 
show that we now abandoned our pretensions and 
desired peace. But, sir, I cannot take this view 
of the subject. i 

I have reflected on these resolutions with a view 
of discovering whether the information sought 
for could form the basis of any useful act on the 
part of this House, ọr of this Government, and 
the conclusion of my mind is that it would not; 
Iam therefore resolved to oppose them. I take 
the object of the mover to have been either to 
procure the information to serve as the basis of 
some act of this House in relation to some of our 
functionaries, the Government or Emperor of 
France, or the present war with England. Let 
us then examine them in reference to the first of 
these objects: if itis intended merely to afford 
the ground of censure and invective against some 
one or more of our functionaries, it can produce 
no good effect, no public benefit could he expected 
to result; besides, there would be a species of un- 
fairness in the course, as the facts and arguments 
in defence, on the part of the accused, could not 
be fully developed. If any misconduct sufficient 
to ground an impeachment has been transacted, 
let gentlemen make the charge and proceed by 
way of impeachment, the subject will then be 
fully investigated, the accused can be heard. 

Let us examine the subject with reference to 
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the Government of France, and I believe it will 
be seen that no probable good can result. If it 
is merely to afford the foundation of philippies 
against the Emperor of France, E object to it, be- 
cause I would view it as a waste of time, without 
so much as the consolation of believing that 
anything we could say would produce a sin- 
gle instant of disagreeable feeling ; and certainly 
it cannot be intended to pave the way for a dec- 
laration of war against that nation, when we have 
a negotiation pending, to finish, which we have 
but recently sent a Minister. 

Let us next examine the information sought 
for with a view to see whether the justice of the 
present war is dependent upon it: I hold that it is 
in no point of view dependent upon the withhold- 
ing of timely information of the repeal of the Ber- 
lin and Milan decrees. This will lead me to 
take a short retrospect of the conduct of Great 
Britain and France about the time of the date of 
the Orders in Council, and the Berlin and Milan 
decrees, for the purpose of showing the true char- 
acter of the difference between those nations and 
this; in doing which, it will not be necessary to 
ascertain which first aggressed upon our rights, 
or from which we received the greatest quantum 
of injury ; it will be enough that each has given 
us just cause of war. It will be ala A that 
France and Great Britain, after having carried 
on the present war several years previous to the 
year 1806-7, with all the rancor which the hu- 
man mind is susceptible of—each struggling for 
the destruction of the other—found their efforts 
unavailing by the ordinary course of warfare. 
France, inflated with and wielding a power on 
the Continent rarely witnessed, had been unable 
to conquer Great Britain by the direct operations 
of war : Great Brtiain, powerful on the ocean be- 
yond all example, had been unable to bring France 
to terms by the ordinary course of war upon her 
ships, colonies, and commerce. In this state of 
things, they seem to have determined respectively 
that everything should yield to their views of mu- 
tual destruction and self-aggrandizement; that 
those principles of natural reason, which ought 
to govern all nations, and which, under the name 
of national law, had been acknowledged by all 
civilized nations, should be no longer regarded: 
they commenced a system of depredation, of 
plundering of the commerce of all peaceful na- 
tions, each alleging that the course taken was 
founded in just retaliation, Under this state of 
things, what was the American Government bound 
todo? I answer, that at most, barely to demand 
reparation from both; and upon refusal, she might 
rightfully declare war against one or both, ac- 
cording to our view of political expediency. We 
were under no moral obligation to procure a re- 
peal of the Berlin or Milan decrees, as a condi- 
tion precedent to our having a just cause of war 
against Great Britain for captures under her Or- 
ders in Council; neither were we bound to pro- 
cure a repeal of the Orders in Council as a con- 
dition precedent to a just war against France for 
captures under the Berlin and Milan decrees. 
Each had violated our perfect rights, and we had a 
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war against France or Great Britain, without 
procuring a repeal of the Orders in Council, or 
Berlin and Milan decrees. 

The American Government it will be recol- 
lected endeavored to procure justice, to procure the 
repeal of these lawless interdictions of neutral 


commerce by negotiation, and failed. [t was then 
deemed expedicnt to adopt some counter restric- 
tion, with the view and with the hope that it 
would dispose one or both of the belligerents 
to act justly. It was highly important to succeed 
in obtaining justice from even one, as that would 
. have left us to contend single-handed against the 
other. With this view we resorted to embargo, 
non-intercourse, and non-importation laws, con- 
nected with negotiation. We were bandied about 
from Paris to Washington, and from Washing- 
ton to London, to no purpose but to prove the 
erfidy of the belligerents, for several years. Here, 
et me ask, whether we are bound perpetually to 
ursue this course? I think most certainly not. 
We had a perfect right to cease to endeavor to 
procure the repeal of either of the belligerent re- 
strictions, and assert our right to the peaceful 
navigation of the ocean: We did so, and war 
was declared against Great Britain. I think it 
but a fair conclusion, from what I have advan- 
ced, that the war was just at the time of declaring 
it, as it stood connected withthe Orders in Council. 
But a view of the war as connected with other 
causes will go to establish still more firmly the 
conclusion, and strengthen the arguments before 
advanced. À 
We were entitled to compensation for spoliations 
upon our commerce; and a renunciation on the 
part of Great Britain of the doctrine of her right 
to impress seamen from on board American ships; 
and an abandonment of the practice. As I have 
heard no person contend that there were not 
causes for war, according to the principles of na- 
tional law, it will be unnecessary to stop to prove 
them so; it will only be proper to remark some- 
what on their nature. With respect to the first, 
I will barely remark, that one of the strongest 
possible guarantees against the repetition of na- 
tional injuries, is the exacting complete repara- 
tion for past wrongs. With respect to the second, 
it isin every point of view important: the very 
end of the institution of Government is violated 
in respect to our seafaring men, if we neglect or 
tefuse to protect them to the utmost of our pow- 
er. A second argument is drawn from the very 
injurious effect the practice would have upon our 
commerce ; it would be in the power of the Rrit- 
ish Government in this way to supplant us in 
every market. A third argument to show its im- 
portance, is drawn from the inestimable value of 
personal liberty. A fourth reason for making a 
firm stand in opposition to it, is, that it is of a per- 
manent nature; itis not one of those rights which 


Further, sir, I am opposed to these resolutions, 
because they seem to imply that we had no cause 
of war except for spoliations under the Orders in 
Council, or, that we were willing to abandon the 
other causes. If these resolutions pass, it might 
be inferred, and would, I have no doubt, by our 
enemy, that we now thought we had not suffi- 
cient cause of war, without resorting to injuries 
under the Orders in Council; that we now re- 
pented the course we have taken, Iam opposed 
to such policy; nothing can be gained by it, and 
much may be lost. We have taken a course, it 
is not unjust, and interest and honor requires we 
should pursue it firmly, and if possible bring it to 
a successful end. 

Again, sir, 1 am opposed to these resolutions, 
because I believe they are ill-timed, and may have 
an unhappy effect on our negotiations now pend- 
ing with Great Britain. It appears to me entire- 
ly probable, that if the British Ministry are in- 
formed of our being about to review the causes 
which have been alleged for the war, that she will 
be indisposed to concede anything until she knows 
the result; this may produce delay, and defeat 
the negotiation entirely. We ought not to ex- 
pect reparation, if we but seem to doubt our 
claim. 

It is contended on the part of those that support 
the resolutions, that the British Government were 
not notified of the repeal of the Berlin and Milan 
decrees in proper time; and that the war would 
have been prevented by a timely notice of the re- 
peal, by producing the repeal of the Orders in 
Council. It is impossible to know certainly that 
a repeal of the Orders in Council would not 
have preceded our declaration of war, if the re- 
peal had been promptly communicated ; but, to 
my mind, there seems to be little ground for the 
inference, that they certainly would have been re- 
pealed, taking into view the terms of the repeal 
of the Berlin and Milan decrees, or rather the 
modification, and the kind of repeal which was 
required by the British Government. Mr. Fos- 
ter, the British Minister, in his letter to Mr. Mon- 
roe, our Secretary of State, dated July 3d, 1811, 
says “ That, whenever France should have effect- 
‘ually repealed her Berlinand Milan decrees, and: 
‘should have restored neutral commerce to the 
‘condition in which it stood previously to the 
‘ promulgation of those decrees, we should imme- 
‘diately repeal our Orders in Council.” This. 
is the language of the authorized agent of the 
British Government; and, from this declaration, 
we were required not only to procure from France 
such a modification as would restore our own com- 
merce as a neutral to its wonted footing, but a 
complete repeal, restoring the commerce of all 
neutral nations to the footing upon which it rest- 
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ed before the issuing of the Berlin and Milan de- | and interest to have abandoned the ground which 
crees. The repeal or rather modification of the | it had taken, and ably maintained by argument, 
Berlin and Milan decrees of the 28th of April, | in relation to this point. But I conceive there is 
1811, only respected American commerce, leaving |a very satisfactory reason, why the American 
the commerce of all other neutrals to their oper- | Government did not continually press this point: 
ation. Hence it is evident, that the Orders in | this was a matter in which Britain stood alone; 
Council could not be expected to be repealed upon | it did not depend upon the war; it was import- 
the production of an instrument merely modify- | ant to adjust with one of the warring Powers the 
ing those decrees to favor the Americans: and | differences connected with the war, with a view 
this would seem at least a tolerable apology for | to placing one of them more directly and exclu- 
not giving the British Government early infor- | sively in the wrong. This I take to be the true 
mation of the existence of such instrument. It|reason why the point of impressment was not so 
was not such a writing as they required. And, | constantly pressed, and not that our Government, 
by the way, I think their requisition so insulting | viewed it as inconsiderable in its nature. 
and so unreasonable, that no further attempt If my view of the effects of these resolutions be 
ought to have been made; it was not enough that | correct, they ought not to pass, because the infor- 
we would obtain from France a partial repeal or | mation sought for, be it what it may, cannot form 
modification so as to secure our rights, but we | the basis of any useful public act; and because 
were required to engage in the very chivalrous | the passage would seem to imply that we have 
business of being the advocate and champion of | no cause of war against Great Britain but what 
all neutral nations, in order to procure the exer- | was connected with the Orders in Council; and 
cise of our rights. ' because their passage would be ill-timed, and may 

But, sir, I do not believe the repeal of the Ber- | injuriously affect our present attempt to negotiate 
lin and Milan decrees was the true cause of the | with Britain. 
rescinding the Orders in Council. The Prince} Mr. Terrarr expressed his regret at the range 
Regent, in the instrument repealing the Orders | that this question had taken, though an appre- 
in Council, expresses his pinion that the French | hension of the reality had been excited by the in- 
repealing decree was not such as had been re- | troduction of the resolutions before the House. 
quired; from which, believing as I do, that he | He arose not to follow the example of gentlemen, 
was not disposed to yield to the United States or | but to exhibit it in a point of view in which, to 
any other nation anything through mere courte- | his surprise, it had not yet been presented. Sir, 
sy, I infer that some other reason or cause induced | the question of the policy, the justice, or necessity 
the repea!. More than a month elapsed between | of a declaration of war is not the one now before 
the notification of the repeal of the Berlin and | the nation—it is idle to spend time in debating 
Milan decrees, before the Orders in Council were | it—the special and important objects of this ses- 
repealed. Another reason to show it improbable | sion will not sanction the discussion of it. It has 
that the one was really the cause of the other: | not only been discussed in its proper place, but 
Tt will be recollected, that great complaints ex- | was renewed at the last session, and the causes 
isted in the great manufacturing towns of Great ; most ably developed. May I be excused, sir, in 
Britain on account of the operation of the Orders | expressing an apprehension that the consciousness 
in Council; thata lengthy investigation was had ; of defeat at that time has induced the opposition 
in the House of Commons to ascertain their ef- : to renew their charge at this session, goaded on 
fects upon their own commerce and manufactures. | as they are by recent mortification, and cheered 
Now, sir, 1 believe that the result of this inquiry | by the enchantments of existing hope. But, sir, 
was, that their own restrictions were recoiling | is there no termination to a question of this sort ? 
upon themselves; that their own manufactures, | Is every effort of the Government in prosecuting 
one of the main pillars of their opulence and pow- | the war to be clogged by details of the causes 
er, was about to be sapped, and the nation vitally | which produced it? What, Mr. Speaker, is the 
injured; and this I believe was the real cause of | acknowledged definition of war? It is the com- 
the repeal of the Orders in Council. The modi- ' bined energies of one nation brought forcibly into 
fication of the Berlin and Milan decrees happily action against the united exertions of another, 
presented an apology, and rescued them from the | legitimately authorized by either. Who, sir, 
open shame of being obliged to abandon their i under our Constitution, is authorized to declare 
own measures without a plausible reason. iwar? Not, as in England, a capricious or ambi- 
It has been contended by some of those who | tious monarch; but the Congress of the United 
support these resolutions, that. if the Orders in ; States—a body taken from the people, and liable 
Council had heen repealed, we would not have {again to return among them—emphatically, sir, 
gone to war on account of the doctrine and prac- | the people themselves. Surely, then, when the 
tice of impressment ; and they infer this from our | nation is legitimately declared to be in a state of 
Government failing to press the subject of im- : war, when, in the language of the definition, the 
pressment for some time in the course of the last | people are called upon to unite in resisting foreign 
attempts at adjustment by negotiation. To this | dominion—when the enemy is knocking at your 
I answer, that it is impossible to know what | very doors, it is the duty not only of the minor 
- course our Government would have taken; but | officers of this country to stand forth in its cause, 
it is very clear to me, that this nation would have | but it is more imperiously the duty of every 
shown an astonishing indifference to its honor | branch of that power which had declared it to 
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prosecute it with vigor, to the intent that an hon- 
orable and permanent peace may be secured. 
The declaration of war, when legitimately made, 
is like every other truth demonstrated to the 
human mind, which is ever after received as an 
undeniable proposition, whence to deduce other 
consequences, until refuted by additional devel- 
opements of the same faculty which established 
it. But the same authority under our Constitu- 
tion which declared the war is not adequate toa 
restoration of peace. Hence, the want of com- 
plete analogy; hence, when the Congress have 
declared the nation in a state of war, its judg- 
ment is final as to itself—to prosecute it is within 
its competency; but legislation for a peace is by 
this act transferred to the treaty-making power. 
But, sir, further, this is defensive war; for that 
nation which has committed the first aggression 
upon some primary or essential right of another, 
has commenced the act of war, and that other 
which reacts under a declaration, whether by 
retaliation or otherwise, is on the defensive. Yes, 
sir, such a nation is on the defensive, even though 
an attack upon the enemy in his own quarters 
be, made, in order to secure you from future harm. 
And will gentlemen pretend to say that Great 
Britain has not committed glaring outrages upon 
the primary and essential rights of this nation ; 
that she has not levelled a deadly blow at its 
very independence? That she has not essayed 
to bring us back to a state of colonization? Was 
not the requisition to pass all of our vessels 
through her ports, there to pay a tax or duty, in 
the form of license, such an outrage? Was not 
the extensive blockade of the ports of Europe, 
without an adequate force, under which our ves- 
sels were rifled, such a violation of the funda- 
mental principles of national law as to justify 
this nation in resistance? Was not, I ask, sir, 
the horrid usurpation of impressing American 
seamen, of consigning them to the most cruel of 
bondage, that under which they might be com- 
pelled to serve as instruments in heaping insult 
and injury upon their own nation, upon their 
countrymen, their brethren, an encroachment of 
the most daring kind—a violation of a primary 
and essential right of this nation, such as called 
for manly reaction on our part? 

Gentlemen, in the course of debate, have re- 
vived the insulting, and I had hoped obsolete 
charge of French influence. It is not, sir, in my 
nature to enter a defence, which would be as de- 
grading to me, as derogatory to the Chief Magis- 
trate of this nation, whose enlightened and liber- 
alized mind early rose superior to that unhallowed 
selfishness of soul whigh grasps at the trappings of 
aristocracy, aud with conscious littleness shrinks 
from the sacred principles of Republicanism, be- 
eause jt affords no artificial props to ephemeral 
greatness. The private as well as publie virtues 
of this man so effectually shield him from the 
shafts of unjust insinuations as to need no vindi- 
cation. I speak, sir, with freedom, because I am 


ceptible of such an influence, in like manner is 
my abhorrence of such a charge made upon any 
other than the most irresistible evidence. 

Sir, the gentlemen who repeat this charge 
should recur to the source whence so degrading 
an imputation first emanated. He who first pro- 
claimed the existence of French influence in this 
country was proven an abhorred and cruel traitor. 
Yes, sir, the first tongue which dared to utter 
such an insinuation was that of the ever accursed 
Arnold—let gentlemen then pause, and weigh 
well the motive of sucha charge. But let me 
not, hence, be supposed to accuse every one who 
repeats it of nurturing the same execrable spirit— 

| no, sir, I dare not wrong myself by uttering so 

i unwarranted an accusation against honorable 
members; yet I would expect of gentlemen to 
refer to those sentiments of honor which are their 
boast before they repeat so foul a charge derived 
from so infamous a source. 

Mr. Speaker, much time has been wasted in 
reviewing the insults and injuries inflicted upon 
this nation by the Government of France— 
wasted, I say, because it is not accompanied by 
any proposition, on the part of those who have 
done so, to resist them by a declaration of war— 
wasted, sir, because they aim at no practical re- 
sult. All that I have to answer is simply this : 
both Great Britain and France have committed 

| outrages upon this nation sufficient to justify on 
‘our part the most determined war, and conse- 
| quently whichever of them had been selected 
would have presented to my mind ample and 
sufficient causes for its vigorous prosecution. 
Upon my entrance into this body, I find the na- 
tion involved in a war forced upon it by the in- 
| justice of the enemy ; and because another Gov- 
ernment has been hardly less iniquitous, I see no 
reason for abandoning the attitude which a prior 
Congress had assumed, even though it were ad- 
mitted that this body as such had a right to do 
so, the contrary of which I have endeavored to 
prove. As a general principle, it is certainly 
true, that where the genuine interest of the coun- 
try has been compromitted by its Adminisrta- 
tion, it becomes the duty of every good citizen 
| to hold it up to the view of the people in its real 
| character, that no future confidence may be re- 
| posed in it. But it is equally true, that where 
' the Government has been „driven to its final re- 
‘sort by the aggressions of a powerful enemy, it 
| then becomes the duty of every good citizen to 
hesitate before he attempts to expose those mat- 
ters to the world, properly within the Executive 
| discretion; for the same medium which would 
‘convey to the people the errors of its agents at 
j this time, would also expose to the enemy the 
| weakness of the Government, and its inadequacy 
; to support the cause in which it is engaged. 
j And, sir, I am emboldened to say, that in rela- 
: tion to the question before us, there can be no 
discrimination between the Administration and 
| the country ; on the contrary, there is a complete 


conscious that those who know me will not be- | identity. An individual, at this crisis, attempt- 


lieve me capable of flattery. 


As Ishould despise | ing to unfold the matters connected with the ne- 


more than | can express the Administration sus- | gotiations between this country and the two 
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great belligerents of Europe, before.our declara- 
tion of war, should recollect he is doing more 
than exposing the weakness of their agents to 
the people, the rightful sovereigns of the nation ; 
he is exposing the defects of his own Govern- 
ment to the enemy; instead of closing, he is 
widening the breach; instead of strengthening 
the arm of his country, he is weakening its en- 
ergies. But these gentlemen profess to be the 
friends of peace. If sowing seeds from which 
inevitably spring dissensions, evinces a love of 
peace; if debilitating their own Government, 
and thereby encouraging the enemy, mark the 
character of a pacific disposition ; finally, if local 
predilections countenancing sentiments tending 
to disunion, are peculiar to the mau of peace, I 
shall not envy the title. But, sir, from the gen- 
erality of my positions, two presumptions might 
possibly be assumed by some as necessary conse- 
quences: either that I would limit the freedom 
of the press in seasons of danger; or that a con- 
sciousness of something wrong in the Cabinet, 
as it is called, would induce me to screen it from 
investigation. Let me be understood to have 
advanced a principle intended to have a moral, 
not a coercive operation. No member of this 
House would be found more unwilling to restrain 
the freedom of the press; I would permit its 
widest latitude, except where its object was un- 
deniably to aid the enemy ; I would not forcibly 
restrain its most unrestrained licentiousness when 
applying its scourges to public agents ; after trav- 
elling through the whole circle of licentiousness, 
I would let it stand self-convicted and self-con- 
verted. Further, I fear not the test of these res- 
olutions; I feel perfectly assured that the answer 
of the Executive will be such as to enhance its 
character; and if the resolutions were in them- 
selves proper, and the answer could be confined 
to the people of this country, I should be found 
among their warmest advocates. 

1 am now, Mr. Speaker, brought to the special 
reasons which will induce my negative to these 
resolutions. It has been admitted by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, (Mr. SHEFFey,) or the mover 
of these resolutions, (Mr. WEBSTER,) I cannot 
distinctly recollect which, and if Í err in the 
reference, I assert the fact myself, that the reso- 
lution introduced at the close of the last session, 
and answered by the President, embraced all the 
matter in general terms, contained in those now 
before the House, so far as is consistent with the 
relative characters of the Executive and Legis- 
lative branches. It was in these words: 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to be caused to be Jaid before this House 
the French decree purporting to be a repeal of the 
Berlin and Milan decrees, referred to in his Message 
of the 4th of November last, together with such in- 
formation as he may possess concerning the time and 
manner of promulgating the same; and also any cor- 
respondence or information touching the relations of 
the United States with France, in the office of the 
Department of State, not heretofore communicated, 
which, in the opinion of the President, it is not in- 
compatible with the public interest to communicate.” 


a 


This House, then, sir, had made a special call 
upon the Executive as to the time and manner 
of the promulgation of this decree; they made 
a general call as to all correspondences and other 
information touching the relations between this 
Government and that of France, with the usual ` 
exception of such matters as the public interest 
forbade him to communicate. This resolution 
having been answered by the President, enclo- 
sing the documents desired, what, I ask, sir, was 
the fair and reasonable presumption? Certainly 
that the President had done his duty; that he 
had communicated all the information in the 
Department of State not within the express res- 
ervation or exception contained in the resolution 
itself; and this belief, no doubt, upon the receipt 
of the President’s answer, existed in every mind, 
until the assertion of the Duke of Bassano, not 
repeated in his note to Mr. Barlow, destroyed in 
some minds this fair presumption. This pre- 
sumption, which in the discussion of a contested 
election the day before yesterday, was urged 
with so much pertinacity and success by the gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House, the advo- 
cates of these resolutions seem now to have 
abandoned or forgotten. A sheriff in that in- 
stance had been required by the law to adminis- 
ter an oath to the clerks of election, but no cer- 
tificate of such oath appearing on the returns, 
the petitioning member avers that it was not ad- 
ministered; but, sir, such regard lad the gentle- 
man for the reputation of this officer, that this 
presumption was sufficient to repel the assertion 
of a respectable individual, formerly a member 
of this House, and at that time petitioning to be 
admitted in lieu of the sitting member. This 
presumption in favor of the officer, I believed 
with them to be founded in sound principle, and 
its influence was visible on the vote of this 
House—a principle whose influence cherishes, 
not only the character of the honest officer of 
the Government, but pervades every class of the 
community—for every man is presumed innocent 
until proven to be guilty. But, forsooth, this 
principle in every other situation so sacred, when 
applied to the Chief Magistrate of the United 
States, is rejected—to him it furnishes no pro- 
tection. A being whose character has been por- 
trayed with a pencil dipped in acrimony ; a being 
whom the opposition have described as the mere 
creature of Bonaparte, the prime agent of the 
Gestroyet of Europe, is to absolve, by a mere 
ipse dixit, this fair and most reasonable pre- 
sumption. Upon the declaration of such an in- 
dividual in the conversation with our Minister, 
that the decree had been communicated to the 
predecessor of Mr. Barlow, the presumption that 
the President had done his duty, had communi- 
cated everything relative to its promulgation 
which the interest of the country did not forbid, 
suddenly vanishes—an effect which the assertion 
of the most respectable freeman of his country 
would not produce under like circumstances, if 
uttered against the most insignificant officer of 
ihe Government. This enchantment, indeed, 
looks like French influence; and, sir, we have 
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strong reason to apprehend that the morality of | 
this new standard of veracity—this same Duke 
of Bassano—will supersede the doctrines of that 


the Executive last session on this subject, and 
the result of that call—to some gentlemen who 
have just taken their seats in the House for the 


good pious soul the Prince Regent, the bulwark | first time, the resolutions under consideration may 
of our religion. i appear unnecessarily definite and inquisitorial. 
- But to be serious, sir, I am one prepared to | They might well imagine, that a general resolu- 
give the preference to the implied assertion of] tion, in ordinary form, would bring forth all the 
the President, that other information was not in | information now desired. The reasonableness of 


the Department of State, or if there, the public | 
interest, in his estimation, forbade its communi- | 
cation. Sir, though I have no apprehension but | 
that the President will be able to return an an- 
swer to these resolutions, honorable to the Gov- 
ernment, permit me to close with a single illus- 
tration of the principle with which I commenced. 
When the great navigator Columbus conceived 
the existence of a new world, much opposition 
naturally arose to the enterprise—it appearing to 
many too visionary and replete with difficulties. 
Such opposition, under such impressions, was 
certainly justifiable. The mariners who after- 
wards associated themselves with him would in- 
dubitably have been justified in refusing to em- 
bark; but after the voyage was commenced, 
when within a few day’s sail of land, who is not 
filled with emotion upon recurring to the mur- 
murs and violence threatened? Who does not 
rejoice in the compromise which was rewarded 
by a new world ; else what had been the unborn 
greatness of this Congress itself? Sir, I instance į 
this merely to show that an opposition may at! 
one period be justifiable and not at another— 
prior to its declaration was the time to have op- 
posed the war. 

Mr. Pearson addressed the Chair as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: I rise to address you under cir- | 
cumstances not the most favorable to myself; 
nor can I indulge the expectation of obtaining 
the patient attention of the IIouse at this late 
hour of the day, and after a discussion, on the 
part of some gentlemen at least, so able and so 
interesting. But, sir, impelled by a sense of pos- 
itive duty to myself, and to those good men who} 
have placed me here as their representative, I can- | 
not for a moment hesitate to forego all consider- ; 
ations of personal convenience, to do that which , 
every gentleman of the minority, in the habit of | 
speaking, ought to do, protest against the abom- 
inable, ihe slavish doctrine advanced, and repel 
the charges and insinuations made by the mem- 
ber from Tennessee, (Mr. Grunpy.) It is not, } 
however, my purpose solely to notice the remarks | 
of the member from Tennessee ; nor shall I pur- 


this opinion proves, incontestably, the propriety 
and necessity of the course now proposed. A 
general call, such as that proposed by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, was made near the close of 
the last session of Congress. The terms of that 
resolution were sufficiently broad and compre- 
hensive to authorize the expectation, that the in- 
formation sought for would be obtained. What 
was the fact? In the night, and at the last hour 
of the session, a confidential Message was receiv- 
ed from the President containing those garbled ex- 
tracts which have excited so much suspicion and 
indignation, which evidently left a tale behind, 
which it is our purpose and our duty to unfold. 
It is a fact also, not unworthy of remembrance, 
that in reply to a call of the Senate on this same 
subject, the like extracts were given under the 
injunction of secrecy. Is itnot a theme for curi- 
ous speculation, to know what high and weighty 
considerations of State rendered necessary a 
pledge of secrecy on the part of both branches 
of the Legislature, as the condition on which 
those precious extracts should be made known to 
them ; and what sudden change of policy should 
have absolved the members of this House from 


‘the pledge of secrecy, which for several weeks 


had been imposed on the Senate? What was the 
real motive for keeping those papers from the 
public eye is to me unknown ; and [ trust, other 
considerations, than the mere convenience of the 
galleries, authorized their publie disclosure. 

Mr. Speaker: In a Government like this, 
where not only freedom, but publicity of debate 
is guarantied by the charter of our rights; 
where the peuple have the right to know, not 
only what is done, but how and by whom, all 
transactions enveloped in mystery, or clothed 
with secrecy, naturally excite suspicion, and not 
unfrequently alarm. This will continue in- 
separable from our.nature, whilst a vestige of 
liberty remains. It is that characteristic of free- 
men which distinguishes them from the slaves 
and sycophants of power. Here let me tell gen- 
tlemen, whatever may be their opinions, however 
honest and unbounded may be their confidence, 


sue other gentlemen through all their windings/ there does exist no slight impression among 
and turnings, in the wild, wide range they have | many of our best and wisest men, that all is not 
taken in this debate. The proposition before us, : right in the relations of this country with the 
demands some attention. It is plain, simple, and | Government of France—that “ something is rot- 
distinct; it is an inquiry for “the truth, the | ten in the state of Denmark.” Whether this im- 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth,” in rela- | pression be well or illy founded, is not for me to 
tion to a subject deemed vitally interesting to us i say ; but when we reflect, that amid this massy 
as a people—involving the reputation of our Ad- ; pile of documents, with which your tables are 
ministration and its agents, or that being and his | breaking and your shclves are groaning, so few 
agents, who tells us he loves us, and we are! pages arc to be found in relation to our compli- 
doomed to call our ally. To gentlemen situated | cated concerns with France, scarcely one entire 
as the honorable member from Kentucky, (Mr. | letter to be seen, and no where to be heard a 
McKezs,) who was ignorant of the call made on | bold, dignified and spirited tone of remonstrance 
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age, 
importance many gentlemen of this House can 
bear testimony, particularly the honorable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. PICKERING,) 
who but lately, whilst a member of the Sen- 
ate, underwent a sort of ordeal for having im- 
piously, or inadvertently, brought to the light 
one of those hidden offsprings of French intrigue, 
still too tender for exposure. When all these 
things crowd upon our recollection, and when it 
is evident, as has been shown by my honorable 
friend from Maryland, (Mr. Hanson,) from the 
written testimony of your late Secretary of State, 
(a man then high in your confidence,) and for a 
supposed insinuation against his veracity, the 
nation was nearly set into a flame, and the of- 
fender, a man in the character of a messenger of 
peace, banished like a culprit from our land ; 
that the Executive of these United States did, 
after the arrival of the French Minister Serrurier, 
in the month of February, 1811, refuse to permit 
necessary and proper inquiries to be made of him, 
in relation to the pretended repeal of the decrees 
of Berlin and Milan, awd did permit the unfor- 
tunate law of 2d March, 1811, to be passed, (con- 
firming the erroneous and fatal proclamation, of 
the 24 November, 1810,) under the false supposi- 
tion that the French decrees had been repealed, 
when almost every man doubted, and many of the 
most intelligent denicd the fact, without allowing 
those inquiries to be made, which would have 
elicited the truth, dispelled our doubts, and saved 
the nation from the gulf into which it has fallen. 
With these and many other facts and circum- 
stances (some of which perhaps I may have oc- 
casion to notice in the course of my remarks) 
fresh in the recollection of a free, a jealous, and 
enlightened people, is it, ought it to be a matter 
of surprise even with the most confident believers 
in Executive purity and infallibility, that such 
suspicions, such impressions as I have stated, do 
exist? No, sir, the wonder is, they are not uni- 
versal. I hesitate not to say, I never have con- 
sidered the communications from the present and 
late Executive, on the subject of French affairs, 
sufficiently full, free, and entire—they have in 
general been characterized by a tameness of ex- 
pression, easily mistaken for the language of 
apology. Indeed, our late Minister in France, 
(Barlow,) from his own showing, disdained not 
to become the apologist of France for acts of the 
most flagrant and wanton injustice, which the 
agents of that nation did not deign to palliate or 
excuse. Witness what he said in justification of 
our trading under French license. Witness his 
excuse for the seizure and judgment of confisca- 
tion of the brig Belisarius and cargo, by the 
Council of Prizes, in January or February, 1812, 
because this vessel and cargo were liable to the 
decree of Milan, of the 17th December, 1807. 
Witness the reasons he urges for the promulga- 


tion of the paper in question, purporting to be a 
repeal of the decrees of Berlin and Milan, bearing 
date 28th April, 1811. He shrewdly conceived, 


after the appearance of the declaration of the 
Prince Regent of the 21st April, 1812, that a doc- 


ument might be exhibited, so carved and cut and 


antedated, as to satisfy the incredulous of his 


country, and still steer clear of producing a re- 
peal of the Orders in Council. He did not ask 
it for his own satisfaction, or that of his Govern- 
ment. No, he was perfectly satisfied that the 
Berlin and Milan decrees had ceased to be ap- 
plied to American vessels. And why 4—because 
America did not permit her flag to be denation- 
alized. In other words, because America had 
conformed to the principles of those decrees—she 
submitted to them, and claimed the benefit of ex- 
ception, expressed in the decrees themselves. 
Yes, sir, here is the only true reason why our ves- 
sels are or have at any time been exempted from 
the full effect and operation of those decrees. It 
is an admission supported, to my understanding 
by the most incontestable facts, that those decrees 
are not, and never have for a moment been re- 
pealed ; that no exemption from their rigid ope- 
ration, in our favor, was ever admitted till after 
the proclamation of the President was received. 
in France. Even that proclamation did not arrest 
the progress of seizures and captures ; it had the 
effect only of continuing our property in a state 
of sequestration, mortgaged as security for further 
resistance to Great Britain, which wasaccomplish- 
ed by the law of March, 1811; and not until the 
knowledge of that law in France, was there a 
single case of an American vessel captured since 
the 1st of November, 1810, that had been released, 
or even hadatrial. Strange, then, that gentle- 
men will still contend, as some have this day, 
that those decrees ceased to violate our neutral 
commerce on the Ist of November, 1810, and that 
there have been no cases of seizure, capture, and 
condemnation, under them, from that time to this. 
They might as well have said, there had been no 
burnings either. The truth is, there have been 
seizures, captures, and condemnations, almost 
uniformly during the whole period. I defy any 
gentleman to produce a single case where a deci- 
sion has been made by the Council of Prizes, the 
regular tribunal for pronouncing the law, exempt- 
ing American vessels from the operation of those 
decrees, On the contrary, there are cases of their 
express application—condemnations have been 
made of American vessels within the period al- 
luded to, by the Council of Prizes—among other 
reasons for having violated those very decrees. 
I can here instance the ship Julian, and Hercules, 
and others, which have been furnished from the 
Department of State. The fact is this, sir: since 
we have taken up the business of resistance in 
conformity to the dictates of the Berlin and Mi- 
lan decrees, the Emperor in his good pleasure, 
has, by his own special interposition, released 
many of our vessels which would have otherwise 
been cendemned, and thus our submission to, has 
been transformed into a repeal of his decrees. 
Bat, sir, why labor this subject, already worn 
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and decisively refused to be sent by the higher | lightened statesman and devoted patriot—all I 
authority. Well do I remember the history of | profess is a just respect for the constituted au- 
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thorities, obedience to Constitutional laws, love | voted against the war, what would have been your 
for my native country, and the character of an j language—how much more splendid your tri- 
honest man. It is perfectly immaterial to me | umph? Then would you have chanted with 
what is the object of those resolutions, or what | more melody, “Moral traitors! Friends to the 
use may be made of the information when ob- | fast-anchored isle !” 

tained; for me it is‘enough to know, that guilt] -Such was the nakedness of your preparations, 
of the most damning hue does exist, whether at | and the poverty of your finances, that I deemed 
the Palace, the Tuilleries, or among the sub- | any war, except a defeusive one against the en- 
agents, ought to be known, and the just vengeance | croachments of the savages on your frontier, as 
of an injured, indignant people, light on the guilty | little short of infatuation, of perfect madness, 


head. As one of the peuple, aud as the represent- | Under such auspices and such commanders Ï 
ative of thousands, I demand this information as | shrunk from involving my country in the horrors 
a right, as an act of justice. of such a contest. The issue, thus far, has but 


The member from Tennessee (Mr. Grunpy) | too fatally realized my fears, 

has, I presume, for the purpose of justifying the Mr. Speaker, the member from Tennessee, (Mre 
declaration of war against Great Britain, and les- | Grunpy,) in reply to opinions advanced by gen- 
sening the effect of our representations of French | tlemen on this side of the House, that the Orders 
enormities, reminded us of the result of a motion | in Council were the great leading cause of the 
made by a gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. | war, and a knowledge of their repeal would have 
McKeen.) to include France in the declaration of | prevented the declaration, has asked for the evi- 
war. This is not the first time that circumstance | dence on which those opinions are founded. Sir, 
has been alluded to, with an emphasis and an air | in the absence of those volumes of testimony, 
of triumph ill-becoming so poor a victory, and | which do exist,and are to be found in almost 
bad indeed must be that cause which boasts of | every page of the correspondence between the 
such success. Had I not been a member of this | two Governments, down to the very moment of 
House long enough to have learned not to be sur- | declaring the war, and without recurring to the 
prised at anything done or said here, my aston- | speeches of that gentleman and his friends during 
ishment would have been excited at the bare| the war session, sufficient evidence is furnished 
mention of the motion of the gentleman from | by the gentleman himself to his own question. 
Kentucky, by any member of the majority ac- | He says it is uncertain, no man can tell whether 
quainted with the result and the circumstances | war would have been declared if the Orders in 
under which it was made. Had not every mea- | Council had been repealed. What does this 
sure of that session, every syllable which fell| prove? That neither the gentleman himself, or 
from the lips of the majority, and every act of the | any other member of the Committee of Foreign 
Executive, pointed to Great Britain alone as the | Relations, deemed it of sufficient importance, or 
object of the war? Had we not been told, that | took the trouble to ascertain their own, or the sen- 
the return of France to a sense of justice de- | timents of others on the question of impressment, 
manded our resistance to Great Britain? Nay,| the sole alleged object for now continuing the 
were we not amused with the prospect of early | war. Can it be that the gentleman, in his zeal 
negotiation, and strict amity with that nation, | to ascertain who would vote for the war, did not 
down to the moment of plunging into this war, | stop to inquire why and wherefore they would 
and indeed ever since, as far as amusement was | thus involve their country? I cannot suppose the 
to be found in such prospects and such represen- | Committee of Forcign Relations thus negligent, 
tations? Had not the Message of the President, | or the other members who voted for the war so 
recommending an immediate declaration of war, | fatally bent on mischief. In addition to this, dec- 
been received, and were we not in Committee of į larations of gentlemen on this floor, and in pri- 
the Whole, with closed doors, on the declaration | vate conversation on this subject, render the con- 
of war itself, when the motion of the gentleman | clusion irresistible, that the war would not have 
from Kentucky was made? Who supposed that | been declared had the Orders in Council been re- 
motion bore a serious aspect, or had been made | pealed ; unless, indeed, we had become so furious 
the subject of previous deliberation? Who voted | as not to be appeased but by this feast of blood. 

for it? Substantially nobody. Some eight or} Mr. Speaker, whether the promulgation of the 
ten members on both sides of the House rose on | French repealing decree, of April, 1811, at the 
the question; no discussion took place, except a | time it bears date, would have produced a repeal 
few remarks from the mover, and no decision | of the Orders in Council, is perhaps, at this ume, 
was even asked for by the House. If this motion | a question not very essential to decide. It has, 
ought to have been adopted, whose fault was it| however, received much importance from this 
that it was not? ‘he majority; they alone had | discussion. In reply toa remark from the hon- 
the power. If it was properly rejected, why ex- | orable mover of the resolutions under considera- 
hibit it now as a charge against the minority? | tion, and an opinion advanced by the gentleman 
The truth is, the motion was considered as.calca-| from Virginia, (Mr. Suerrey,) the gentleman 
lated, if not intended, to commit the minority. | from South Carolina, (Mr, CALHOUN.) not con- 
It was known they professed themselves thei tent to permit the effect of the promulgation of 
friends of peace, they would not vote for the de- | the French repealing decree, at the time it bears 
claration of war. Suppose, then, they had voted | date, to remain a matter of opinion and specula- 
to include France, and ultimately, as they did do, Í tion, not content with merely controverting, by 
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argument, the opinions which had been advanced, 
he, in a tempest of zeal, and in language peculiar, 
undertakes to prove, beyond the possibility of a 
doubt, to put the question forever at rest, and fix 
falsehood on him who “ dares hereafter to say, if 
“the French decree of repeal had been known, 
‘the British Orders would have been repealed, 
‘and the war thus prevented.” Mr. Speaker, I 
will not follow the example of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, by hazarding a positive as- 
sertion ona question susceptible of doubt, and de- 
pending on motives in other breasts, impossible 
for us to ascertain; but I dare to say, the gentle- 
man has fallen far short of convincing me of the 
correctness of his position, or of putting the ques- 
tion at rest. So far, then, as depends on the evi- 
dence of opinion, founded ona knowledge of facts 
before us, I must dissent from the opinion so con- 
fidently expressed by the gentieman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Catgoun.) 

It is true, the declaration of the Prince Regent 
of the 2ist April, 1812, and some of the letters of 
Mr. Eoster, near the close of his correspondence 
with the Secretary of State, required the repeal 
on the partof France to be absolute and uncon- 
ditional. It is equally true, that the fast letter 
from Mr. Foster on this subject, (and that, too, 
after he had received the declaration of the Prince 
Regent) declares the repeal of the French decrees 
as preliminary to a repeal of the Orders in Coun- 
cil, to be such as we had a right to require in our 
character of a neutral nation. It will also be 
recollected, that the question between this Gov- 
ernment and Great Britain was, whether the de- 
crees of France had been repealed at all, and not 
as to the extentof thatrepeal. The British Gov- 
ernment denied the letter of the Duc de Cadore, 
of August 5th,to amount toa repeal, and required 
some authentic document of the fact. We eon- 
tended that the letter of the 5th August, together 
with the late practices of France, in relation to 
us, were satisfactory evidence to entitle us to an 
abrogation of the British orders. Thus, all dis- 
cussion, as to the partial suspension of the French 
decrees, or our conditional and partial exemption 
from them, entitling us to the like exemption from 
the British orders, was perfectly superfluous—an 
argument from premises totally denied, and stated 
by Mr. Foster, in the correspondence relied on by 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, to be 
altogether unnecessary and irrelevant. The de- 
claration of the Prince Regent, so far from as- 
suming higher ground than had been before occu- 
pied, always appeared to me to have been intended 
to furnish an opening for the promulgation of any 
French repealing decree that might exist, and if 
none did exist, that we might, more consistently 
with our former admissions, require one to be is- 
sued. This is inferred by the declaration, insist- 
ing only on the promulgation of a repealing doc- 
ument, regardless of its construction, or the practice 
under it, as preliminary to the repeal of the Orders 
in Council. It is fair to argue, from what has, to 
what would have happened. The Orders in Coun- 
cil were repealed as soon after the appearance of 
the French repealing decree, as the unsettled state 


of the British Cabinet would admit; and the 
reason given for this change of policy was the 
promulgation of that decree—the difficulty gen- 
tlemen find in tracing up any other cause, proves 
what has been alleged to be the true one. 

Some gentlemen have attributed this sudden 
and important change of system to the clamor of 
the manufacturing interest. Sir, this clamor was 
of no recent date. It was as loud on the 21st 
April, the date of the declaration of the Prince 
Regent, as it was on the 23d June, the day on 
which the orders were repealed—the result of the 
examination in Parliament on the subject. was, I 
presume, as well known on 21st April as on 23d 
June. In addition to this, were we not informed 
by the Executive himself, within a few days of 
the declaration of war, that no prospect of a 
change in the British policy existed? Was not 
this the language of our agent in London, and 
did he not tell us that war was inevitable? It 
cannot then, be, that this was the real cause of the 
repeal of the Orders in Council. 

The same, and other gentlemen, have, in their 
laborious and sagacious search for a cause, ven- 
tured to attribute no inconsiderable share in pro- 
ducing the repeal of the Orders in Council, to the 
armor and attitude assumed by the Message of 
the President—backed by the Report of the Com- 
mittee of Foreign Relations, and those expendi- 
tures which followed in their train, Unfortu- 
nately, this supposition, like the preceding, is 
opposed by facts which cannot yield to this sort 
of speculation. ‘The Message, the Report of the 
Committee, your Army bill, and threatening war 
speeches, were known in England before the de- 
claration of the Prince Regent, and long before 
the repeal of the Orders in Council ; no effect was — 
produced—your agent in London tells. you none 
would be produced. The British Minister here 
manifested no alarm, but agreeable to the opinion 
of those same gentlemen he was instructed by 
his Government to make a stand in relation to the 
Orders in Council, which dissipated all hope of 
obtaining their repeal, but by an appeal to arms. 
If, indeed, the British Government were fright- 
encd at the aspect of war which was here exhib- 
ited—pity it is, the scare-crow system had not 
been longer kept up, and preserved from the vision 
and the touch the living skelcton of this war. 

If, Mr. Speaker, I should happen to be wrong 
in all I have said, one short view yet remains in 
which perhaps I may be more fortunate. I ask 
any honorable fair-minded man in this House or 
this nation, if we ought, if we could, consistently 
with the justice and honor of the country, or con- 
sistently with those principles professed by the 
Administration, have declared war against Great 
Britain at the time we did, and for the causes 
alleged, with a knowledge of the insidious, in- 
sulting and mysterious decree of the 28th April, 
18112 Is it possible, that the sensibility of this 
nation was so far dead to the wrongs and insults 
of France, as not to have been aroused by this 
burning sarcasm, this mark of low contempt and 
pointed scorn? For the honor of the Legislature 
of my country, I think it would have stayed the 
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arm uplifted for this war. It would have made 
them pause, before they summoned up all their 
strength, and poured out the full vial of their 
wrath, against the nation with whom we are in 
conflict. Justly, then, may it be said, that no hu- 
man punishment can reach the complicated guilt, 
which lics concealed amidst those transactions 
which we ask to be unfolded by the resolutions 
on your table. 

Mr. Speaker, a member from Tennessee (Mr. 
Grunpy) finding, perhaps, that the fruitful crop 
of laurels which was to have been gathered in 
Canada, and with which, it was imagined, long 
ere this, the warrior’s brow would have been en- 
twined, is fast fading on its native rocks—find- 
ing, perhaps, the temporary frenzy which this 
war and its authors had excited, fast subsiding, by 
the pressure of events and the influence of com- 
mon reason, seems to have abandoned all hope 
of glory; and so far from being the laureat of the 
hero’s praise, descends to the invidious task of an 
accuser—and the manner of his performance is 
not less extraordinary, than the office is unenvi- 
able. He charges the Opposition with this war 
and all its calamities.* 

If every manly, honorable and patriotic exer- 
tion in our power to prevent this war and its hor- 
rors, constitutes guilt, then indeed are we guilty. 
If every fair and Constitutional effort made by 
us to rescue our country from this disastrous, 
ruinous war, and save our Constitution and form 
of Government from the wreck which threatens 
it, is deemed a crime, then weare criminal. But, 
sir, when the mist which surrounds us shall have 
passed away, and whilst a single trace of those 
old lines remain which separate vice from virtue, 
guilt from innocence, and truth from error, those 
our crimes, will be our proudest, brightest virtues. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman (Mr. Grunpy) has 
ventured to advance a doctrine on this floor both 
novel and extraordinary ; a doctrine subversive 
of every principle of civil liberty, and destructive 
of our first and dearest, not only of chartered, but 
birth rights. He deems that man guilty of moral 
treason who does not volunteer his aid in strength- 
ening the arm of Administration in the prosecu- 
tion of this war; or who, in the free exercise 
of the right of speech and opinion, may be the 
means of inducing others to withhold their per- 
sonal services or pecuniary resources from the 
disposal of those who conduct the war. Sir, this 
doctrine is freighted with the most monstrous 
consequences—it.is not for a moment to be toler- 
ated by a people regardful of their rights. Let 
this doctrine be once established, an ambitious 
Executive, and a weak, a wicked, or interested 
majority of Congress have nothing to do but de- 
clare war, under any pretence, or for any cause 
or object, however unimportant, or however de- 
structive of our best interests, we will be bound to 


*The explanation made by Mr. Gruxny a few days 
after this speech was delivered, and his speech as pub- 
lished, have very much qualified the remarks which 
were understood to have fallen from him, and to which 
this reply particularly refers. 


strengthen the arm lifted for our destruction— 
join in acclamations of praise to our destroyers, 
or sit by, in silent anguish, awaiting the death- 
blow to our Constitution, and with it our liberties 
asa people. Ifthe people, who have been taught - 
to believe they are secure in the right, not only of 
expressing their opinions fully and openly in re- 
lation to the conduct of their rulers, their motives - 
and the tendency of their measures, but also, in 
the right to change those rulers—are now to be 
told (and they should believe it) that their rights 
are only to be exercised in a stale of peace and 
on ordinary occasions; but in time of war they 
are to be suspended or put out of existence—(the 
time above all others when they ought to be most 
vigilantly exercised and sacredly guarded ;) when 
these things come to pass—when this doctrine of 
moral treason becomes the order of the day—then 
may we say, good-by to the liberties of our coun- 
try—welcome tyranny, welcome Bonaparte, wel- 
come oppression in any other shape; for when 
the measure of our sufferings is full, little does it 
avail by whom they are inflicted. 

Mr. Speaker, the member from Tennessee, not 
satisfied with merely advancing this doctrine, has 
made an application of it. As I understood him 
and as he was understood by gentlemen around 
me, he charged the whole Federal party in 
this country with this newly defined crime of 
moral treason ; and being the friends of the “ fast- 
anchored isle.” Although he did not charge the 
individual members of this House, it is not easily 
conceived how they can escape; particularly as 
the gentleman told us, he did not say more than 
he meant. 

Sir I am one of this great Federal party, and I 
glory in being so—many of my best and dearest 
friends belong to this party. Many of the great- 
est and best men in this country are attached to 
this party ; and whilst they continue, as they have 
done, to make virtue, fortitude, and intelligence 
their means, and their country’s good their end, 
I hope never to forsake them. This party cannot 
be hurt by such attacks; to attempt to defend 
them would be an act of injustice. For myself 
and my immediate constituents, I will say: IF 
this charge of moral treason, and being the friends 
of the nation with whom we are at war, is in- 
tended to be applied to myself, or a single man 
who voted for me, from personal or political re- 
gard, the charge is false. 


Saturpay, June 19. _ 
THE FRENCH DECREES. 


The House proceeded, immediately on its meet- 
to the consideration of Mr. Wessrex’s resolu- 
tions. i 

Mr. Yancey said, believing as he did that, 
upon the question now under consideration, he 
should give a vote very different from many of 
his political friends, he begged leave briefly to 
state to the House the reasons which would in- 
duce him to co-operate with the gentlemen in 
the passage of the resolutions: it was not because 
he believed that there was any necessary and 
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resolution. The resolntion then adopted by the 
House, required that the President should inform 
the House at what time,and in what manner, the 
promulgation of the French decree of the 28th 
of April, 1811, was announced to this Govern- 
ment. In answer, sir, to that resolution, it will 
be scen, by a reference to the Executive papers 
of last session, that the President transmitted to 
this House a letter from Mr. Barlow, of the Ist 
of May, 1812, to the Duke of Bassano, stating 
that “we know, indeed, that the French decrees 
do not apply to the United States ;” but that the 
Prince Regent, in his declaration of the 21st of 
April, declares that they are still unrevoked; and, 
in order to remove all doubt upon that subject 
with the British Government, Mr. Barlow re- 
quested in that letter that the Duke of Bassano 
would furnish him with an authentic act of their 
revocation. It was furnished, sir, on the 10th of 
May, 1812, together with the decree of the 28th 
of April, 1811. Now, sir, though in the resolu- 
tion offered by the honorable gentleman from 
Maryland, at the last session, it is not asked “ by 
whom” the decree was announced to this Gov- 
ernment; yet the answer of the President fur- 
nished the House with that fact ; and itis shown 
by Mr. Barlow’s letter of the 12th of May, com- 
municated to the President, that the first intelli- 
gence to this Government was received from its 
accredited Minister. The resolution, therefore, 
now under consideration, does not materially dif- 
fer from the one adopted at the last session; for 
though it was not moulded in that interrogatory 
form which this assumes, yet it is substantially 
the same. I believe, sir, the whole of the infor- 
mation sought for is sufficiently expressed in the 
first resolution, the one now under consideration ; 
yet I shall vote for the whole of those resolutions. 
The last resolution, sir, I think objectionable in 
its phraseology, and also in its substance; but I 
shall give it my support. But let it be distinetly 
understood, at the same time, that I do not sup- 
port these resolutions because I think there 1s 
any information in the possession of the Execu- 
tive, which was withheld in violation of the res- 
olution of the last session. or that any suspicion 
of unfairness attaches to the Administration in 
their foreign relations with Great Britain and 
France. 

From the conduct of the particular friends of 
these resolutions during this discussion, I believe 
it would bea source of great gratification to them 
if they were rejected; and, so far, sir, as my vote 
goes, [ am determined to disappoint them. £ 
think it mach better for the Administration that 
they should pass; not that I expect it will soothe 


foreign relations. 
portance and value of the resolutions, and the 
good that will flow from them to the country, 
they tell us that the answer to those resolu- 
tions will show one or both of two facts, to wit: 
that if the French repealing decree of the 28th of 
April had been known to the Government before 
the declaration of war, it would have prevented 
rit. And, secondly, that if this decree was not 
communicated to our Government before the 
declaration of war, (which they admit to be the 
fact,) then the Duke of Bassano, in his conversa- 
| tion with Mr. Barlow, has told a falsehood. Now, 
| sir, permit me to remark that, if the gentlemen 
i think it important to their cause, or are other- 
wise solicitous to prove a falsity on the Duke, let 
them do so; I want nothing to convince me of 
the political hypocrisy and perfidy of that Gov- 
ernment. 

Admitting that the French repealing decree 
had been formally communicated to this Govern- 
ment before the declaration of war; nay, that it 
had been even communicated to the British Gov- 
ernmentin April, 1811, when it purports to be 
dated; still he did not sce how gentlemen could 
bring their minds to believe that that decree would 
have averted the war, without they knew the se- 
crets of the British Government better than its 
accredited Minister ; nay, without they knew the 
intention of that Government better than the 
Ministry and Prince Regent himself. And, sir, 
if anything can be said in addition to what was 
so fully illustrated the other day by the luminous 
argument of my political friend from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Grunpy,) I beg leave to suggest it. The 
non-intercourse act of Congress, passed in the 
spring of 1810, declared that, if either Great Brit- 
ain or France would repeal or so modify their 
decrees or Orders in Council, that they should 
cease to violate the neutral commerce of the Uni- 
ted States, and the other failing to repeal her 
orders within three months thereafter, that the 
United States would take decisive steps against 
the one so failing to repeal. In August, 1810, the 
French Government, by its official act, pledged 
itself to our Government that the Berlin and 
Milan decrees were repealed, and should cease to 
Operate on the 1st of April following. Since 
which time, he defied the gentlemen to show that 
they had been enforced by order of that Guvern- 
ment. 

Previous to this time, however, it is worthy of 
remark, that the British Government only re- 
quired of us, that France should repeal her or- 
ders as respected the United States, and she sol- 
emnly pledged herself that she would repeal her 
orders, part passu, with the repeal of the decrees 
as respected the United States. 

But, sir, what was her conduct upon this occa- 
sion? Instead of repealing, or promise of repeal- 
ing, as France had done, she advances in her duce 
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trine, and contends that America must now pre- | gentlemen on that side, demonstrate the fact, that 


cure France to repeal her decrees, not only as 
respected herself, but as respected all other neu- 
tral Powers. 

How then, sir, might it be asked, could the pro- 
mulgation of the French repealing decree have 
prevented the war? Would it have produced a 
repeal of the Orders in Council? It would not, 
ifthe British Government are to be believed. The 
declaration of the Prince Regent of the 21st of 
April; the correspondence between Mr. Foster 
and the Secretary of State of the 10th of June, 
and again on the 14th of June, a few days before 
the declaration of war, are conclusive on this 
point. But, sir, if we need better evidence to 
establish the fact, than the correspondence of the 
accredited Minister of England, permit me, sir, 
to refer the gentleman to the speeches of the 
Ministry in Parliament during the month of Feb- 
ruary, 1812; they will see, sir, that Mr. Rose and 
Mr. Perceval, during that discussion, which grew 
out of the examination and investigation of the 
Orders in Council in the House of Commons, 
have frankly and honestly acknowledged that 
which the gentlemen upon this occasion deny. 
Mr. Rose expressly says, “that they are main- 
‘ tained to promote the trade of England at the 
‘ expense of neutrals, and as a-measure of com- 
t mercial rivalry with the United States.” Mr. 
Perceval in his speech says, “that they are not 
t only supported upon this principle of retaliation, 
t but thatthis principle involved.the license trade ; 
‘that neither the partial nor total repeal of the 
‘Berlin and. Milan decrees as they related to 
‘ America, or to any other nation, or all other 
‘nations, would form any claim on the British 
i Government, while the Continental system, so 
€ called, continued in operation.” 

It is not unimportant, sir, in the examination 
of this question, to mark, that the French repeal- 
ing decree was transmitted to the British Gov- 
ernment on the 20th May, 1812, during the ex- 
amination of the Orders in Council in the House 
of Commons. ‘No answer, sir, is given to them 
{except a bare acknowledgment of their receipt) 
till the 23d of June following. On the 16th of 
June Mr. Brougham brought forward his motion 
for a consideration of the Orders iù Council, to 
take place the last of the same month. In the 
mean time, sir, the British Ministry, consulting 
place and power and that democratic spirit of 
the manufacturing part of the community, thought 
it expedient to make use of the repealing decree 
of France as a suitable pretext, upon which to 
revoke their Orders in Council. It will be seen, 
then, sir, that I ascribe the repeal of the orders to 
a very different cause, than that adopted by the 
other side of the House. The cause undoubtedly 
‘was the extreme pressure and oppression they 
brought upon the manufacturing interest of the 
country. 

He said he expected the other day, when his 
learned and eloquent colleague (Mr. Gaston) 
addressed the House, that all doubt upon this 
part of the subject would have been removed ; 
that he would, as has been promised by some 

13th Con. Ist Szss.—10 


the declaration of war depended upon the pro- 
mulgation of the French repealing decree. He 
had expected, that if any man among them was 
able to establish this proposition, it was his col- 
league ; but, sir, said he, when he embraced that 
part of the discussion, he exhibited himself upon 
a hobby too feeble to carry him, with a load too 
heavy to be borne by him. What, sir, was the 
argument he used to prove the fact? Why, that 
afier the repealing decree was produced to Great 
Britain, she did repeal her orders. Yes, sir, it is 
true she did suspend them (or if gentlemen please 
repeal them) when she told vou, in the same in~ 
strument, that the repeal was not such as she had 
before required. 

I will take the liberty, sir, to remark that it is 
foreign from my intention to wound the feelings 
of any individual ; but, sir, I know not how any 
individual, friendly to the prosecution of the war, 
rather than surrender rights essential to the in- 
dependence of the country, can think for a mo- 
ment of the observations made the other day by 
a member from New York, without feeling for 
him and his political opinions the greatest abhor- 
rence and contempt. Upon what principle of 
argument or reason is it, that that member has ` 
discovered that all who aid either directly or in- 
directly in the prosecution of this war, are mur- 
derers ! 

[Here Mr. Grosvenor, from New York, rose 
to explain. Mr. Yancey informed him that he 
did not allude to him, and proceeded.] 

Had that gentleman considered, sir, that there 
were other persons from New York who-.had taken 
part in this debate, he might have saved himself 
the trouble of rising. 

The same member (Mr. Suipuerp) has asked 
triumphantly for what are we fighting? If it 
were butterflies? I had supposed, Mr. Speaker, 
from the number of law-speeches he had made 
this session, his legal knowledge would have 
taught him to discriminate between the rights of 
butterflies, and the rights of men. But, sir, per- 
mit me to inform the gentleman, that we are 
prosecuting this war for the rights of seamen, and 
I hope, sir, we shall continue to do so, till they 
are established upon a principle that will do equal 
justice to ourselves and to others. 

Mr. Suare said, it was not his intention to 
have troubled the House with a single remark on 
the subject before them. He should have been 
content with giving a silent vote, had ‘not the 
range of debate led into a full view of the conduct 
of the Administration in relation to the war. In- 
tending to vote for all except the last of the.reso- 
lutions, it became his duty to assign his. reasons; 
as they were directly opposite to those of other 
gentlemen who advocated them. Some gentle- 
men, said he, have, for the first time during this 
Administration, become the supporters of the 
character of the nation; although not insensible 
to the cause of the discussion, and the effect it is 
intended to have, yet Lam pleased to discover 
that such is the ground they are driven to take 
to obtain their object. On former occasions, those 
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who styled themselves “ friends to peace,” con- 
tended that our Government waged war from a 
predilection to France ; and we were entertained 
with their eloquence, displayed in comparing the 
nature and extent of injuries from each belliger- 
ent, France and England. The ruler of the first 
was denounced as a Usurper,a Despot, and a 
Tyrant; and the other triumphantly represented 
as defending our Holy Religion, as fighting the 
cause of Humanity and the World. Whether a 
ground that has afforded so much food for decla- 
mation hitherto, has been silently abandoned be- 
cause it has ceased to have any effect upon the 
nation, and recoils upon those who resort to it; 
or because that magnanimous Government, find- 
ing it necessary in so great and good a cause to 
engage her barbarous allies on our exposed fron- 
tiers indiscriminately to murder, disregarding 
age or sex; and had placed the trophies of savage 
warfare, a human scalp, over the mace of their 
Legislative Council at York, representing that 
an authorized system of rapine and murder was 
interwoven with the genius of their Goverament; 
whether this occasioned the change, I leave others 
to decide. 

I will consider this subject, sir, in the form in 
which it has been presented; and first, as-to the 
avowed object of the resolutions. We learn from 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, (Mr. WEB- 
sTER,) and the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Grosvenor,) that they are intended to support 
the honor of our country. Who can object to 
it? But how? By proving to the world that 
in a correspondence between Mr. Barlow, our 
Minister to France, and the Duke of Bassano, 
in May, 1812, the French Minister of Foreign Re- 
lations was guilty of asserting a falsehood ; and 
that the decree of the Government of France, 
bearing date on the 28th of April, 1811, repealing 
the Berlin and Milan decrees, never was commu- 
nicated to our Government until it was commu- 
nicated through Mr. Barlow. Let it be admitted 
that the decree of the 28th April, 1811, never 
was communicated to our Government previous 
to the mission of Mr. Barlow. The gentlemen 
say so, and at once acquit our Government of all 
charge of duplicity or concealment. But they 
also contend that, bad the decree of the 28th 
April, 1811,as the Duke of Bassano stated to Mr. 
Barlow, been communicated to our Government 
at the time it bears date, and by our Government 
been made known to England, she would have 
repealed her Orders in Council and we have 
had no war with her. To make good a position 
of that kind, those who assume it must havea 
knowledge of the temper of the British Govern- 
ment beyond what they have ever communicated 
to the public; and, so far as the assertion may 
depend on that sort of calculation, I should hold 
it wholly incontrovertible. But, if the diploma- 
tie correspondence and public acts of the British 
Government are evidence against them, it is 
proven to a demonstration they would not have 
repealed their Orders in Council upon the pro- 
duction of the decree of 28th April, 1811. 

The Prince Regents manifesto of the 21st of 


April, 1812, after complaining of the injustice of 
France, in respect to neutrals, and excusing the 
course adopted by Great Britain under the plea 
of necessity, and as retaliatory of the decrées of 
Berlin and Milan, proceeds to requirea repeal of 
those decrees as a condition precedent to the re- 
scision of the Orders in Council—not a modifi- 
cation of them so as not to affect the commerce 
of America, but that they should cease to operate 
on all neutral commerce. That there should be 
no misunderstanding upon this subject, in the 
correspondence between Mr. Foster the Minister 
near this Government and Mr. Monroe, Secre- 
tary of State, in June, 1812, Mr. Foster expressly 
states that nothing less than a full and uncondi- 
tional repeal of the decrees of Berlin and Milan 
would induce his Government to repeal her Or- 
ders in Council; that Great Britain could not re- 
peal her Orders in Council as 1t respected Amer- 
ica, and leave them in force against other States, 
upon condition that France would except Amer- 
ica singly and specially from the operation of 
her decrees. The relaxation or modification of 
those decrees is considered insufficient. Amer- 
ica is not only to obtain from France the freedom 
of her own commerce, but she is required to con- 
tend for the commerce of others. She is not only 
to cause her own rights to be respected, but she 
must be the guardian of the rights of all neutral 
nations, Are gentlemen prepared to say America 
should have interposed in behalf of the rights of 
all the neutral world? Upon what honorable 
pretence could America contend for the redress 
of injuries other than her own; and more espe- 
| cially whilst Great Britain withheld a redress of 
the outrages she was daily committing upon our 
citizens ? 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Grosve- 
Nor) and the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Gaston) tell us, that the British Govern- 
ment, on the 23d of June, 1812, by the repeal of 
their Orders in Council, afforded sufficient evi- 
dence, that, had the French decree of the 28th 
April, 1811, been communicated at the time it 
bears date, that the effect would then have been 
the same, and that the delay of the British Gov- 
ernment in meeting the repeal of the decrees of 
Berlin and Milan, so soon as the decree of the 
28th of April, 1811, was communicated, was ow- 
ing to the assassination of Mr. Perceval, the Prime 
Minister, which deranged the British Cabinet, 
and that so soon as it was organized, the repeal 
of the Orders in Council took place. Mr. S. said 
he was sorry to find, upon examination, that the 
gentleman’s understanding of the rescision of 
the Orders in Council was entirely different from 
what that State paper, from the face of it, would 
warrant. Inits preamble, the decree of the 28th 
of April, 1811, is taken notice of, and so far from 
considering that sufficient for the repeal of their 
Orders in Council, it is expressly stated, that the 
tenor of the decree of the 28th April, 1811, isnot 
considered as satisfying the order of 21st April, 
1812, nor such a repeal of the decrees of Berlin 
and Milan as the British Government had always 
required ; nor would it justify the demand of the 
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American Government, that their Orders in Coun- 
cil should be abandoned; nor does the order of 
the British Government of the 23d June, 1812, 
more than suspend the operation of their Orders 
in Council, reserving, at the same time, the cx- 
press right to enforce them again whenever it 
should appear expedient, notwithstanding the de- 
cree of the 28th of April, 1811. This paper of 
the British Cabinet, suspending their Orders in 
Council, relied upon by the gentlemen themselves, 
goes incontestably to confirm what was meant by 
Mr. Foster, when he required a full and uncondi- 
tional repeal of the Berlin and Milan decrees, and 
declared that a repeal, as it respected America, 
would not do—but it must be general as it regards 
all neutrals. As the French decree of the 28th 
of April, 1811, is not the reason of the suspension 
of the Orders in Council on the 23d of June, 1812, 
we are led to inquire what were the causes that 
produced it. They are best discovered in the 
policy of that nation. Ever in the habit of con- 
sidering her interest, she has long since become 
insensible to those principles of justice that should 
as invariably govern nations as individuals. Feel- 
ing her ascendency upon the ocean, her avarice 
would not suffer her to brook arival. The un- 
paralleled prosperity of American commerce soon 
excited her jealousy ; and with the commence- 
ment of our present Government commenced the 
history of her injuries and injustice towards us. 
The annals of onrdiplomacy, for a period of above 
twenty years, exhibit complaints of the plunder 
of our property and the impressment of our citi- 
zens upon the high seas. With Great Britain, 
the generous spirit of commercial enterprise is 
converted into a system of piracy and plunder, 
sanctioned by the highest authorities of the Gov- 
ernment. Emboldened by our long forbearance ; 
encouraged by the strong opposition in our own 
country to avenging her injuries; and calculating 
on the want of unanimity in our councils, Great 
Britain was induced to believe this Government 
wanted energy to commence and prosecute a war. 
Thus she was induced to conceive the design, by 
her Orders in Council, of sweeping our commerce 
from the ocean and enriching her Navy with the 
spoils. Nor did she once think of abandoning 
that policy, until, when too late, it was appre- 
hended war must be the result of the state of 
things in America. Gentlemen may talk about 
French perfidy as the cause of this war. Let me 
assure them the canker lies nearer home. ‘The 
injuries and injustice of Britain were the imme- 
diate cause. Yet, I have no doubt, those in our 
own country, who induced a belief that we want- 
ed unanimity and energy to right our wrongs and 
support our sovereignty as a nation, are highly 
culpable. 

Mr. S. said he could not see that gentlemen 
would gain or lose much by admitting, as is con- 
tended, that the duplicity of France in concealing 
the decree of the 28th of April, 1811, repealing 
the Berlin and Milan decrees, had a tendency to 
confirm Great Britain in the course of injustice 
she was pursuing towards America. If such an 
admission does not go todeny or palliate her con- 


duct, neither does it inculpate gur Government. 
It barcly accounts for the conduct of Great Brit- 
ain, and in a way that does no credit to her jus- 
tice or sagacity. Great Britain is charged with 
plundering our commerce—and her apology is, 
that France deceived her, for she thought France 
did the same. Then, say the gentlemen, had 
Great Britain known France had repealed the 
Berlin and Milan decrees, she would have repealed 
her Orders in Council, and we should have had 
no war. Tothat I reply, had Great Britain never 
adopted a system of piracy and plunder of our 
property, and impressment of our citizens upon 
the ocean, we should have had no war; or, to 
State the facts, if that party in our own country 
who style themselves “ the friends of peace,” had 
not induced Great Britain to believe we were too 
divided in our councils to prosecute a war in de- 
fence of our rights, she would not have continued 
her aggressions on our commerce, and we should 
have had no war. What do such arguments 
prove ? nothing more nor less than that the injus- 
tice of Britain has forced this war upon America. 
But it is far from throwing even a shade of blame 
upon the conduct of our own Government. No 
one has, nor do I believe any gentleman will ven- 
ture to assert, that Great Britain has not given us 
just cause of war, or that America has been pre- 
cipitated rashly or inconsiderately into this con- 
test. On her part, it is the result of necessity ; it 
is a contest in defence of ber commerce and her 
citizens, and involves her independence as a na- 
tion. 

This brings me, sir, to the most interesting part 
of the debate. Weare now at war with a most 
potent and perfidious enemy. Enlightened poli- 
ticians of all ages and countries agree, that the 
vigorous prosecution of a war, by calling iato 
action the resources and energies of a nation, is 
the only certain means of procuring an indemnity 
for injuries and security for our rights, in a steady 
and honorable peace. So far as any gentleman’s 
arguments go to contravene that course of policy, 
by disaffeeting the peuple of this nation to their 
Government, and by their opposition to the ways 
and meaus of carrying on this war, to paralyze 
the Administration in their endeavors to bring it 
to a prosperous and happy termination, I feel 
alarmed at the consequence, and must entreat 
gentlemen to consider what will be the tendency 
of such doctrines. The gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Sutpwerp,) yesterday, on this floor, 
denounced the present waras unjust, and said his 
conscience would not suffer him to take a part in 
it; that he should deem himself guilty of murder 
if he did. For the honor of the gentleman, I will 
not believe that sentiment to have been matured 
by reflection—I am necessitated to inculpate his 
head, todo justice to his heart. Will he reflect 
but one moment, that although he may differ with 
the Government on the causes that. produced this 
war; although he may believe the enemy had a 
prescriptive right to plunder our ships and impress 
our seamen; yet, this is a Government of laws, 
enacted by the constituted authorities, where the 
majority rules. This Government has, by its le- 
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gitimate act, declared war with Great Britain- 


Have the minority a right to oppose that war, 
and bring disaster and disgrace upon their coun- 


try? He who opposes the adoption of injudicious 


measures, isa patriot—those measures once adopt- 
ed, to oppose their execution is rebellion. If to 
meet our evemies on the field of battle be murder, 
what crime is he guilty of who can tamely see a 


frontier of five hundred miles smoking with the 


blood of his fellow-citizens, and the only remain- 
ing inhabitants flying by the light of the confla- 
gration of their dwellings, and would refuse to 
contribute to their protection? His crime must 
be treason against humanity. 

The same honorable gentleman has said we 
are indebted to the enemy for their humanity 
and forbearance. Yes, Mr. Speaker, when we 
réflect on their wantonly consigning private prop- 
‘erty to the flames, in their destruction of our vil- 
lages on the seaboard; when we recollect their 
giving up the wounded and prisoners taken at the 
defeat of General Winchester to be scalped and 
tomahawked by their Indian allies; when we see 
them side by side with savages, traversing the 


borders of our country, leaving the dwellings of 


our fellow-citizens a heap of ashes slaked with 
human gore, we are made to exclaim, If this be 
their tender mercies, good Lord deliver us from 
their wrath! 

We are also told by the same honorable gen- 
tleman, that the Government has at last to de- 
pend upon the Federalists for funds to support 
this war; that the loans were all obtained from 
them; he was sorry any would contribute to so 
unjust a war, and he hoped they never would be 
paid by the Government. - Mr. S. said he could 
by no means admit the fact of the Federalists 
filling up the loan, for he was well informed that 
gentlemen of both sides in politics had contributed 
largely in loans to the Government, and that he 
was happy in believing there were many whose 
politics were Federal that are true friends to their 
-country. But, said he, I would not believe until 
I heard it, that it would be contended by any one 
on this floor, that money borrowed by the Gov- 
ernment, under legal authority, on any change of 
Administration or policy, ought not to be paid. 
When my country shall become so insensible to 
every principle of justice and honesty as to refuse 
to pay her just debts, I trust in God I may not be 
disgraced by being called her citizen. No doubt 
for the purpose of giving weight to such doctrine 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. SuipHerD) 
boasts that Massachusetts, Connecticut, and New 

` York, were the foremost in the struggle for in- 
dependence. It is well the gentleman named 
other States besides his own; but why he has 
overlooked the two very respectable States of 
Pennsylvania and Virginia, I am at a loss to tell. 
Those patriots and heroes who were foremost in 
the Revolution we honor as our country ought. 
But, alas! with the mutations of time they have 
passed away, and have left another race upon 
the stage. Massachusetts, the cradle of liberty! 
we inquire for your sages and heroes; we ask, 
where are they? and are answered only by the 


echo of our voice, repeating “ where are they ?” 
The same honorable gentleman, and the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, (Mr. Gaston,) press 
this subject home, and tell us their fathers fought 
and bled during the Revolutionary contest for 
liberty; inferring that with sires so distinguished. 
the sons should not easily be suspected of error. 

But, sir, my perception of the right to inherit 
either the honors or the talents of an ancestor is 
so indistinct that we may very readily imagine 
that it might or might not happen. lam war- 
ranted from history in stating a case—such I hope 
does not exist in our own country: Brutus, the 
first distinguished patriot of that name in Rome, 
in no long time after driving the tyrant into ban- 
ishment, had to sit in judgment on his own sons 
for treason. The illustrious father is not unfre- 
quently cursed with a degenerate son. He who 
has worn out his life in the service of his coun- 
try. and by his wisdom and valor rendered him- 
self conspicuous in achieving her liberty and ad- 
vancing her happiness, is entitled to the most ex- 
alted niche in the temple of fame; nor less dis- 
tinguished he, who, in the ensanguined field, is 
sacrificed among a hecatomb of victims on the 
altar of his country’s rights: 


“ Fresh leaves of martial laurel 
Shall shade the soldier’s grave, 
Who dies with arm uplifted 
His country’s rights to save!” 


But the chaplet of flowers that adorned his sil- 
ver locks would wither and decay on the brow 
of his son, unless cherished by the same virtues. 
Could the spirit of the departed sire converse 
with his son, he would point to the most exalted 
eminences of his country’s promotion, and say, 
Son, climb there by understanding and promoting 
your country’s weal, and you may gather laurels 
from those cloud-capt summits that will grow 
and flourish as long as you deserve to wear them. 
But, if you refuse to emulate your father’s ex- 
ample, the lustre of his character will only throw 
upon your conduct a shade of opprobrium. Ob- 
servation and history lead to this conclusion: 
that every one acts from his own judgment, and 
should receive the fame or infamy due to his own 
conduct. 

Sir, when we reflect that this nation is now 
engaged in war, the object of the early meeting 
of this session of Congress will immediately oc- 
cur. The ways and means for carrying on the 
war are imperiously demanded of us; to meet that 
object should be our first duty ; and I had hoped 
no subject disconnected with it would have oc- 
cupied the House; and much less could I have 
imagined several days would have been employed 
in investigating the causes that produced the war, 
at a period when it is a year since it was declared. 
The arguments of gentlemen in the opposition 
might have been serviceable at the time that sub- 
ject was on the tapis, and I believe they were 
then urged, duly considered, and weighed before 
our Government acted. All arguments should 
be now applied to the present state of the Union. 
to the effectual means of bringing this war to a 
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happy and honorable termination. Mr. S. said, 
he hoped at least we should all unite in feeling 
an interest in the fortune and happiness of our 


own country, and in adopting the means neces- 
sary to that end. 


Mr. Mourrree said, that he was desirous of | 


speaking on this question, for several reasons; 
one was, that being unaccustomed to deliver his 
sentiments in deliberative bodies, he might pos- 
sibly extend his remarks to everything else but 
the issue in controversy, and iu that event would 
have the good fortune to find himself iu company 
with many honorable gentlemen of the other 
side of the House. Indeed, if he wandered ever 
so far from the subject, he had the sufficient apol- 
ogy to offer, that he was but retracing those steps 
from which his eloquent colleague had lately 
brushed away the dust. He considered the de- 
bate, also, of a nature highly interesting to the 
whole community. The justice and expediency 
of the war are considered as coming within the 
scope of the resolutions upon the table, and the 
arguments of those who commenced it and advo- 
cate its continuance, contrasted with the objec- 
tions of the opposition, will thus be fairly pre- 
sented to the view of the people of the United 
States. Jt will be their province to decide in 
favor of the one or the other, and such decision 
is, at this time, not less desirable than necessary. 
If their determination shall be in our favor, and 
that of the war, it is to be hoped it would lead 
to an union of parties in its prosecution, that will 
tend not less certainly to a speedy than glorious 
conclusion. If, on the contrary, it shall be con- 
demned by them as unjust and unnecessary, it 
will become us to acquiesce in their will, and ob- 
tain the most advantageous terms of peace that 
may be granted by the enemy to an humble and 
submissive acknowledgment of our error. 

The discussion upon this subject is susceptible 
of being reduced to a single point. The decree 
of the French Government, formally repealing 
the Berlin and Milan decrees, so far as they af- 
fected the United States, purports to bear date 


| tration and attach the falsehood where it justly 
belongs, is the professed object of these resolu- 
tions. But, sir, we say that, admitting what no 
| one believes or pretends to believe, that it was so. 
concealed by the Administration, still we say, 
had it been presented to the British Ministry, it 
would not have had the least possible effect in 
suspending or arresting the war. 

The French decree of 28th April, 1811, repeals 
the Berlin and Milan decrees so far only as they 
affected the United States. The precise words 
are, that they “are considered as not having ex- 
isted in regard to American vessels.” If we re- 
fer to the whole correspondence between the 
British and American Ministers, it will plainly 
appear that this was not such a repeal of the de- 
crees as they required us to produce previous to 
rescinding their obnoxious edicts. In order not 
to detain the House by particular references to 
documents, which have been so much canvassed, 
I will content myself with recalling to their re- 
collection two or three of the last letters, in which 
their demands are so explicitly avowed as to be 
impossible to be mistaken or misunderstood. In 
a letter from Lord Wellesley to Mr. Pinkney, of 
lith February, 1811, he demanded their absolute’ 
and unconditional repeal, not as they affected the. 
United States, but as they regarded all nations; 
that the commerce of the Continent thereby be 
restored to the same situation in which it stood 
previous to their promulgation. As they affected 
others, we never did or could justly have the 
least right to interfere. a 

In a short time after, Mr. Foster in his letter 
to the Secretary of State, on 3d July, 1811, re-. 
peats the same demand in almost the same words 
and to that he still more unequivocally auswere 
the additional stipulation, that the neutral com- 
| merce should he restored to its former situation. 
i This latter demand, in reality, was, and it could 
| be nothing less, considered as a requisition of us 
l to enforce the admission of British goods into 

those ports of the Continent, which had been 
subsequently subjugated by the French arms. 


fe a luluae IM 


the 28th April, 1811. It does not appear that this ! Accordingly, the Secretary of State, in reply, ex- 
instrument was ever published, or that it was! pressed his astonishment at a demand so unusual 
made known to the American Minister until /and unexpected, and desired an explicit answer, 
May, 1812, and by him transmitted to his Gov- | whether such an extravagant pretension was 
ernment. No one has spoken but disclaimed ; maintained by the British Government. In his 
the idea that it ever was known to the Iixecutive j answer to this, Mr. Foster labors to distinguish 
of this country prior to that period. In the con- | what he meant from the inference so casily dedu- 
versation of Mr. Barlow with the Duke of Bas- | cible, not only from the former, but that very let- 
sano, on the 12th May, the latter stated that this | ter, and finally envelopes himself in those high- 


decree had been communicated to Mr. Barluw’s 
predecessor at his Court, and .also to the French 
Minister at this place, with orders to transmit it 
to the Secretary of State. 
men on the other side say, if it was communi- 
cated to the President in either way previous to 
the declaration of war, and by him concealed, no 
language is capable of depicting the aggravated 
erime of which he has been guilty. For, if this 
decree had been made known, the Orders in 
Council would have been repealed, and this dis- 
astrous war, as they style it, never have taken 
place. To vindicate the honor of the Adminis- 


Now, sir, the gentle- | 


| sounding-epithets he could assume with so much 
| facility when he speaks of the honor and dignity 
lof the British nation. 

If, sir, additional evidence were wanted in so 
plain a case, I would refer to the last letter of 
the 10th June, 1812, conclusive of the point, and 
sufficient to carry conviction to the most scepti- 
cal mind. In this memorable letter, written a 
few days previous to the declaration of war, 
which was and must have been known to him 
would follow in that short space, it is to be pre- 
sumed he would tender the most favorable terms 
he was authorized, if his Government had been 
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sincerely desirous of adjusting amicably the sub- 
sisting differences. From this letter alone, suffi- 
cient to silence forever the cavils of the most in- 
credulous, I will conclude this point by reading 
a short passage: “I have no hesitation, sir, in 
“ saying that Great Britain never did, or could, 
t engage to repeal her orders as affecting America 
‘ alone, leaving them in force against other States, 
t upon condition that France would except singly 
‘ and specially America from the operation of her 
€ decrees, 

I will now, sir, proceed to inquire what an- 
swer has been given to these facts by the two 
gentlemen who have stood forward the most con- 
spicuous advocates of the resolutions upon the 
table. The honorable member from New York 
has remarked that they are so confused and in- 
distinct that he is unable to understand them. 
How-poor an evasion! how little applicable to 
expressions, not merely as intelligible, but the 
most.forcible of which the language is suscepti- 
ble! From the gallant manner in which that 
gentleman presented himself in the van of the 
Federal phalanx, I did not expect to hear so hu- 
miliating an acknowledgment of his own defeat. 
The honorable gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Gaston) declines to take this ground, and 
displays his superior address by attracting the at- 
tention to another view of the subject. He attrib- 
utes the clear light in which he was compelled 
to acknowledge that Mr. Foster did place the ulti- 
matum of his Government to the superior diplo- 
matic skill of the American Secretary. This 
unwilling testimony to the merit of that gentle- 
man was as unexpected as just, and with the 
same candor, the honorable gentleman might 
have added, that he is not more distinguished in 
this correspondence for superior strength of argu- 
ment and elegance of style, than he is elevated 
by honesty and integrity above Mr. Foster, or 
any other corrupted minion of British power. 
The honorable member sickened with the repe- 
tition of these documents, and turned from them 
with disgust, to take a comprehensive view of the 
political controversy between the two countries. 
The gentleman was right; in minute detail there 
was danger; a rigid examination of them would 
have presented him with facts and arguments 
impossible to be answered, and which would sur- 

ass even his ingenuity to elude. Many others, 
ike himself, have sickened in the perusal, because 
they place the Administration upon the high and 
commanding ground they deserve to occupy. 

The honorable gentleman from North Carolina 
infers that they did intend to repeal their Orders 
in Council had they been furnished with an au- 
thentic repeal of the French deerces, because 
they actually did subsequently repeal them on 
that ground. But, sir, how was it possible for the 
Administration to have foreseen so complete a 
revolution in their designs within so short a pe- 
riod, expressly contrary to their dectaration at 


various times and by so many different persons ? ; 
We judge of the future actions of men by their | 


professions, and to me the logic is incomprehen- 


do that very act. 
to argue further upon this point. That the Brit- 
ish Cabinet requires the absolute and uncondi- 
tional repeal of the Berlin and Milan decrees and 
the restoration of the commerce of the Continent 
to its former situation, is proved by the declara- 
tion of the Prime Minister himself, by the in- 
structions to the Resident Minister, by all the let- 
ters of the latter, and finally by the declaration: 
of the Prince Regent himself. 

But, sir, I never believed that it was their in- 
tention to rescind the Orders ia Council if we 
could have performed the stipulation they re- 
quired. In the early correspondence upon the’ 
subject, they justified them upon the ground of 
retaliation, and professed their readiness to pro- 
ceed step by step with the French Government 
in the repeal of such‘as affected the commerce of 
the United States. From this ground they af- 
terwards receded, and annexed the other condi- 
tion to which I have before alluded. Finally, in 
the debate in the House of Commons on the 3d: 
of March, what I have no doubt was the original: 
object of the Orders in Council was no longer 
concealed. It was then substantially avowed by 
the Minister himself, that they were supported as 
a system of commercial monopoly which they 
had the power to enforce, and as a benefit they 
expected to derive from their naval supremacy. 

The honorable gentlemen on the other side 
have liberally indulged in invective against the 
Ruler of the French Empire. I sincerely ap- 
prove their sentiments, and fervently wish a ha- 
tred of kings and royalty may be indelibly im- 
pressed upon the heart of every American. I 
most cordially unite with them in an abhorrence 
of Emperors, over whatever country they may 
lord it, and by whatever appellation distinguished, 
whether Napoleon the Conqueror, or Alexander 
the Deliverer. 1 am equally indifferent to the 
personal fate of the Emperor of France, or that of 
his Empire, whether he fall by the dagger of a 
Parisian conscript, or be pierced by the lance of 
a wild and warlike Cossack. And, so far as my 
country be unaffected, I care not whether his 
Empire be tumbled into ruin, or whether he still 
nave ability to drive back the torrent of Northern 
barbarians by whom he is surrounded into their 
native deserts. , 

As many gentlemen on the other side have still 
to speak upon this subject, permit me to point 
out an object to which they may, with equal jus- 
tice, direct their arrows. The honorable gentle- 
men may select from the catalogue of vices which 
have disgraced human nature in public or private 
life, and a corresponding one will be found to 
constitute a part of the character of the Prince 
Regent. This rich and fertile field has been left 
untouched. The gentlemen have asked why no 
notice has been taken, not a censure breathed 
against the wrongs and violence of the Emperor 
of France. As this surely cannot apply to me, I 
have the right to retort the inquiry. Why has 


sible by which we prove a man will perform an | the conduct of the. Regent of England been 
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assed over in silence? That man whose arro- | of Mr. NeLson, fixed at $25,000—the same as was 
P ; : Bid ie , : 
gant pretension and long continued injustice re- | allowed to the officers and crew of the Wasp, for 
duced us to the alternative of encountering the | the capture of the Frolic. The bill was then re- 
calamities of war or submitting to national deg- | ported to the House, and ordered to be engrossed 
radation and dishonor. An honorable gentleman | for a third reading. 
from New York (Mr. Suipaexp) has stigmatized | The House resolved itself into a Committee of , 
the war as a murderous project, and expressed | the Whole on the bill from the Senate for the 
his hopes and wishes that the money loaned for relief of Thomas Sloo; which was gone through, 
its support would never be repaid. A venerable | reported to the House, and ordered to be read a 
member of this House has gone still further, pub- | third time this day ; and was accordingly read a 
oe g 7 x $ P 7 a Pi y; Bly 
dicly charges the Administration with bribery in| third time, and passed. 
procuring the late loans, and dee it the a FRENCH DECREES. 
of upright men in a future Legislature to refuse} m} ; F 
provision for a fulfilment of these usurious con- itise geac ot Meday on At WEBSTER’S reso- 
tracts. Must not ali regret, deplore the frailty of) Me, Braer ited the intention of the Commit- 
human nature to see that gentleman, influenced : P Ml 
b vs ish the laarels of hi th, | tee of Ways and Means to press the consideration 
y party spirit, tarnish the /aureis Of Ais youth, | oF the revenue bills as soon as possible. The time 
and in the decline of life consent to abandon | already occupied in this debate had not bee 
those very rights he himself maintained by his j |, y Serap < the C it EW ; 4 
pen and defended by his sword! rowa away, asythe onmes orri ays an 
A A Means were not prepared for the discussion of the 
I am pleased, sir, that the sentiments and de- a 
sions of the Opposition are thus openly avowed tax bills. Now they were ready, however, he rose, 
sig A 9 id De d. sir, I will eke ihe tite tY to in the absence of the chairman of the committee, 
He aur praia ate from New York “(Mr (Mr. Errss,) to give notice that-those bills would 
DIOR F that feeb! he Administrati "| be called up to-morrow; and, every gentleman 
OnoevEspn] ar ae She oe Sarah cae now having fair notice, he hoped the discussion 
may be, and poorly as - yt N, | of these resolutions would terminate to-day. 
while such are the opinions of pak and his| Mr, CaLmoun made some observations expres 
friends, they will never drive us from our seats. | Give of his wi ey ` pte 
F : ; R ive of his wish to curtail this debate, so anxious 
In conclusion I will again press the question 7 A ; 4 
: was he to come to the discussion of the ways and 
poroa a raare anala means; with which view, he should refrain from 
aad will Wa hzve peace and se He IE right making those remarks on this occasion which he 
nee L wt ent? Fo SRO A e has beh had intended, and should, if the motion for indef- 
o; aa i declare that ill be | inite postponement was withdrawn, also with- 
given, and I venture to declare that none will >e | draw the motion which he had made to amend 
given in the affirmative. How, then, will gentle- | the resolution 
men justify it to themselves and the people, if) “ My, Farrow then withdrew his motion for 
they will neither surrender the claim we assert, | indefinite postponement, in order to save time, 
Bor sid the poste ee ene ht its support? | Although he remained decidedly opposed to the 
I will, sir, give my vote for the resolutions, except | resolutions; to which, looking at their object and 
expediency,-nothing could reconcile him. 


the last, with which we have no concern, for in- 
ry ae ahs . . . l : £ e . 
formation upon this subject, in this or any other, | Mr. GaLuoun then withdrew his motion for 
amendment. 


the most inquisitorial shape they can be made to 
assume. Because I am well assured that they | M,, Ronearson assigned at length the reasons 
why, although he believed these resolutions 


can but add to the numberless proofs already 
afforded, that the Government of the United wholly unnecessary, he should nevertheless be 
induced to vote for them. 


States preferred an honorable struggle to a tame 
surrender of the rights of an independent nation. | “mye question was then taken on agreeing to the 
first resolution, as follows: 


When Mr. Murrree concluded, the House 


adjourned. “ Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform this House, unless the public 
interest should in his opinion forbid such communica- 
MONDAY: June al. | tion, when, by whom, and in what manner, the. first 
Another member, to wit: from New York, Jouy | intelligence was given to this Government of the decree 
M. Bowers, appeared, was qualified, and took his | of the Government of France, bearing date on the 28th 
ak 8 ar laid bef be toisen leier Apn 1811, a rl oe a bea definitive repeal of 
e SPEAK aid pelore (ne us the decrees of Berlin and Milan. 
from the Commissioner of the General Land} And passed in the affirmative—yeas 137, nays 
‘Office, transmitting the reports of the land com-|! 96 as follows: 
missioners oe the western district r ue late Ter- Yzas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
ritory of Orleans, now State of Mississipp! 5| cher, Baylies of Massachusetts, Beall, Benson, Bige- 
which were referred to the Committee on the | low, Bowen, Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, Bradley, Breck- 
Publie Lands. y ; ; enridge, Brigham, Burwell, Calhoun, Caperton, Cham- 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of | pion, Chappell, Cheves, Cilley, Comstock, Condict, 
the Whole, on the bill to reward the officers and , Cooper, Cox, Creighton, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis 
crew of the United States ship Hornet. of Massachusetts, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dewey, Du- 
The amount of compensation was, on motion | vall, Earle, Ely, Forney, Franklin, Gaston, Geddes, 
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Gholson, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Gour- | resolutions. The same inquiry was made by the 
din, Griffin, Grosvenor, Grundy, Hale, Hall, Hanson, | last Congress, and received the answer of the 
Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of New York, Howell, Hub- | President. And will you now repeat the same 
bard, Hufty, Humphreys, Hungerford, Ingersoll, Ing- | question in the most inquisitive language? Will 
ham, Jackson of Rhode Island, Jackson of Virginia, 
Kennedy, Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, 
Kilbourn, King of M arsarhusette; King oi N orth Car- 
olina, Lefferts, Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, = ae ; 
Markell, McCoy, Mckee, Melean, Miller, Mofit, and suspicion are to be scen on the very face of 
Moseley, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Oakley, Pearson, J ` 
Pickering, Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, Pjeasants, Post, Pot- they make their appearance also go to: support 
ter, John Recd, William Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, the same opinions. I consider the introduction 
Rhea of Tennessee, Ridgely, Ringgold, Robertson, | Of these resolutions an attack upon the Executive 
Ruggles, Schureman, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Sheffey, of this nation; and when you have made them 
Sherwood, Smith of New Hampshire, Smith of New | your own, if Iam not mistaken, the world will 
York, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Stan- consider it as made by this House. 

ford, Stockton, Strong, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tall-| Sir, the five resolutions you have had under 
madge, Tannehill, Taylor, Thompson, Troup, Vose, | consideration about a week, appear all to be 
Ward of Massachusetts, Ward of New Jersey, Web- | nearly related in form and spirit, and as you have 
ster, Wheaton, White, Whitehill, Wilcox, Wilson of | adopted the first, the others will follow of course: 
Massachusetts, Wilson of Pennsylv’a, Winter, Wood, | but if they pass, it must be by the votes of those 
Wright, and Yancey. who are moved by motives that shall not influ- 

Nays—Messrs. Bard, Barnett, Brown, Butler, Cald- | ence me; I will not vote for resolutions that I 
well, Clark, Clopton, Conard, Crawford, Dawson, De- | dissapprove, merely to gratify those whom I am 
noyelles, Desha, Evans, Findley, Fisk of New York, | persuaded cannot be conciliated. The fear of be- 
Glasgow, Hyneman, Kershaw, Montgomery, Ormsby, | ing accused of having an intention to suppress 
Parker, Rich, Roane, Sage, Skinner, and ‘Telfair. useful information, will not move me. Conscious 

The second resolution having been read— of the rectitude of my own intentions, I shall give 
. Mr, BUTLER rose, and said, so long as he en- | no vote through fear of accusations founded in 
tained a hope that these resolutions would meet | falsehood. l 
the fate they so richly deserved, he felt willing to | We have been told that the time spent in this 
give a silent vote; but having lost all expectation | debate has not been lost: if it has not been worse 
of a result so desirable, it was proper to render | than lost, it will hereafter give me pleasure to 
some reasons for voting in the negative. acknowledge my own error. 

Sir, said Mr. B., I see no necessity for the in-| Inquiries as necessary as this might be insti- 
formation required, and to call on the President j tuted, one upon the back of another, without end. 
for documents that can be of no use would be im- | Why not call on the President to lay before this 
proper. We may ask for information without | House such information as he may possess in re- 
giving the President the reasons, but we certainly | lation to the powers Mr. Erskine had to make an 
ought to have good reasons ourselves for so doing. p with our Government concerning 


It has not been once intimated, that any act of | the British Ordersin Council? That Minister in 
the Legislature can be founded on the answer ex- | the plainest terms declared that he had full power 
pected; much less that we should now declare | to do what he proposed; his master at home, 
war against France; I therefore can discover no | within three months, in terms equally plain, con- 
profitable use that can be made of any answer in | tradicted him: one might speak truth—both could 
the power of the President to give. not. And why shall we not inquire after the 
It has been said that this inquiry ought to have | fact? The reason is obvious—because it would 
been made by the friends of the Administration; | answer no valuable purpose: but you will give 
but as they have neglected their duty, these reso- | me leave to say, that it would answer as good a 
lutions were introduced to give the President a | purpose as the one now under consideration. 


fair opportunity, by his answer, to remove the sus- Sir, I have been in the habit of viewing every 
picions under which many of the people are la- | man responsible for his own conduct; and this 
boring. in legislation as elsewhere. And although it is 


Sir, if that unfortunate class of the community | the lot of man to err, it is not to be expected that 
had believed the most solemn assertions of the | honest wise men will always be unable to fore- 
President, or even their own sensesin relation to his | see the natural tendency of their own conduct in 
conduct for forty years past, they would not now | the plainest cases. If my conduct is such as can 
be laboring under these painful suspicions. As į produce no other consequences but those that are 
no part of his conduct has laid the foundation for, | bad—and this so plain that every person of sane 
or given any support to these suspicions, nothing | mind must discern it—to what will you ascribe 
that he can do, nothing that he can place on | my improper behaviour? To the want of good 

. paper will remove them. Should the President | motives, or the want of discernment? One or 
give the most satisfactory answer, it would only jį the other must be the cause. I have been taught 
leave his character on the same high ground on | to ascribe no improper motive to any member of 
which it now stands, and therefore would con- j this House. I shall be one of the last to trans- 
tribute nothing to his reputation. Ihave another | gress yonr rules; but they will prevent no one 
reason for voting against the adoption of these! from inquiring after the effects of any measure 
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proposed to the House, or of the tendency of the | 
arguments in support of that measure. 

As to the motives of the honorable gentleman i 
from New Hampshire, who introduced all these! 
resolutions, I shall say nothing; I shall treat with ! 
equal charity all the arguments offered in their 
favor. It is sufficient for me to be fully satisfied 
that they can produce no other consequences than 
those that are to be deeply lamented. According | 
to all the arguments advanced by gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, it would appear that | 
either the Government of France, or that of the! 
United States, is responsible for all the blood and į 
treasure that may be wasted in our war with} 
Great Britain. They might as well say, in plain 
English, that the President and the majority in 
Congress have been the sole cause of the war. It 
is only a circuitous course taken to enforce the 
charge with more effect. Through you all the 
people of the United States may be told this, and | 
much sophistry urged to sapport it. I shall not 
say that the motives were bad; but that the ef- 
fect must be so, is certain. 

So far as they are believed, and have any influ- 
ence, they must engage the people to search for the 
causes of this war, where they are not to be found, 
and where they never did exist. By the resolu- 
tions, and the arguments in their support, Great 
Britain seems to be kept almost out of sight, as 
having little or nothing to do with the causes of 
the war; and if this had been the real design of 
gentlemen, they could scarcely have pursued a 
course better shapen. If an inquiry is to be made 
after the causes of this war, it ought to be this, 
whether ourselves or Great Britain are in the 
wrong: but instead of this, our own Government 
is boldly charged with murder. 

Mr. Sutpxarp.—I wish toexplain,sir. Idid not 
say that the friends of the war were murderers. 
I said I would not enter into the murderous pro- 

ect. 

: Mr. Butier.—I believe I understand the gen- 
tleman. If the project isa murderous one, and 
any person falls in the contest, he is murdered: 
the inquiry then is, who are the murderers ? 

The gentleman does not surely mean to assail 
those who opposed the war; he must have referred 
to our own Government, and those that have sup- 
ported it. And notwithstanding these daring 
charges that have been made or intimated—all 
from the same side of the House where the resolu- 
tions originated—you are told in the same breath, 
that all this is to save the reputation of your 
President. Sir, can any man, or set of men, be 
so mistaken as to the effects of the course they 
pursue ?—but their motives I shall not call in ques- 
tion. 

Bat, sir, no friend to our country will doubt, 
no man of sane mind can refuse his assent to the 
belief, that such arguments will tend directly to 
increase party spirit—inflame the public mind— 
create distrust in the Government—prepare the 
people for civil commotion, with all its concomi- 
tant evils—strengthen the hands of our enemies, 
and weaken the arms of our own Government. 
These are some of the natural consequences of 
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such arguments, as have been advanced in fa- 
vor of your resolutions, so far as they gain credit. 

In the course of this debate, you have -been 
told of the forbearance and benevolence of the 
British in their conduct towards our country, 
since the commencement of the present war. 
Sir, if you will turn your thoughts and eyes upon 
those lonely chimneys of private houses, so recent- 
ly burnt that the bricks are searcely cold, and 
take into view the slaughtered, defenceless wo- 
men and children, together with the plundering 
of private property, both by themselves and spies, 
on the Atlantic and Western frontier, these facts 
will afford but little evidence of their humanity, 
justice, or even honorable warfare. . 

According to the opinion of some gentlemen, 
of very high standing in our country, the moral 
complexion of the British Government has been 
strangely changed for the better within thirty or 
forty years past. Our fathers, then, with GEORGE 
WASHINGTON at their head, considered that Gov- 
ernment as totally depraved, as destitute of all 
political honesty, as altogether unfit to govern any 
people, and much less to be admired as freemen, 
Look at your Declaration of Independence; exam- 
ine your ancient record; and there you will see 
the political character of that Government por- 
trayed in true colors. And let me ask, when was 
that Government regenerated? When have they 
become better? They have stolen many, and 
murdered others, that you were bound to protect; 
and by the hand of savages, with the tomahawk: 
and scalping-kuife, they have slaughtered: your 
defenceless men, women, and children, in time of 
peace. There is no crime of which she is’ not 
guilty. She can smile in your facé, and with 
words smoother than oil, when she has caught 
your eye with her own, aim a dagger at your 
heart. 

To that Government, to that sink of all politi- 
cal, as well as moral depravity, may be traced all 
the causes of this war. Evidence for many years 
past has been given by that Government of inten- 
tions to effect that by art and corruption which 
she could not accomplish by her arms. 

Mr. Speaker, I have paid particular attention 
to the correspondence of that Government with 
our own, for several years past; and feel fully 
persuaded that that Government has assumed to 
itself principles and rights, which, if suffered to 
grow into national law, would leave us in no bet- 
ter circumstances than colonies to that Power. 

Iam not insensible that many sentences and 
much of the reasoning appears to be inconsistent 
with ilself, so much so, that even on this floor it 
seems not to be understood by all: but as all that 
rubbish was only designed to employ the ignorant, 
and give better success to secret emissaries in de- 
ceiving the people of this country; it becomes 
you to remove the whole of it, and look at the 
essence of all she has said, naked and uncovered. 

She tells you that no arrangement can be made 
to prevent your seamen from impressment. 

She does not say that she will; but says noth- 
ing can be done to prevent it; and bas continued 
the practice of stealing them for more than twen- 
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ty years. Sir, in relation to this subject, that 
Government has treated you in the same manner 
that an old bully would the honest simpleton in- 
tended for abuse. According to the law of Moses, 
the man-stealer was to be put to death: if war 
can in any case be justified, it may be your duty 
to put that law in execution so far as you have 
power. 

That Government has not only assumed the 
right to supply her navy with your seamen, when- 
ever it may suit her convenience, and they can 
be found within her power; but she has also as- 
sumed the right to govern your commerce on the 
high seas, in the same manner as though you 
were a colony of that Kingdom. 

Sir, what is the language of that Government 
on this subject? It is this: You may trade in 
any place where our merchandise can be sold; 
and nowhere else. This, sir, is the substance of 
all the lengthy, tedious, labored communications 
of that Government to ours, for several years 
past, on the subject ofcommerce. Andalthough 
she has for several years been practising this sys- 
tem of rapine and piracy, yet we are whiningly 
told she means no such thing. 

The causes of this are too apparent not to be 
seen: but it affords no matter of surprise, that 
you should be told that this war is unnecessary 
and unjust, by gentlemen who are searching for 
its causes in the Government of France or that 
of the United States, where they never will be 
found. Let them turn their eyes to the British 
Government; let them examine the conduct of 
her Ministry ; they will then see that you have 
as just cause for this war, as there ever was for 
any upon earth. 


Sir, after having heard so many charges brought 
against our own Government, it may not be im- 
proper to inquire whether individuals in our coun- 
try may not be, in one degree, chargeable with 
the consequences of this war. And in order to 
this, I will call your attention to two or three no- 
torious facts. Near the commencement of that 
Congress, who afterwards declared war to exist, 
a number of resolutions were introduced, author- 
izing preparations for war. Those resolutions 
were adopted almost unanimously by this House. 
The opinion of the Senate and of the President 
were also known. The faith of this Government 
was now pledged to resist the encroachments of 
Great Britain unless she should abandon the 
ground she has taken, before we were prepared to 
resist her. This ought to have put all contention 
to rest; the benefits that would result to our coun- 
try from union, must be obvious to all. 

But here, sir, you find yourself in open view of 
conduct long to be lamented—conduct that must 
kindle emotions of shame, grief, and anger. You 
were told to your face, that there was no sinceri- 
ty in your words and acts; that all was meant 
only to deceive, delude, and scare. That the 
British had nothing to fear, and our own country 
nothing to hope, from thosein power. That you 
had not the least intention to declare war. That 
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however great. That you could not be kicked 
into a war. 

Sentiments like these were uttered in the pres- 
ence of the British Minister ; in the face of the 
nation; the same was soon heard in the hall of 
the British Parliament. Letters were sent by 
members of your own body, to many parts of our 
own country, disseminating the same sentiments. 
Many editors were also engaged in the same 
work. 

No exertions were wanting. Every nerve was 
strained to divide the people, increase party spirit 
and prepare all for disappointment—to persuade 
Great Britain to believe that you had become too 
senseless to know your rights, and too divided to 
defend them. That this was the course pursued 
by many, for three or four months before the de- 
claration of war, is too notorious to be denied by 
any one in his right mind; and the individuals 
engaged in this work, are also well known in 
every part of our country. Sir, you will now 
permit me to ask you one or two questions. Do 
you not believe that the conduct just mentioned 
was an encouragement to Great Britain to persist 
in her aggressions on your rights? Do you be- 
lieve that Great Britain would have continued 
trampling on your rights if our country had been 
united to a man in the support of our own Gov- 
ernment? Would she have risked a war with 
this country under such circumstances? She 
would not. And for the correctness of this an- 
swer, I appeal to the conscience of every member 
of this House. 

Sir, as but one answer can be given to ques- 
tions so plain, it is left with you and the nation 
to decide who in our own country ought to be 
considered as responsible for the consequences of 
the war in which you are engaged. 

Ihave stated some of my reasons for voting 
against the resolutions before you, and some of 
the objections I have against the arguments ad- 
vanced in their favor. I shall now submit to your 
decision, whatever it may be, when I have placed 
my name where it will forever be pleasing to 
have it standing. Neither am I troubled at the 
thoughts of being in a minority; for, sir, I would 
give my vote in the negative, did I know it would 
stand entircly alone. 


The question was then taken to agree to the 
second resolution, as originally proposed, and 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 137, nays 29, as 
follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Alexander, Archer, Avery, Baylics of 
Massachusetts, Beall, Benson, Bigelow, Bowen, Bow- 
ers, Boyd, Bradbury, Bradley, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Burwell, Calhoun, Caperton, Champion, Chappell, 
Cheves, Cilley, Comstock, Condict, Cooper, Cox, Craw- 
ford, Creighton, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dewey, Duvall, 
Earle, Ely, Forney, Franklin, Gaston, Geddes, Glonin- 
ger, Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griflin, Gros- 
venor, Grundy, Hale, Hanson, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins 
of New York, Howell, Hubbard, Hufty, Humphreys, 
Hungerford, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jackson of R. Island, 
Jackson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of N. York, Kent 


you had become too tame to resent any injury | of Maryland, Kerr, Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, 
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King of N. Carolina, Lefferts, Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, 
Lyle, Macon, Markell, McCoy, McKee, McLean, Mil- 
ler, Moffitt, Moore, Moseley, Nelson, Newton, Oakley, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, Pleasants, 
Post, Potter, John Reed, William Reed, Rea of Penn- 
sylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ridgely, Ringgold, 
Robertson, Ruggles, Schureman, Seybert, Sharp, Shef- 
fey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of N. Hamp- 
shire, Smith of New York, Smith of Pennsylvania, 
Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Stockton, Strong, Stuart, 
Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Tannehill, Taylor, 
Thompson, Troup, Vose, Ward of Massach’ts, Ward 
of N. Jersey, Webster, Wheaton, White, Whitehill, 
Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Wilson of Pennsyl- 
vania, Winter, Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 

Nays—Messtrs. Alston, Anderson, Bard, Barnett, 


Cilley, Comstock, Condict, Cooper, Cox, Creighton, 
Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis. 
of Pennsylvania, Dewey, Duvall, Earle, Ely, Forney, 
Franklin, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Gours 
din, Griffin, Grosvenor, Grundy, Hale, Hanson, Har- 
ris, Hawes, Hopkins of New York, Howell, Hubbard, 
Humphreys, Hungerford, Ingersoll, Jackson of Rhode 
Island, Jackson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of New 
York, Kerr, King of Massachusetts, King of N. Caro- 
lina, Lefferts, Lovett, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, Markell, 
McCoy, McKee, McLean, Miller, Moffit, Moore, Mose- 
ley, Nelson, Newton, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, 
Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, Pleasants, Post, Potter, John 
| Reed, William Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of 

Tennessee, Rich, Ridgely, Ringgold, Robertson, Rug- 
l gles, Schureman, Seybert, Sharp, Sheffey, Sherwood, 


Brown, Butler, Caldwell, Clark, Clopton, Conard, ! Shipherd, Smith of New Hampshire, Smith of New 


Dawson, Denoyelles, Desha, Evans, Findley, Fisk of 


New York, Gholson, Glasgow, Hyneman, Irwin, Ker- 
shaw, McKim, Montgomery, Ormsby, Parker, Roane, 
Savage, Sevier, and Telfair. 

The question was then taken to agree to the 
third resolution, as originally proposed, and was 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 134, nays 30, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Alexander, Archer, Avery, Baylies 
of Massach’ts, Beall, Benson, Bigelow, Bowen, Bow- 
ers, Boyd, Bradbury, Bradley, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Burwell, Caperton, Calhoun, Champion, Chappell, 
Cheves, Cillcy, Comstock, Condict, Cooper, Cox, 
Creighton, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dewey, Duvall, Earle, 
Ely, Forney, Franklin, Gaston, Geddes, Gloninger, 
Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grosvenor, 
Grundy, Hanson, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of N. York, 
Howell, Hubbard, Hufty, Humphreys, Hungerford, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Jackson of Rhode Island, Jackson 
of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of N. York, Kent of Ma- 
tyland, Kerr, Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, King 
of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, 
Lyle, Macon, Markell, McCoy, McKee, McLean, Mil- 
ler, Moffitt, Moore, Moseley, Nelson, Newton, Oakley, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, Pleasants, 
Post, Potter, John Reed, William Reed, Rea of Penn- 


York, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Stan- 
ford, Stockton, Strong, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tall- 
| madge, Taylor, Troup, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, 
| Ward of New Jersey, Webster, Wheaton, White, 
[ Whitehill, Wilcox, Wilson, of Massachusetts, Wilson 
| of Pennsylvania, Winter, Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 
| Naxrs—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Bard, Barnett, 
Brown, Butler, Caldwell, Clark, Clopton, Conard, 
Crawford, Dawson, Denoyelles, Desha, Evans, Find: 
: ley, Fisk of New York, Gholson, Glasgow, Hyneman, 
| Ingham, Irwin, Kershaw, Kilbourn, McKim, Mont- 
gomery, Ormsby, Parker, Roane, Sage, Sevier, Skin- 
ner, Tannehill, and Telfair. 
The fifth resolution being amended by insert- 
ing after the word “ President,” the words “ unless 
the public interest should forbid such a disclo- 
sure,” the question was taken to agree to that res- 
olution, with the said amendment, and also passed 
in the affirmative—yeas 93, nays 68, as follows: 
Yzas—Mesars. Baylies of Massach’ts, Beall, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brig- 
ham, Burwell, Caperton, Calhoun, Champion, Chap- 
: pell, Cheves, Cilley, Condict, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, 
| Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Gas- 
; ton, Geddes, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Gour- 
din, Grosvener, Grundy, Hale, Hall, Hanson, Hopkins 
of New York, Howell, Hubbard, Hungerford, Inger- 


sylvania, Rhea of ‘Tennessee, Rich, Ridgely, Ringgold, | soll, Jackson of Rhode Island, Jackson of Virginia, 
Robertson, Ruggles, Schureman, Seybert, Sharp, Shef- | Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, King of 
fey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of N. Hamp- | Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, Lewis, Lovett, ' 
shire, Smith of New York, Smith of Virginia, Stan- | Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, Markell, McCoy, Miller, Mose- 
ford, Stockton, Strong, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tall- | ley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pickens, Post, Potter, 
madge, Tannehill, Taylor, Thompson, Troup, Vose, ; John Reed, Wm. Reed, Rhea of Tennessee, Ridgely, 
Ward of Massachusetts, Ward of New Jersey, Weh- | Ringgold, Ruggles, Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, 
ster, Wheaton, White, Whitehill, Wilcox, Wilson of | Shipherd, Smith of New Hampshire, Smith of New 
Massachusetts, Wilson of Pennsylv’a, Winter, Wood, | York, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Tallmadge, Taylor, 


Wright, and Yancey. 

Naxs— Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Bard, Barnett, 
Brown, Butler, Caldwell, Clark, Clopton, Conard, 
Crawford, Dawson, Denoyelles, Desha, Evans, Find- 
ley, Fisk of New York, Gholson, Glasgow, Hyneman, 
lrwin, Kershaw, McKim, Montgomery, Ormsby, Par- 
ker, Roane, Sage, Sevier, and ‘Telfair. 

The question was then taken to agree to the 
fourth resolution, as originally proposed, and also 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 125, nays 34, as 
follows : 

Yuas—Messrs. Alexander, Archer, Avery, Baylies 
of Massachusetts, Beall, Benson, Bigelow, Bowen, 
Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, Bradley, Breckenridge, Brig- 
ham, Burwell, Caperton, Champion, Chappell, Cheves, 


Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Ward. of 
New Jersey, Webster, Wheaton, White, Whitehill, 
Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, Wood, 
Wright, and Yancey. 

Naxs—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
| cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Bowen, Brown, Butler, 
! Caldwell, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Craw- 
| ford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, De- 
: noyelles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Evans, Findley, Fisk 
! of New York, Forney, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, 
| Griffin, Harris, Hawes, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ing- 
lam: Irwin, Kennedy, Kershaw, Kilbourn, Lefferts, 
McKee, McKim, Montgomery, Moore, Murfree, Nel- 
son, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Piper, Pleasants, Rea 
of Pennsylvania, Rich, Roane, Robertson, Sage, Sey- 
bert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of 
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Mr. Wesster, and Mr. Raga of Tennessee, | agreed to—75 to 50. 


were appointed a committee to present the said THE WAYS AND MEANS. 
resolutions to the President of the United States. On motion of Mr. Bies, the House resolved 


' On motion of Mr. Raga, of Tennessee, | itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the sev- 
Resolved, That the President of the United } eral bills for laying direct and internal taxes; and, 
States be requested to transmit to this House cop- | on his suggestion, the bill for assessing and lay- 
ies of a Declaration and Orders in Council of the ing a direct tax was first taken up. He explained 
British Government, of the 2ist of April, 1812, | the provisions of the bill, and expressed his regret 
and of a copy of a note from Lord Castlereagh, | at the necessity which had devolved this duty on 
being the same papers alluded to in a letter from | him, viz; the indisposition of the chairman, (Mr. 
Mr. Russell to the Secretary of State, of the 26th | Eppes.) 
of April, 1812. ; , Considerable discussion arose on amendments 
Ordered, That the committee appointed to pre- | proposed to the details of the bill, respecting the 
sent to the President the resolutions herein before arrangement of the districts, &c. 
mentioned, do also present the last resolution The Committee rose at the usual hour of 
aforesaid to the President. ` | adjournment, reported progress on the bill, and 
NORTHWESTERN FRONTIER. obtained leave to sit again. 
Mr. Kicpourn offered for consideration the 
following resolution: Wepnespay, June 23. 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire A message from the Senate informed the House 


whether any, and if any what, provision ought to be | that the Senate have passed a bill to amend the 
made for the more effectual and economical protection | aot entitled “An act to provide for calling forth 
3 d 


ofthe Northwestern frontier against the incursions of the militia to execute the laws of the Union, sup- 


savages and other enemics, by granting donations of DEO z h : 

land to actual settlers on land adjoining the Northern | press eeno ane A ARa and to. 
and Western boundary of the State of Ohio, and of the | repeal the act now In force for those purposes ; 
Territories of Indiana and Illinois. in which they desire the concurrence of this 


Mr. Fisk moved to amend the resolution, so as Honse. ype : 
: y The said bill was read twice, and referred to 


to refer the subject to the Military Committee ; the Committee on Military Affairs 


when (it being late) a motion was made to ad-; Mr, Trour, from the Committee on Military 
ourn, and carried—9d1 to 46. : 3 : 
J ) Affairs, reported a bill supplementary to the act, 
| entitled “An act for the better regulation of the 
ordnance ;” which was read twice, and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole on Monday 
next. 

Mr. Troop, from the same committee, also re- 


che ei ; ; ; ted a bill supplementary to the actin addition 
Barbarick and sundry inhabitants of Herkimer | POF upp y : ae 
a y to the act, entitled “An act to raise an additional 


county, in the State of New York, praying that ! °°... » : : 

the said Barbarick may receive a support from | Military force ;” which was read twice, and com- 

the public, in consideration of four of his sons | mitted toa Committee of tae Whole House on 

and three of his sons-in-law having enlisted as|™Movday next. vedas he 

soldiers in the Army; which was ordered to be! ‘The House again resolved itself into a Com- 

referred to a select committee.—Mr. Miter, Mr. | mittee of the Whole, on the several bills laying 

: taxes. 

Taytor, and Mr. SKINNER, were appointed the : ; y 

said committee. y PP The direct tax bill was further discussed and 
Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military | einer ; hich ; ; : 

Affairs, reported a bill to continue in force, for a į he question which excited most discussion 

limited time, certain acts, authoriziug corps of | was a proposition to strike out the apportionment 

rangers, and for the protection of the frontier of | Of the direct taxes among the several counties in 

the United States, and making appropriations for ; the States, as fixed by the bill, with a view to the 

the same; which was read twice, and committed | 4PPpolntment of assessors for the purpose of such 

to a Committee of the Whole on Friday next. į 2Pportionment in each State. The Committee 
An engrossed bill to reward the officers and crew | Tose Without deciding on the proposition. 

of the sloop of war Hornet was read the third ! CONTESTED ELECTION. 


+ ows l p e e 
ume ue passed. wee Se Ries ee I Mr. Fisk of New York offered for considera- 
he House resumed the consideration ot the: tion the following resolutions: 


resolution yesterday moved by Mr. Kituourn, for Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be in- 
appointing a committee to inquire into the expe- : structed to inquire whether John M. Bowers, returned 


diency of providing for a more efficient and eco- : as a member from the State of New York, is entitled 
nomical defence of the Northwestern frontier, by Í to a seat in this House. 


granting donations of land to actual settlers ad- | Resolved, That the same committee be instructed 
Joining that frontier. The resolution having been | to inquire whether Isaac Williams, jr., is not entitled 


Tuurspay, June 22. 
Another member, to wit: Wiiutram M. Ric- 
ARDSON, appeared, was qualified, and took his seat. į 
Mr. MILLER presented a petition of Theophilus į 
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to a seat in this House in the place of said John M. 
Bowers. 

Mr. F. said he had before him, and would sub- 
mit with the resolution, a certified copy of the 
return of votes given in at the late election in the 
15th district of the State of New York, by which 
it appears that John M. Bowers and Isaac Wil- 
liams, jr. were the two candidates. The whole 
number of votes given in was 8,917; of which 
there were for “Isaac Williams, jr.” 4,129; for 
“Tsaac Williams” 431 ; for “J. M. Bowers” 4,287 
votes, and for “J. Bowers” seventy. By which 
statement it appears that if Isaac Williams, jr. 
had‘received the votes given to Isaac Williams, he 
‘would have had a majority of 203 votes over Mr. 
‘Bowers; even allowing to the latter the votes to 
‘have been given for him, in which a part of his 
Tame was omitted. The canvassers of votes 
have not judicial powers, and they gave a certifi- 
cate that the highest number of votes was for 
such a name. In the State of New York, when 
a difficulty of this kigd occurred, although the 
canvasscrs could not settle the question, the Le- 
gislature always settled it on investigation ; be- 
cause the mode of nominating candidates in New 
York left no doubt as to the identity of the per- 
son intended to be voted for. In several towns 
Mr. F. named, as many as 96, 135, 99, 91 votes had 
been given for Isaac Williams and none for Isaac 
Williams, jr. It could not be doubted that all 
these votes were intended for Isaac Williams, jr. 


Mr. Grosvenor expressed his surprise at this 
mode of bringing the election in question before 
the House. If the opposing candidate, knowing 
the facts, had not thought proper to come forward 
and contest the election, he was surprised that 
any one else should. Mr. G. wished the resolu- 
tions to lie on the table till to-morrow. 

Mr. Fisk said he never before had heard that 
the inability or neglect of any candidate to come 
forward and contest an eleetion in which he was 
concerned, precluded any member of this House 
from doing it. Mr. F. had no particular objec- 
tion to the resolutions lying on the table till to- 
morrow. 


"Mr. Grosvenor said that he had always con- 
sidered it the bounden duty of the Committee of 
Elections to inquire into the validity of the title 
of each ‘member to a seat in the House; but he 
believed there was no example of this House en- 
tering of its own accord, without petition or re- 
monstrance, into a scrutiny whether or not the 
sitting member had the greatest number of votes. 
He would not at this moment enter into a detail 
of the consequences which would certainly re- 
sult from such a course as that proposed to be 
pursued. 

Mr. Pirgin and Mr. Hopxins opposed the re- 
solve, on account of the novelty of the*course, 
and Mr. Nexson took the opposite side. 

Mr. Fisx said that the novelty of the course 
was no argument against it. He had produced 
evidence to support the motion; and he did not 
see why it should not be allowed the same force 
as if presented by a petitioner. 


The motion to lay the resolves on the table 
was negatived, 82 to 80. 

Mr. Grosvenor rose to propose an amendment, 
He said, by the laws of New York, it was required 
that the inspectors of the polls should not open 
the boxes until the close of the poll on the third 
day. He had seen an affidavit, that, at one of the 
elections in a Congressional district, the polls had 
been opened on the second day, giving a full op- 
portunity for fraud, though he could not say that 
the opportunity had been seized by either party. 
The affidavits he would take upon himself to fur- 
nish to the Committee of Elections as the foun- 
dation of this motion. If this procedure should 
be illegal, it would affect the election of the gen- 
tleman returned from that district. He was un- 
friendly to the present mode of -proceeding; but 
if commenced, it ought to extend to all cases. 
He, therefore, moved to insert in the first resolve, 
after “ John M. Bowers,” the names of John Lef- 
ferts and Ebenezer Sage. 

Some further conversation took place on this 
subject between Messrs Prrxin, Fisk, and Gros- 
VENOR, as to the similarity of the two cases, &c. 

Mr. PITKIN again moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; which was supported by Mr. Gas- 
TON and opposed by Mr. RHEA. . 

The motion prevailed, 78 to 77. 


Tuurspay, June 24. 


The House resolved itself.into a Committee 
of the Whole on the tax bills. 

.The direct tax bill being still under considera- 
tion, considerable further discussion took ‘place 
thereon ; but the Committee rose without having 
gone through it, and had leave to sit again. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Pickens to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
furthér consideration of said bill, and recommit 
it to the Committee of Ways and Means, which 
motion was negatived. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. Fisx of New York called up the resolu- 
tions he yesterday submitted, directing the Gom- 
mittee of Elections to inquire into the title of Mr. 
Bowers, of New York, to his seat in this House. 

A motion was made to postpone the further 
consideration of this motion indefinitely. 

On this motion a discussion took place, in 
which Messrs. GROSVENOR, SHIPHERD, Benson, 
Pirxin, and Gaston advocated the postpone- 
ment, and Messrs. Fisk, Ausron, and BURWELL 
opposed it. : 

The principal, nay, the only point really in 
controversy on this discussion was, whether it 
ought to be permitted to any member, on his own 
mere motion, to institute inquiries into the validity 
of the titles of other members to their seats. On 
the one hand, it was contended that such a course 
was contrary to all precedent; that it would 
prove vexatious to the sitting members, whose 
elections ought to be presumed unquestionable, 
until questioned by petition, on which foundation 
alone ought inquiry to be instituted; that a con- 
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trary course would open wide the door. to impo- 
sition and fraud. On the other hand, it was con- 
tended that it was not only the right, but the duty 
of every member to inquire into and contest the 
validity of any election of which he has a cause 
to doubt; that the inability, apathy, or sickness of 
an unsuccessful candidate, ought not to be suffer- 
ed to preclude inquiry iato an election, on the 
face of which it was at lcast questionable whether 
or notit was legal. Mr. Gaston, who advocated 
the postponement, admitted the competency of 
any member, or of the House, to institute an in- 
quiry in this case, but contended that it was in- 
expedient to resort to it, unless in extreme cases. 

Some discussion also took place relative to the 
evidence and grounds on which the motion for 
inquiry was made, &c.; and other incidental re- 
marks were made, not bearing on the decision of 
the principle in question. 

The question of indefinite postponement was 
decided by yeas and nays. For the motion 65, 
against it 98, as follows: 

‘Yzas-—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Davenport, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Duvall, Ely, Gaston, 
Geddes, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hale, Hopkins of 
New York, Howell, Hufty, Jackson of Rhode Island, 
Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, 
Markell, Miller, Moffitt, Montgomery, Moseley, Lov- 
ett, Nelson, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, 
Potter, John Reed, William Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, 
Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of 
New York, Stockton, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, 
Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, 
Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, 
Winter, and Wood. 

Nars—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brad- 
ley, Brown, Burwell, Butter, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chap- 
pell, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Condiet, Co- 
nard, Crawford, Creighton, Culpeper, Davis of Penn., 
Denoyelles, Desha, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of 
Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Frank- 
lin, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, 
Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, 
Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jackson of Virginia, 
Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, 
McCoy, McKee, McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, 
Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Rich- 
ardson, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sevier, 
Seybert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Penn., Smith of 
Virginia, Stanford, Stuart, Tannehill, Taylor, ‘Telfair, 
Troup, Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of 
Pennsylvania, Wright and Yancey. 

A motion was made to lay the resolution on 
the table, and negatived. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Gros- 
YENOR’S motion, to incorporate the names of John 
Lefferts and Ebenezer Sage, and decided in the 
negative.—For the amendment 70, against it 84, 
as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bowen, Boyd, Bradbury, Bradley, Brecken- 
tidge, Brigham, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Clark, 
Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massa- 


chusetts, Dewey, Ely, Farrow, Findley, Gaston, Ged- 
des, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hale, Harris, Hopkins 
of New York, Howell, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent 
of New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, 
Markell, McKee, Miller, Moffitt, Montgomery, Oakley, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, John Reed, Wiiliam 
Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, Seybert, Shelley, 
Sherwood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of New York, 
Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tall- 
madge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, 
Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, and Wilson of 
Massachusetts. i 
Naxys—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Brown, Burwell, But- 
ler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Cheves, Clopton, Comstock, 
Conard, Crawford, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, 
Desha, Duvall, Evans, Fisk of New York, Forney, 
Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gour- 
din, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Hawes, Hubbard, Hum- 
phreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson 
of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Ker- 
shaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, Lowndes, 
Lyle, McCoy, McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, Nel- 
son, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickins, Piper, Pleas- 
ants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, 
Richardson, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Se- 
vier, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, 
Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Ward of New Jer- 
sey, Whitehill, Wilson of Penn., Winter, Wright, and 


Yancey. . : 

The question was then stated on the first reso- 
lution, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be in- 
structed to inquire whether John M. Bowers, a sitting 
member from the State of New York, is entitled to a 
seat in this House.” 

Mr. Benson then moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by adding thereto, words to the following 
effect: “and, that the committee be instructed 
‘not to suffer any person to appear before them, 
‘as entitled to question said election, but Isaac 
‘Williams, junior, in person, or by his agent, duly 
é constituted.” This motion was negatived with- 
out a division. ` 

The question on the adoption of the first reso- 
lution was then decided in the affirmative— 
ayes 91. 

The question was then stated on the second 
resolution, in the following words: 

“ Resolved, That the same committee be instructed 
to inquire whether Isaac Wiliams, junior, be not en- 
titled to a seat in this House, instead of said John M. 
Bowers.” 

Mr. BrapLeEY moved to amend the resolution 
so as to make the inquiry whether any, and if 
any what, person is entitled to the seat now oc- 
cupied by Mr. Bowers.” 

This modification was adopted by Mr. Fiax, as 
part of his motion. 

Mr. Gastow opposed the passage of this reso- 
lution as unnecessary and irregular; as being too 
much like advertising for some person to claim 
the seat now occupied by Mr. Bowens. 

To this, Mr. AusTon replied that the course 
was regular, and was the practice of every day in 
eases of contested elections. 

The question on the passage of the second res- 
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olution was then decided in the affirmative—yeas 
89. nays 66 as follows: l 

Yzas—Messrs.. Alexander, Algton, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brad- 
ley, Brown, Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chap- 
pell, Cheves, Clopton,. Comstock, Condict, Conard, 
Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Deno- 
yelles, Desha, Farrow, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New 
York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, 
Goodwin, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, 
Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, 
Ingham, Irwin. Jackson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent 
of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North 
Carolina, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKim, McLean, 
Montgomery, Moore, Murfree, Newton, Parker, Pick- 
ens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of 
Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Sevier, 
Seybert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith 
of Virginia, Strong, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Ward 
of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
Wright, and Yancey. 

Nays——Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Clark, Cooper, Cox, Cul- 
peper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, 
Duvall, Ely, Gaston, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hale, 
Hopkins of New York, Howell, Hufty, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of Massachu- 
setts, Lewis, Lovett, McKee, Miller, Moffit, Markell, 
Nelson, Oakley, Ormsby, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, 
Post, Potter, John Reed, William Reed, Ridgely, Rug- 
gles, Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith 
of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, 
Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Mas- 
sachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, Wilson of 
Massachusetts, and Winter. 


Á 


Frıpay, June 25. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “ for the relief 
of infirm, disabled, and superannuated officers and 
soldiers of the late and of the present army of the 
United States,” in which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 

Mr. Dawson reported a bill to improve the 
ground -around the Capitol, in the city of Wash- 
Ington; twice read and committed. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the several tax bills. 
Further discussion took place on the details of 
the direct tax bill. The discussion to-day prin- 
cipally involved the question of the mode of ap- 
portioning the direct tax: whether, as proposed 
by the bill, the amount of direct tax to be paid by 
each county should be arbitrarily fixed, or whe- 
ther the operation of the system should be delay- 
ed by a new valuation and assessment, which 
would apportion the taxes more equitably. An 
amendment going to change this feature of the 
bill was proposed, discussed, and negatived. 

The Committee rose at the usual hour of ad- 
journment, and the House adjourned. 


Saturpay, June 26. 
Another member, to wit: from Kentucky, Sam- 
veL Hopkins appeared, produced his credentials, 
was qualified, and took his seat. 


Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill, freeing from postage ali 
letters and. packets to and from the Superintend- 
ent General of Military Supplies; which was 
read twice, and ordered to be engrossed, and read 
the third time to-day. . 

Mr. McKim, after stating two cases of severe 
wounds, by the bursting of a cannon on board a 
private armed vessel, for which cases the existing 
law provided no relief by pensions, as the wounds 
were not received in actual conflict with the ene- 
my, moved the following resolution; which was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
instructed to inquire whether any, and, if any, what 
amendments are necessary to the act regulating pen- 
sions to persons on board private armed vessels. 

The bill from the Senate, “ for the relief of in- 
firm, disabled, and superannuated officers and sol- 
diers of the late and of the present army of the 
United States,” was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. Humpureys offered for consideration the 
following resolution, the object of which he ex- 
plained by appropriate remarks; and also stated 
that it was founded on a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Tennessee, instructing, its Senators and 
Representatives on this head : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire whether any, and, if any, what 
provision is necessary to be made to enable the claim- 
ants of land within the Congressional reservation, and 
to which the Indian title has not been extinguished, 
within the limits of the State of Tennessee, to re-mark 
the lines and perpetuate testimony as to the bounda- 
ries of their respective tracts; and that they report by 
bill or otherwise. i 


NAVY ON THE UPPER LAKES. 


Mr. WiıLson rose to offer a resolution on the 
subject of our naval establishment on the Upper 
Lakes, introductory to which he submitted a few 
explanatory remarks. He believed it to be usual 
and proper to originate in one of the Houses of 
Congress, whatever relates to the establishment, 
augmentation, preservation, or reduction of the 
navy. That branch of it, said he, which is des- 
tined exclusively for the interior waters, being 
but recently commenced and still incomplete, 
would naturally seem to claim peculiar attention. 
In the operations of a war upon a line of the ene» 
my, extending from Quebec to Chicago, more 
than fifteen hundred miles, by waters navigable 
from his great naval and military seaport, and 
extending to the rendezvous of another enemy 
still more formidable while possessed of such am- 
ple means of protection, support, and supply, the 
indispensable importance to us of a naval force 
is evident, and accordingly has been duly appre- 
ciated by all branches of this Government. A 
large sum has been appropriated by the Legisla- 
ture, and great energy has been exerted under the 
direction of the Executive to establish such a 
force. Whatever imperfections may have ap- 
peared in the plan or execution, I am persuaded 
are purely such as are common to all experi- 
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season. Such a harbor, said he, is highly neces- 
sary during the Summer season, and would, I be- 
lieve, nearly double the effect and usefulness of 
the public shipping ; but, waiving any remarks on 
this point at present, I do believe that, for the 
stormy months in the Autumn, for the preserva- 
tion of the vessels through the Winter, and, above 
all, to insure their seasonable operation the next 
Spring, it is indispensably necessary to select a 
harbor on the south shore of Lake Erie; and: as 
the harbor of Presque Isle is spacious and secure, 
and situated immediately upon the most direct 
and commodious, if not the only practicable route 
of the necessary communication with the exten- 
sive naval, military, and provision stores, which 
may be produced and collected at Pittsburg, I 
have little doubt but that this, amongst all the 
harbors on the south shore, will for the present be 
found most, if not the only one suitable. If Iam 
correct in this, and I have no doubt of it, sir, it 
will then become indispensably necessary to cut 
a ship channel through the sand bar which now 
impedes the entrance of this basin. For such an 
object there is no existing provision by law, and 
if it is not commenced seasonably, however ne- 
‘cessary it may be found, it cannot be done this 
season. Mr. W., after some further remarks, sub- 
mitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Naval Estab- 
lishment be instructed to inquire whether any, and, if 
any, what further provision, by law, is necessary for 
completing, securing against storms or enemies, or for 
giving full cffect to the naval force of the United States 
on the Upper Lakes, whether by establishing a dock- 
yard, selecting, and, if necessary, improving a conve- 
nient and safe winter harbor, or by any other measure, 
and to report thereon to this House. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House again resolved itselfinto a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, on the bill for theassessment and 
collection of direct taxes and internal duties ; and, 
‘after some time spent therein, the bill was report- 
ed, with several amendments ; which were again 
‘read, and, except one in the thirty-first section, 
concurred in by the House; which said amend- 
ment in the thirty-first section was disagreed to 
by the House. 


The bill was then further amended at the 
Clerk’s table; when a motion was made by Mr. 
Monrcomery to strike out the fifteenth section 
of the said bill, as follows: 


Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That immedi- 
ately after hearing appeals, the principal assessors res- 
pectively shall make out lists containing the sums pay- 
able according to the assessments aforesaid, and ac- 
cording to the provisions of this act, upon every object 
of taxation within their respective districts, so as to 
raise upon each county or State district contained with- 
in the collection districts established by this act, for 
which they are respectively appointed, the quota of the 
direct tax laid by the United States, which shall have 


the name of each person residing within the collection 
district liable to pay the direct tax, or of the person re- 
siding within the said district, and having the care or 
superintendence of property lying within the said dis- 
trict, which is liable to the payment of said tax, where 
such person or persons are known, together with the 
sum payable by each person'or persons aforesaid, on 
account of the said direct tax as aforesaid. And whero 
there is any property within any collection district lia- 
ble to the payment of the direct tax, not owned or oc- 
cupied by, or under, the superintendence of any person 
resident therein, there shall be a separate list of such 
property, the sums payable, and the names of the res- 
pective proprietors, where known. 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following new 
sections; 

Sze. 15. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed by ——, in each State, Territory, 
and district, an officer, to be styled the Supervisor of 
the Revenue, who, previous to his entering upon the 
duties enjoined him by this act, shall execute bond to 
the United States, in the penalty of ——, with one or 
more sureties, to be approved of by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, conditioned for the faithful discharge of 
the duties of his office as specified in this:act,.and shall 
take an oath, before some officer legally authorized: to 
administer the same, that he will faithfully and impar- 
tially execute the duties of his office; and shall forth- 
with transmit to the Secretary of the Treasury, a cer- 
tificate of such oath, to be by him preserved. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the sev- 
eral principal assessors, appointed under the authority 
of this act, shall, within ten days after the expiration 
of the time allowed for taking appeals, and correcting 
the assessments contemplated, by actual calculation, 
ascertain the amount of the value of property assessed 
for taxation in each county in his collection district, 
and shall make out, sign, and record, a fair certificato 
thereof, in which he shall specify, distinctly, the amount 
as aforesaid in each county. 

Sre. 17.-And be it further enacted, That the Su- 
pervisor of the Revenue shall, within thirty days after 
the time allowed the principal assessors to ascertain 
the amount of property assessed -for taxation in each 
city or county, demand and receive, from the: said 
principal assessors, respectively, a certificate of the 
amount of the value of property assessed for taxation 
in each county; and shall, within ten days thereafter, 
ascertain, by the principles of direct proportion, the 
quota of each county of any direct tax imposed by any 
law of the United States; and shall also ascertain 
what per centum on the amount of the property as- 
sessed in each county will give the quota of the county ; 
and having ascertained the quota of each county, and 
the per centum necessary to make such quota, it shall 
be his duty, within the time aforesaid, to make out, 
sign, and record, a fair certificate of the quota of each 
county in every collection district, and the per centum 
necessary to make such quota, making as many certi- 
ficates as there are collection districts in his State, 
Territory, or district; one copy of which certificate, in 
due form certified, shall, within twenty days, be trans- 
mitted to the principal assessors, respectively, and 
another within thirty days, by the post, to the Com- 
missioner of the Revenue, in Washington City. 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the prin- 
cipal assessor in each collection district, within thirty 
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days after the receipt of the certificate ‘of the Super- 
visor of the Revenue, as to the amount of property 
assessed and the per centum necessary to make the 
same in each county, shall make out a fair list of the 
persons in each county liable to the payment of taxes, 
the species of property assessed to them respectively, 
at the end of which. he shall add a certificate of the 
quota of the county and the per centum necessary to 
make such a quota, and, within. the time aforesaid, de- 
liver, to the collector of his collection district, the said 
list and certificate, taking from the collector a receipt 
specifying the total amount of taxes to be collected, the 
quota ofeach county, the amount of property assessed 
in the county, and the per centum thereon necessary 
to give the quota; a copy of which receipt he shall 
forthwith transmit, by post, to the Commissioner of 
the Revenue, at Washington; and which copy, the 
original, or any copy thereof, shall be complete evi- 
dence in any suit or action against the collector of the 
revenue or his deputy. 

Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That the prin- 
cipal collector, by himself or his deputies, shall, within 
days after the receipt of the list of persons and 
property subject to taxation as hereinbefore directed, 
collect from cach person subject to taxation, the sum 
due from such person, according to the per centum 
certified to be necessary to make the quota of the 
county, by the supervisor of the revenue, and shall, 
upon payment, in all cases where it may be done, ex- 
ecute to the person so paying, a receipt therefor, spe- 
cifying the sum paid, the species of property paid for, 
and the per centum collected thereon. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the prin- 
cipal assessor in each collection district shal) keep a 
durable record book, in which he shall enter all trans- 
fers of property assessed for taxation, under the au- 
thority of any law of the United States, specifying the 
species and value of such property, from whom and to 
whom transferred; and the said assessors shall attend 
each of the court-houses in their respective districts on 
some court day in the months of October, November, 
or December, with the book aforesaid, for the purpose 
of entering transfers as aforesaid, having given two 
months’ notice of the time of attendance in some news- 
paper of the State, Territory, or district, within which 
he resides; and the said assessors, respectively, shall, 
annually, on the fifteenth day of January, transmit to 
the principal collector of his district, a certified list of 
such transferred property, and the said certified list of 
property transferred shall govern the collector and his 
deputies, in the same manner as the original list fur- 
nished by the assessor, exempting the vender and 
charging the yendee; and the said assessors, for enter- 
ing such transfer of taxable property, and all services 
incident thereto, may, in each case, demand and re- 
ceive the sum of cents, to be paid by the person 
to whom the property is transferred. 

On this motion, Mr. Monrcomery addressed 
the House nearly as follows: 

Mr. Chairman: Before I enter into a compari- 
son of the amendment proposed with the original, 
I deem it proper to remark that I design to bring 
into view not only the bill now under considera- 
tion, but also the bill for laying a direct tax on 
the people of the United States. { believe this 
will be correct, as the whole has generally been 
considered and spoken of as one entire system, 
and as the bearing of the amendment will there- 
by be the better understood. 

13th Coy. Ist Szss.—11 


Sir, I am as deeply impressed with the neces- 
sity of adopting some system of internal taxation 
as any member of this House; I believe the fate 
of this nation rests upon it; without it publie 
credit will sink, and the energies of the nation be 
paralyzed and disordered. Bat, sir, with the ne- 
cessity, I am strongly impressed with the import- 
ance of so modifying the system as that it may 
operate justly upon the different portions of the 
States respectively; that it may not be in the 
power of whole counties of sections of a State to 
say in truth, that we are unjustly burdened in 
comparison with our fellow-citizens, Under these 
impressions, and with the most firm belief that 
the bill under consideration, taken in connexion 
with the bill laying a direct tax on the United 
States, as they now stand, will operate unjustly 
on many portions of our commou country unless 
the amendment which I have proposed, or one 
similar thereto, is adopted—I say, sir, the injust- 
ice will be gross and flagrant, throwing on par- 
ticular counties and sections of the country a 
much larger portion of the public burdens than, 
according to the principles of justice, they ought 
to bear. 

That the people ought to contribute in a just 
Proportion to their wealth, for the support of the 
Government, according to the specie standard, is 
a proposition having on my mind something hke 
the force of a mathematical axiom; it is most 
i certainly true in theory, but L will admit that 
| precise and exact justice is not to be attained in 
reference to the subject of taxation: but this ad- 
mission will not go to prove, that because we 
cannot come at complete and exact justice under 
a correct principle of taxation, that we ought to 
abandon all just theory and resort to principles 
in themselves unjust and absurd. As well might 
it be contended that because inaccuracies will 
arise in the admeasurement of land under those 
mathematical principles applicable to the art of 
surveying, from the unevenness of ground, mis- 
takes of chainmen, and the wrong use of instru- 
ments, that we ought to abandon the art, al- 
though perfectly true in theory and producing 
nearly a just result, and resort to guessing. 

Let us now test the bill under consideration 
with the bill laying a direct tax and apportion- 
ing the same among the several States and coun- 
ties, by the principle which I have stated. The 
direct tax bill not only assigns to each State its 
quota, but it goes on to assign to the several 
counties in each State respectively their quota 
or portion of the State’s quota. In doing this the 
Committee of Ways and Mcans have proceeded 
upon two district principles; the one the princi- 
ple of taxation according to certain of the State 
revenue laws, applicable to States where revenue 
is paid into the State Treasury for State pur- 
poses, taking the amount so paid by each county 
as the data of the present apportionment, and 
making the quota of each county bear the same 
proportion to the State’s quota of the direct tax 
as the tax of such county bears to the whole 
revenue of the State; the other, a principle drawn 
from a comparison of the valuations of the year 
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are unjust; that the main principle of them is 
taxation by quantity and numbers, without re- 
gard to the specie value. In the State of Ken- 
tucky the revenue law divides the lands for tax- 
ation into three rates, first, second. and third, 
according to the fertility of the soil of the greater 
part of each tract; and each hundred acres of the 
same rate pays the same amount of tax, be the 
specie value what it may; no regard is had to 
the increased value arising from contiguity to 
commercial towns, highways, or navigable wa- 
ters. Itisa truth, in relation to that State, that 
lands in some sections bear to others the propor- 
tion of three to one in specie value, and yet the 
same tax is paid under the State revenue law. 
The revenue law of that State is obviously un- 
just, and as the apportionment of the direct tax 
among the several counties is bottomed on that 
law as data, or the criterion of apportionment, it 
must be also unjust. The principle as applied to 
Virginia, I believe, is at least as exceptionable: 
according to the revenue laws of that State, some 
twenty or thirty years past, the lands were divided 
into four classes; the lands bounding on the tide 
waters were placed in this first class and made to 
pay the highest taxes; the region adjacent in the 
second class, extending to the Blue Ridge; the 
third class between the Blue Ridge and the 
Alleghany; and the fourth beyond the Alleghany, 
and the tax made to decrease in an arbitrary pro- 
portion as the class receded from the first. To 
my mind this system of taxation is grossly unjust: 
first, because it regards not the enhanced value 
arising from convenience to great leading roads, 
navigable rivers, and fertility of soil; and sec- 
ondly, because it regards not the changes in spe- 
cie value produced by the progress of population 
and cultivation. The Virginia system is unjust 
in itself, and the apportionment among the sev- 
eral counties of that State dependent upon it 
must be unjust. But if the apportionment among 
the counties of Kentucky and Virginia, dependent 
upon the revenue laws of those States, are ex- 
ceptionable for their injustice—in those States 
wheresomething has been done for the purpose of 
advancing towards the specie value—what shall 
we say of North Carolina and Tennessee? In the 
States last mentioned, according to the revenue 
laws every hundred acres of land pays the same 
tax; it is perfectly taxation according to quantity 


counties may be selected the lands of which, upon 
an average valuation, compared with others upon 
the like valuation, would bear the proportion of 
five to one. 


In North Carolina I know not that 
the disproportion is so extremely great, but have 


no doubt from the nature of things that it must be 
great. An apportionment bottomed upon the 


revenue laws of the States last mentioned, must 
strike every person as being monstrously unjust. 
With respect to the other States to which the 
principle under consideration has been applied, I 
will say nothing, but have no doubt it will oper- 
ate unjustly. There is one consideration in re- 
Jation to this principle which ought not to escape 
notice, it is that the injustice of the apportion- 
ment depending upon the injustice of the State 
revenue laws is increased in the proportion that 
the State’s quota is greater than the revenue 
raised under the State laws, which in some of 
the States is nearly as three to one. 

With respect to those States where the princi- 
ple of apportionment has been drawn from a 
comparison of the assessments of 1799, with the 
population of 1800 and 1810, in which it is as- 
sumed as true that population and wealth, since 
the year 1800, have increased in the same ratio, 
I will say but little, not being intimately ac- 
quainted with the internal situation of those 
States to which it has been applied; but I cannot 
refrain from remarking that { view it as a very 
fallacious standard. Flow often does it happen 
in the settling of new counties that there is a 
great and sudden increase of population in par- 
ticular districts, by emigrations from others, with- 
outa correspondent increase of wealth? This, 
I believe, may have very probably happened in 
the frontier parts of New York and Pennsylvania 
in the time between 1800 and 1810. I knoow such 
an increase has taken place in Kentucky as would 
have rendered it monstrously, cruelly unjust, to 
have applied the principle to many of the coun- 
ties there. I cannot hesitate to conclude, that in 
many of the States the principle will operate 
unjustly; it is in truth but guessing at the sum to 
be raised on each county, for no man can know 
that it is anything like a correct standard. 

Sir, the want of uniformity in the principle 
by which the apportionments have been made, is 
to my mind of itself a ground of objection to the 
system in its present form; it is certainly desira- 
ble that a single principle which would probably 
produce a just result in its operation upon our 
wide extended country should be applied; we 
could not then be charged with partiality or a 
disregard to the interests of any portion. Local 
dissensions would be prevented. 

Another objection to the system in its present 
[form is the repugnance of the parts. The bill 
for the assessment and collection of direct taxes, 
contains in express terms the principle, that all 
direct taxes shall be assessed upon the value of 
lands, houses, lots of ground with their improve- 
ments, and slaves—the very principle I have con- 
tended for; and the bill laying a direct tax makes 
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an arbitrary and unjust apportionment among the 
several counties in each State, without regard to 
the value of the property upon which it is laid. 

_ Having offered my remarks to show the in- 
justice, want of uniformity, and repugnence of 
the system in its present form, I will proceed to 
show the effect of the amendment which I have 
proposed. 

The amendment proposes to proceed upon the 
principle of taxation according to the specie 
value, and defers the apportionment among the 
respective counties in each State until the valua- 
tions are made; it provides for the appointment 
of an officer, whose duty. it shall be to collect all 
the valuations in his State, and ascertain, as a 
mere matter of arithmetical calculation, the quota 
of the several counties, and the per centum ne- 
cessary to be collected to make such quota; it 
contains several other provisions deemed by me 
necessary to carry the main principle into com- 
plete operation; and provides for cases of trans- 
ferred property. I will not say that exact justice 
will in all cases be done; I believe that some in- 
justice may be done by the frauds of assessors, 
but not to be drawn into comparison with the 
monstrous injustice of the present apportion- 
ments. The amendment in its main principle 
I know to be theoretically just, and that it har- 
monizes with an important principle of the bill 
already stated, and which has formed the basis 
ot my reasoning: the details I am not anxious 
about; gentlemen may change them, probably 
for better. 

That objections may be stated against the 
amendment which I have proposed, I have no 
doubt; Ihave heard some, but will not now an- 
ticipate and meet them. If the amendment pro- 
posed is adopted, the fifteenth and sixteenth sec- 
tions of the bill for the assessment and collection 
of direct taxes will be stricken out, and also all 
the sections of the bill laying a direct tax, which 
apportions the same among the several counties 
in each State. 

Mr. Monraomery subsequently spoke in reply 
to observations of other gentlemen, nearly as 
follows: 

Mr. Chairman— When I opened the discussion 
on the amendment under consideration I endeav- 
ored, by all the arguments which presented them- 
selves to my mind, to evince the injustice of the 
system of taxation, so far as regards the apportion- 
ment of the direct tax: in this I have been much 
aided by several gentlemen from Virginia, who 
have, by reference to several counties, shown the 
injustice of its operation; and by a gentleman 
from New Ilampshire, showing that a single 
county in that State will, according to the ap- 
portionment, pay seven thousand dollars or there- 
abouts more than its just portion; and by a gen- 
tleman from New York, who has shown that the 
city and county of New York will pay from sev- 
enty to eighty thousand dollars more than its 
just proportion of the State’s quota. 

Still further to expose the injustice and absur- 
dity of the system, I will examine the subject in 
reference to the valuation of houses in Kentucky 


and some of the other States. In the States of 
Kentucky, Ohio, Tennessee, North Carolina, and, 
in short, I believe in nearly the whole of the 
States, houses are not taxed under the revenue 
law; in the system which we propose to adopt 
houses are to be valued and taxed. The just ope- 
ration of the tax upon houses would be the les- 
sening the tax upon all other subjects of taxation 
throughout the State, in the proportion which the 
value of the houses bore to the value of all 
the other subjects of taxation; but this is not its 
effect under the present apportionment; the value 
of the houses extends not beyond the limits of the 
county in which they stand. The consequence 
of this is, that landholders in different counties, 
of the same fertility, will pay sums different in 
amount, on account of the higher state of im- 
provement in some counties than others; and it 
will be in almost every instance land of less spe- 
cie value paying a higher tax than land of greater 
value. Is this just, is it politic? I think it cer- 
tainly is not. Was it for this purpose that States 
have been subdivided into counties? I take it 
that it was not. I have supposed that it was for 
the convenience of the administration of justice, 
&c., and not that by encircling the richest lands 
and the most valuable improvements within the 
line of acounty, the value of those lands and im- 
provements were to be lost to.a certain degree in 
the estimation of taxation. ` 

I will now proceed to reply to the most prom- 
inent arguments advanced against the amend- 
ment which I have proposed, and in support of 
the bills in their present condition. It is object- 
ed to the amendment, that the assessors, with a 
view to favor their own districts, will undervalue 
the property, and thereby lessen the amount of 
taxes. To this I answer, first, that it is not to be 
presumed, because they will act under the sanc- 
tion of an oath; secondly, their own individual 
interest will be so inconsiderable as to afford no 
temptation; thirdly, that it is as probable that 
one will do it as another, and if the whole will 
do so, the general result may be the same as 
though they had valued honestly; fourthly, this 
is an evil which may perchance happen, but ac- 
cording tothe presentapportionments the injustice 
must happen; fifthly, if this injustice should 
happen in some small degree, under principles 
just in themselves, it is what ever has happened 
from the folly or fraud of ministerial officers; it 
may be ascribed to the imperfections of human 
nature, and we cannot be held responsible for it ; 
but if the gross injustice is produced which must 
result from the present apportionments, we alone 
are responsible; and it may be an awful respon- 
sibility. i 

It has been objected, that the amendments will 
increase the expense of the system. I admit that 
it may eventuate in a small additional expense, 
perhaps four or five thousand dollars in the Uni- 
ted States; but can this be opposed to the gross 
injustice of the apportionments, by which single 
counties will pay thousands more than their just 
portions of the tax? Is a little expense to be 
saved by doing the most flagrant injustice? 
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Away with it—it is absurd to speak of the differ- 
ence in the expense. : . 

It-has been very emphatically objected, that a 
new officer is to be created with vast powers. 
Those who have urged this, certainly do not un- 
derstand the amendments; for, by looking into it, 
it will be seen that those vast powers consist of 
the power and duty of riding to the principal as- 
sessors to collect their certificates of the valua- 
tion in the respective counties ; to ascertain the 
quotas of the counties by the principles of arith- 
metic ; and to certify the same to the assessors. 
Vast, immense powers ! f 

It has been objected to the amendment, that it 
would procrastinate the collection of the revenue. 
It is true that if the bill contained no section for 
postponement, that the plan of the amendment 
would require about twenty days longer to carry 
it into operation; but certainly this delay ought 
not to urge us into an unjust apportionment. 
But if my amendment is adopted, and a majority 
of the committee take the same view of the sub- 
ject which I consider as politic, the part contain- 
ing the principle of postponement will be stricken 
out. Gentlemen talk strangely indeed, when 
they speak of the importance of expedition, and 
are at the same time in favor of postponing the 
operation of the revenue laws for five or-six 
months without any reason. 

But there is a cure for all the injustice of the 
apportionments, say gentlemen, in the power 
vested in the State Legislatures to alter the same. 
To this I answer, first, that I cannot see the cor- 
rectness of doing injustice and trusting to others 
to correct it; it is very uncertain whether the 
State Legislatures will interfere—it is, in a word, 
leaving the matter to chance. In the second 
place, I doubt the constitutionality of transferring 
this subject to the State Legislatures, and will 
find considerable difficulty in voting for the bill 
until it is stripped of this provision. It is a mat- 
ter of importance with me to get clear of it. 

It bas been said that we ought to adopt the 
present plan as a temporary one, that the valua- 
tions under it will be just, and that upon them 
we can build a most perfect system, upon them 
we can make a just apportionment. How 
strangely, how inconsistently gentlemen argue ! 
when speaking of the valuations as they relate to 
the amendment, they are to be unjust and made 
so With a view to lessen the quota of particular 
counties; but when it is necessary to find an 
apology for present injustice, the valuations are 
to be just. In the same breath it blows hot and 
cold. 

I have now examined all the objections urged 
against the amendment, and can find nothing in 
them to change my opinion; they are such as 
are always at hand, and will lie to any system 
however perfect; and indeed the main principle 
of the amendment is exactly correct in theory, 
but subject like all other principles correct in 
themselves to be in some measure perverted by 
the imperfections of human nature; the bills 
under consideration are imperfect in themselves 
and liable in some degree to be rendered still 


more so by the imperfections of human nature. 
I have proposed to substitute a just plan for one 
which will produce gross injustice. I have pro- 
posed to substitute a plan operating uniformly and 
consistently for one which is directly the reverse. 
Thave proposed it under the most thorough sense 
of duty, and not from a disposition to be captious ; 
if it succeeds it will give me pleasure, because 1 
can then vote for the bills with pleasure, and can 
with ease justify my votes ; if it does not, I assure 
gentlemen I will vote for the bills reluctantly, 
and will find it difficult to justify my votes. I 
will, however, as I now expect, vote for them, 
believing as I do that partial injustice will not be 
so great an evil as the loss of public credit at this 
eventful crisis of our national affairs. 


Monpay, June 28. 


Another member, to wit: from New York, 
AsrRaHaM HASBROUCK, appeared, was qualified, 
and took his seat. i 

Mr, Crawrorp presented a petition of James 
Lloyd, setting forth that he has discovered “a 
combustible liquid substance, applicable to the 
purposes of national defence or offence, whether 
naval or military,” and praying the aid and pat- 
ronage of the Government in carrying his discov- 
ery into full effect; which was read, and referred 
to a select committee. Messrs. CRawrorp, Sey- 
RERT, and Hopkins of Kentucky, were appointed 
the committee. 

On motion of Mr. Hopxins, of New York, the 
Committee on Military Affairs were instructed 
to inquire and report whether it will be proper so 
to amend the articles of war as to allow to all 
persons on trial before any courts martial, for any 
capital offence, the right of having counsel to 
conduct their defence. 

An engrossed bill freeing from postage all let- 
ters and packets to and from the Superintendent 
General of Military Supplies, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill “to 
authorize the raising a corps of sea-fencibles ;” 
also, a bill “ to amend the act in addition to the 
act, entitled ‘An act to raise an additional mili- 
tary force, and for other purposes ;” also, a bill 
“for the relief of Alexander Scott;” in which 
bills they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The first mentioned bill from the Senate was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The second mentioned bill from the Senate 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The last mentioned bill from the Senate was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported the bill from the Senate “to 
amend the act, entitled ‘An act to provide for 
ealling forth the militia to execute the laws of 
the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel in- 
vasions, and to repeal the act now in force for 
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those purposes,” with amendments ; which were 
read, and, with the bill, committed to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on Monday next. 

The House then resolved into a Committee of 
the Whole.on the bill to lay and collect a direct 
tax within the United States; and after some 
time, the Committee rose, reported progress in 
the bill, and obtained leave to sit again. 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, offered the following 
resolution for consideration : 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to prepare and report to this House a 
pill on the imposing and collecting of a duty not ex- 
ceeding per gallon on all spirits distilled within 
the United States. 

The resolution was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole; and the House resolved itself into a 
Committee on said resolve, but before any decis- 
ion was had thereon, the Committee rose, and 
reported progress, and obtained leave tosit again. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, from the Committee of 
Elections, to whom was recommitted the report 
on the contested election between John P. Hun- 
gerford and John Taliaferro, made a supplement- 
al report; which was read, and referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 

The report is as follows: 


That, from the polls of the several counties, the sit- 
‘ting member appears to have obtained a majority of 
twenty-four votes in the district. 

The petitioner claims the seat on the ground that a 
majority of the legal votes at said cloction were given 
for him; and, as evidence to support his claim, pro- 
duced the land list of 1812, with a copy of the poll 
taken in each county in the district of said election. 
that, on comparing the polls of each county with the 
aforesaid land list, and taking that as the test, it ap- 
pears that 193 persons who voted for the petitioner, 
cand 234 persons who voted for the sitting member, 
were not qualified to vote: that, deducting from both 
polls the persons challenged, who do not appear to 
have been qualified to vote according to the land list 
aforesaid, there is left for Mr. Taliaferro a majority of 
-seventeen votes over Mr. Hungerford. The petitioner 
contends that the difficulties of ascertaining the names, 
places of abode, and property, of the voters, presented 
by the omission of duly entering their names on the 
poll book, forbid the hope of a fair and successful 
‘scrutiny of the poll by means of any other evidence 
than that of comparing it with the land list, on which 
alone ought the merits of his claim, and the right of 
the sitting member to his seat, to rest. But the com- 
mittee were of opinion that it was competent for the 
parties to support their challenges and polls by other 
‘evidence, and therefore admitted the accompanying 
affidavits, with the testimony of Henry Lee, junior, 
Daniel C. Brent, and John Cook, (the two latter gen- 
tlemen produced by the petitioner,) as sufficient to 
support forty-three of the votes on his poll, that were 
challenged by the petitioner, and not found on the 
jand list aforesaid. And the petitioner, by the testi- 
mony of the said Lee, Brent, and Cook, proved the 
legality of fifteen votes found on his poll, challenged 
by the sitting member, and not found on the land list, 
That, by adding the aforesaid forty-three votes to the 
poll of Mr. Hungerford, and the said fifteen votes to 
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the poll of Mr. Taliaferro, there is left for the former 
gentleman a majority of cleven votes over the latter. 

The petitioner contends that the evidence exhibited 
by the affidavits fell far short of supporting the votes 
it was intended for, because it did not show that the 
voters had the possession of the freehold title to theit 
lands, as well as of the land itself, in right of which 
they voted, six months prior to the day of said elec- 
tion, and which, as he alleged, the laws of Virginia 
required to entitle them to vote, except in cases where 
they came into possession of the land by marriage, 
descent, or devise. If this construction of the law, 
which the strict letter of it seems to warrant, had 
been adopted by the committee, it would have left 
fourteen of the aforesaid forty-three votes, given for 
Mr. Hungerford, unsupported, and to the petitioner a 
majority of four votes; but, from the best information 
the committee could obtain of the construction given 
this law, by the usage of the Virginia Legislature, a 
majority were inclined to the opinion that the spirit 
and intention of the law were satisfied when the voter 
had been six months in the actual possession of the 
land, and obtained his freehold title to the same any 
time previous to his voting. , 

From the above statement of facts, the committee 
are of opinion that the petitioner has not supported 
his petition. 

Ordered, That Mr. TALIAFERRO have leave to 
ocean a seat on the floor of the House during 
the discussion on the above-mentioned report. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the assessment and collection of direct 
taxes and internal duties. : 

The question depending at the time of adjourn- 
ment on Saturday last, on the motion of Mr. 
Monvreomery, to strike out the fifteenth section 
of the said bill, and to insert three new sections, 
was stated; and, being taken, it was determined 
in the negative—yeas 60, nays 101, as follows; 

Yxas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
Bowen, Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, Brigham, Cham- 
pion, Clark, Cooper, Cox, Davenport, Desha, Duvall, 
Ely, Gaston, Grosvenor, Hale, Hanson, Harris, Hop- 
kins of Kentucky, Howell, Hufty, Kent of New York, 
Lefferts, Markell, McKee, McLean, Miller, Moffitt, 
Montgomery, Moseley, Newton, Oakley, Ormsby, Pear- 
son, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, John Reed, Ridgely, Roane, 
Ruggles, Schureman, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of New 
Hampshire, Smith of New York, Stanford, Stockton, 
Stewart, Sturges, Tallmadge, Vose, Ward of Massa- 
chusetts, Webster, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, “ 
Winter, and Wood. en 

WNays—Messers. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bradley, 
Breckenridge, Brown, Burwell, Butler, Caperton, Caid- 
well, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clopton, Comstock, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Culpeper, Da- 
vis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Dewey, Earle, Evans, 
Farrow, Findley, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, 
Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Gloninger, Goldsborough, 
Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Hasbrouck, 
Hawes, Hopkins of New York, Hubbard, Hungerford, 
Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Vir- 
ginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, 
Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, King of North Caro- 
lina, Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, 


McKim, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Parker, Pickens, Pi- 
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per, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennes- 
see, Rich, Ringgold, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, 
Sheffey, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, 
Strong, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Thompson, Troup, 
Ward of New Jersey, Wheaton, White, Whitehill, 
Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright and Yancey. 

This motion having been negatived, a motion 
was made by Mr. Hopxtns, of New York, to 
strike out the said 15th section altogether ; which 
motion was also negatived—yeas 68, nays 84, as 
follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Beall, Bigelow, Bowers, 
Bowen, Bradbury, Brigham, Champion, Creighton, 
Cooper, Culpeper, Davenport, Desha, Dewey, Duvall, 
Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Goldsborough, Hale, Harris, 
Hopkins of New York, Howell, Hufty, Ingham, 
Jackson of Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of New 
York, Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, Lefferts, Lov- 
ett, Markell, McKee, McLean, Miller, Moffitt, Mont- 
gomery, Moseley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, 
Potter, John Reed, Ridgely, Roane, Ruggles, Schure- 
man, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of New Hampshire, 
Smith of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Sturges, 
Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Mas- 
sachusetts, Webster, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachu- 
setts, Winter, and Wood. 


Naxs—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Bibb, Bradley, Breckenridge, Brown, 
Burwell, Butler, Caperton, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chap- 
pell, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Con- 
ard, Crawford, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, De- 
noyelles, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Fisk of New York, 
Forney, Gholson, Glasgow, Gloninger, Goodwyn, 
Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Hasbrouck, Hawes, 
Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Hungerford, Inger- 
soll, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, Kent of Maryland, 
Kerr, Kershaw, King of North Carolina, Lewis, Ma- 
con, McCoy, McKim, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, New- 
ton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, 
Roberts, Sage, Sevier, Sheffey, Smith of Pennsylva- 
nia, Smith of Virginia, Strong, Tannchill, Taylor, 
Troup, Ward of New Jersey, White, Whitehill, Wil- 
son of Pennsylvania, Wright, and Yancey. 

Mr. Gaston moved to amend that part of the 
bill which exempts tools of trade, beasts of the 
plough, arms, household utensils, and apparel, 
from distress for taxes, by adding also “ house- 
hold furniture.” 


The motion was agrced to—ycas 82, nays 71, 
as follows : 


Yxas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Beall, 
Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Burwell, Caperton, Calhoun, Cheves, Cooper, Cox, 
Davenport, Desha, Dewey, Ely, Farrow, Findley, 
Forney, Gaston, Geddes, Glasgow, Goldsborough, 
Grundy, Hale, Harris, Wopkins of New York, How- 
ell, Hungerford, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kennedy, 
Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, Kilbourn, 
King of Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, Lewis, 
Lovett, Lowndes, Markell, McKee, Miller, Moffitt, 
Moseley, Murfree, Nelson, Oakley, Pearson, Picker- 
ing, Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, Post, John Reed, William 
Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schuroman, Sheffey, Sher- 
wood, Smith of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Strong, 
Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Tannehill, 
Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, 


Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Bibb, Bowen, Bradley, 
Brown, Butler, Chappell, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of 
Pennsylvania, Dawson, Denoyelles, Duvall, Earle, 
Evans, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, Frank- 
lin, Gholson, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Hall, Hawes, 
Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Hyneman, Inger- 
soli, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, Kerr, Ker- 
shaw, Lefferts, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKim, Moore, 
Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsyl- 
vania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, 
Roberts, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Penn- 
sylvania, Smith of Virginia, Taylor, Troup, Ward of 
New Jersey, Whitehill, and Wilson of Pennsylvania. 

The bill was then further amended, and or- 
dered to be engrossed, and read the third time on 
Wednesday. 


Tuespay, June 29. 


Mr. Moore presented a petition of Thomas 
H. Roberts, stating that he has invented a ma- 
chine that may be applied with great effect in 
maritime warfare, and, particularly, in the de- 
fence of ports, rivers, and harbors, and praying 
that the merits of his invention may be investi- 
gated by Congress.—Referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. Arcuer, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the bill from the Senate “ for the relief 
of Alexander Scott,” without amendment, and 
it was committed to a Committee of the Whole 
to-morrow. . 

Mr. Arcuer, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill concerning invalid pensioners ; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Edwin T., Satter- 
white; which was read twice, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. Axcner, the Committee of 
Claims were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of all other business now before them, 
and not reported on, for the reason that it would 
be utterly impracticable to act on the said busi- 
ness at the present session. This order was un- 
successfully opposed by Mr. Go.Lpsporovan, 
who proposed to except from the general dis- 
charge the case of Henry Harris, but failed. 

Mr. Rozerrson, from a select committee, ap- 
pointed on the first instant, reported a bill to es- 
tablish a district court in the Mississippi Terri- 
tory; which was read twice, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole on Monday nest. 

Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported the bill from the Senate “to 
amend the act in addition to the act, entitled 
‘An act to raise an additional military force, and 
for other purposes.” without amendment; and 
the bill was committed to the Committce of the 
Whole to whom was referred the bill .supple- 
mentary to the act, entitled “Anan act to raise: 
an additional military force.” 
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the raising a corps of sea fencibles,’? without 
amendment; and the bill was committed to the 
Committee last mentioned. 


REMONSTRANCE OF MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. Pickertne presented the Memorial or Re- 
monstrance of the Legislature of Massachusetts 
against the war; which he read in his place, as 
follows: 

To the Honorable the Senate and the Honorable the 
House of Representatives of the United States, in 
Congress assembled: 

The Legislature of Massachusetts, deeply impressed 
with the sufferings of their constituents, and excited 
by the apprehension of still greater evils in prospect, feel 
impelled, by a solemn sense of duty, to lay before the 
National Government their view of the public interests, 
and to express with the plainness of freemen, the senti- 
ments of the people of this ancient and extensive Com- 
monwealth. 

Although the precise limits of the powers reserved 
to the several State Sovereignties have not been de- 
fined by the Constitution, yet we fully coincide in the 
correctness of the opinions advanced by our venerable 
Chief Magistrate, that “our constitutions insure to us 
the freedom of speceh, and that, at this momentous pe- 
riod, it is our right and duty to inquire into the grounds 


and origin of the present war, to reflect on the state of 


publie affairs, and to express our sentiments concern- 
ing them, with decency and frankness, and to en- 
deavor, as far as our limited influence extends, to pro- 
mote, by temperate and Constitutional means, an hon- 
orable reconciliation.” . 

If, then, such are the rights and dhties of the people, 
surely those who, at this solemn crisis, are selected by 
them, and who are specially honored with their confi- 
dence, may venture respectfully but frankly to express 
the sentiments and feelings of those whom they have 
the honor to represent. 

The States, as well as the individuals composing 
them, are parties to the national compact; and it is 
their peculiar duty, especially in times of peril, to watch 
over the rights and guard the privileges solemnly guar- 
antied by that instrument. Certainly then this express- 
ion from the Legislature of the free and independent 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, will not be disre- 
garded by the present Congress of the United States. 
For although the numerous petitions and remon- 
- strances of the people of this State, in relation to such 
measures as they dcemed dangerous to their rights 
and ruinous to their interests, have heretofore been re- 
ceived in a manner little calculated to produce that 
harmony and to cement that union, which ought to 
be the permanent aim of the General Government, 
yet we cannot but indulge the hope that new councils 
and a more conciliatory spirit will distinguish the 
several branches of the present National Legislature ; 
that they will endeavor, by the exercise of justice and 
impartiality, to allay the apprehensions and restore the 
confidence of the castern and commercial States; to 
remove their actual sufferings, and to replace them in 
the happy and prosperous condition from which they 
have been driven by a succession of measures, hostile 
to the rights of commerce, and destructive to the peace 
of the Union. 

It is not to be expected, that a hardy and indus- 
trious people, instructed in the nature of their rights 


and tenacious of their exercise, whose enterprise was 
a source of individual wealth and national prosperity, 
should find themselves obliged to abandon their ac- 
customed employments, and relinquish the means of 
subsistence, without complaint; or that a moral und 
Christian people should contribute their aid in the 
prosecution of an offensive war without the fallest evi- 
dence of its justice and necessity. 

The United States, from the form of their Govern- 
ment, from the principles of their institutions, from the 
sacred professions which in all periods of their history 
they have made, from the maxims transmitted to them 
by patriots and sages, whose loss they can never suff- 
ciently deplore, as well as from a regard to their best 
and dearest interests, ought to be the last nation to en- 
gage in a war of ambition or conquest. 


The recent establishment of their institutions, the 
pacific, moral, and industrious character of their citi- 
zens, the certainty that time and prudent application 
of their resources would bring a scasonable remedy for 
any transient wrongs, would have induced a wise and 
provident, an impartial and temperate Administration, 
to overlook, if it had been necessary, any temporary 
evils, which either the ambition, the interest, the cu- 
pidity, or the injustice of foreign Powers might occa- 
sionally, and without any deep and lasting injury, have 
inflicted. f 

With these maxims and these views, we cannot dis- 
cern anything in the policy of foreign nations towards 
us, which in point of expediency required the sacrifice 
of so many and so certain blessings as might have been 
our portion, for such dreadful and inevitable evils 
as all wars, especially in a Republic, entail upon the 
people. . 

But when we review the alleged causes of the war 
against Great Britain, and more particularly the pre-" 
tences for its continuance, after the principal one was 


removed, we are constrained to say that it fills the 
minds of the good people of this Commonwealth with 
infinite anxiety and alarm. 


We cannot but recollect, 
whatever the pretenccs of the Emperor of France may 
have been, pretences which have uniformly preceded: 
and accompanied the most violent acts of injustice, 
that he was the sole author of a system calculated and 
intended to break down neutral commerce, with a view 
to destroy the opulence and cripple the power of a 
rival whose real policy was to uphold that commerce, 
so essential to her own prosperity. ; 

It is not for us to decide, whether the enemy of 
France did or did not adopt .the most natural and effi- 
cacious means of repelling her injustice. It is suffi- 
cient that we arc persuaded the United States might, 
by a firm and dignified yet pacific resistance tọ the 
French decrees, have prevented the recurrence of any 
retaliatory measures on the part of Great Britain; 
ineasures not intended to injure us, but to operate on 
the author of this unjust and iniquitous system. And 
however honorable men may differ as to the justice of 
the British retaliatory Orders in Council, we do not 
hesitate to say that France merited from our Govern- 
ment a much higher tone of remonstrance and a more 
decided opposition. 

In reviewing the avowed causes of the present 
war, we would if it were possible pass over a series 
of transactions imperfectly explained and calculated to 
excite our alarm and regret at the hasty manner in 
which it was declared. But the history of the pre- 
tended repeal of the French decrees, which if our Gov- 
ernment was "sincere we are bound to believe was the 
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immediate cause of the war, is so well attested, and | tions of people, in England, in favor of the present war, 
thas been so often discussed, and is besides so.important | and to convince them, however erroneously, that mod- 
in this inquiry, that more motives of delicacy cannot | cration and fairness on her part, only laid the fuunda- 
induce us to pass it over without notice. tion of new claims and higher pretensions, on ours, 

If war could be justified against Great Britain ex- It was unjust; because the evidence afforded by the 
elusively, it must have been on the ground assumed | prompt repeal of the Orders in Council, ought to have 
by our Government, that the French decrees were ac- | satisfied us that Great Britain was sincerely disposed 
tually repealed on the first of November, 1810. The|to maintain and preserve pacific relations with the 
indiscriminate plunder and destruction of our com-| United States; and all wars are unjust, the objects of 
merce; the capture of our ships by the cruisers of} which can be attained by negotiation. 

France, and their condemnation by her courts, and by} J, was unjust; because the whole history of our di- 
the Emperor in person; his repeated and solemn dec- plomatic intercourse with Great Britain shows, that we 
laration that those decrees were still in force, and con- | never induced her to believe, that we considered the 
stituted the fundamental laws of his Empire, at a pe- impressment of her own seamen, on board our mer- 
riod long subsequent to the pretended repeal; seemed | chant ships, as reasonable ground of war; and we had 
to furnish answer sufficiently conclusive to this ques- | never offered her the alternative of war, or a relinquish- 
tion ; and we cannot but lament that evidence so satis- |-mont of the practice. 

factory to the rest of the nation should have had so 
little weight with that Congress whose term of service 
has lately expired. 

But this important question is now definitively an- 
sweréd; and the American people have learned, with 
astonishment, the depth of their degradation. The 
French Emperor, as if for the perfect and absolute hu- 
miliation of our Government, and for the annunciation 
to the world that he held usin utter contempt, reserved 
till May, 1812, the official declaration of the fact, that 
these decrees were not repealed until April, 1811; and 
then, not in consequence of his sense of their injustice, 
but because we had complied with the condition he had 
prescribed in the letter of the Duke of Cadore, in caus- 
ing “ our rights to be respected,” by a resistance to the 
British orders ; and he has since added, that this de- 
cree of repeal was communicated to our Minister at 
Paris, as well as to his own at Washington, to be made 
known to our Cabinet. As the previous pledge of Great 
Britain gave the fullest assurance, that she would re- 
peal her orders as soon as the decrees on which they 
were founded should cease to exist; and as her sub- 
sequent conduct leaves no doubt that she would have 
been faithful to her promise, we can never too much 
deplore the neglect to make known this repeal, whether 
it be attributable to the French Government or our own. 

If to the former belong the guilt of this duplicity 
and falschood, every motive of interest, and every in- 
citement of duty, call loudly upon our Administration 
to proclaim this disgraceful imposition to the American 
people ; not only asit would serve to develope the true 
character and policy of France, but to acquit our own 
officers of a suppression too serious to be overlooked or 
forgiven. 

But whatever may be the true state of this mysteri- 
ous transaction, the promptness with which Great 
Britain hastened to repeal her orders, before the decla- 
ration of war by the United States was known to her, | motive of duty, and every inducement of interest, we 
and the restoration of an immense amount of property, | are constrained to say, that this evil of impressment 
then within her power, can leave but little doubt that | has been grossly exaggerated ; that we have reason to 
the war, on our part, was premature; and still less, | believe, an honest and fair proposal, as honestly and 
that the perseverance in it after that repeal was known | fairly executed, to exclude the subjects of Great Britain 
was improper, impolitic, and unjust. from the service, would have much more effectually re- 

It was improper ; because it manifested, in this par- | lieved our own seamen, and more essentially advanced 
ticular instance, a distrust in good faith and disposition | their interest, than a resort to war; that the true me 
to peace, of a nation, from which we had just received | terests of the United States coincide with the policy 
a signal proof of both. adopted by all other countries ; and that we should be 

It was impolitic; because it gave countenance to the | more independent, our seamen better protected, and 
charge of asubserviency to the views of France, and | our country eventually more prosperous, by renouncing 
of an ulterior design of co-operating with her, in the | altogether the pretension of screening and employing 
profligate and enormous project of subjugating the rest | British seamen. , ; 
of Europe. The doctrine of natural allegiance is too well found- 

It was impolitic ; as it intended to unite all descrip- } ed, has been too long established, and is too consonant 


It was unjust; because the pretensions and claims, 
on the onc side and the other, although attended with 
difficulties, were not irreconcilable. Great Britain did 
not claim the right to impress our native seamen. She 
disavowed the practice, in all cases, when the fact was 
made known to her—she restored on legal evidence— 
she had recently offered to return all who were of that 
description, of whom a list should be furnished by our 
Government; and she had, many years before, made 
such offers of fair and amicable arrangement of this 
whole subject, as, to two distinguished members of our 
present Cabinct, appcared “both honorable and advan- 
tageous.” 

It was unjust; because we had not previously taken 
all the reasonable steps, on our part, to remove her com- 
plaints of the seduction and employment of her sea- 
men. This is made manifest, by the conduct of the 
same Congress which declared the war, they having 
admitted the propriety of obviating those complaints, 
by an act passed subsequent to the commencement of 
hostilities. 

No State in the Union can have a greater interest, 
or feel a stronger desire to protect commerce, and main- 
tain the legitimate rights of seamen, than this Com- 
monwealth. Owners of one-third of all the navigation, 
and probably furnishing nearly one-half of all the na- 
tive seamen of the United States, we are better cnabled 
to appreciate the extent of the sufferings, and must also 
he presumed to sympathize with them, more sincerely 
than the citizens of States destitute of commerce, and 
whose sons are not engaged in its prosecution ; unless 
it be admitted, that the sufferers, their parents, relatives, 
and friends, are less interested in their welfare and pro- 
tection, than those who are united to them only by the 
feeble ties of political connexion. 

With all the means of information furnished hy every 
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with the permanent interest, the peace and independ- 
ence of all nations, to be disturbed for the purpose of 
substituting in its place certain visionary notions, to 
which the French Revolution gave birth, and which, 
though long since exploded there, seem still to have an 
unhappy influence in our country. 

Having thus found the avowed causes of the war, 
and especially the motive for a perseverance in it, so 
wholly inadequate, to justify the adoption of that poli- 
cy, we have been obliged to resort to other and more 
concealed motives. We cannot, however, without the 
most conclusive evidence, believe, although the mea- 
sures and language of some high public functionaries 
indicate the fact, that ambition and not justice, a lust 
of conquest and not a defence of endangered rights, 
are among the real causes of perseverance in our pres- 
ent hostilities. 

Must we then add another example to the catalogue 
of Republics which have been ruined by a spirit of 
foreign conquest? Have we no regard to the solemn 
professions we have so often repeated, none to the ex- 
ample, none to the precepts of Washington? Is it 
possible, either to acquire, or to maintain, extensive 
foreign conquest, without powerful standing armies ? 
And did such armies ever long permit the people who 
were so imprudent as to raise and maintain them, to 
enjoy their liberties? 

Instances of military oppression have already oc- 
curred among us; and a watchful people, jealous of 
their rights, must have observed some attempts to con- 
trol their elections, and to prostrate the civil before the 
military authority. If the language of some men high 
in office—if the establishment of a chain of military 
posts in the interior of our country—if the extensive 
preparations which are made in quarters where inva- 
sion cannot be feared, and the total abandonment and 
neglect of that part of our country where alone it can 
be apprehended, have excited our anxicty and alarm, 
as to the real projects of our rulcrs, these emotions 
have not been diminished by the recent invasion, seizure, 
and occupation of the territory of a peaceable and un- 
offending neighbor. 


If war must have been the portion of these United 
States—if they were destined by Providence to march 
the downward road to slavery, through foreign con- 
quest and military usurpation, your remonstrants re- 
gret that such a moment and such an oceasion should 
have been chosen for the experiment; that while the 
oppressed nations of Europe are making a magnani- 
mous and glorious effort against the common enemy 
of free States, we alone—the descendants of the pilgrims 
—sworn foes to civil and religious slavery, should volun- 
tarily co-operate with the oppressor to bind other na- 
tions in his chains; that, while diverting the forces of one 
of his enemies from the mighty conflict, we should en- 
danger the defenceless territories of another, in whose 
ports the flag of our independence was first permitted 
to wave, now struggling for existence, beneath hisiron 
grasp. 

Permit the Legislature of this Commonwealth, 


whose citizens have been ever zealous in the cause of 


freedom, and who contributed their utmost efforts for 
the adoption of that Constitution under which, in for- 
mer times, we enjoyed so much prosperity, most re- 
spectfully, but earnestly to entreat and conjure the 
constituted authorities of the nation, by the regard due 
to our liberties, to our union, to our civil compact, al- 
ready infringed—-to pause before it be too late. Let 
the sober, considerate, and honorable Representatives of 


our sister States, in which different councils prevail, 
ask themselves— 

Were not the territories of the United States suf- 
ciently extensive before the annexation of Louisiana, 
the projected reduction of Canada, and seizure of Wes 
Florida ? : 

Had we not millions upon millions of acres of uncul- 
tivated wilderness, scarcely explored by civilized man? 

Could these acquisitions be held as conquered prov- 
inces without powerful standing armies? and would 
they not, like other infant colonies, serve as perpetual 
drains of the blood and treasure of these United States? 
Or, is it seriously intended to adopt the dangerous pro- 
ject of forming them into new States, and admitting 
them into the Union, without the express consent of 
every member of the original confederacy? Would 
not such a measure have a direct tendency to destroy 
the obligations of that compact, by which alone our 
Union is maintained ? 

Already have we witnessed the formation and ad- 
mission of one State beyond the territorial limits of 
the United States, and this, too, in opposition to the 
wishes and efforts, as well as in violation of the rights 
and interests of some of the parties to that compact; 
and the determination to continue that practice, and 
thereby to extend our Republic to regions hitherto un- 
explored, or peopled by inhabitants whose habits, lan- 
guage, religion, and laws are repugnant to the genius 
of our Government, is openly avowed. 

Against a practice so hostile to the rights, the inter- 
ests, the safety of this State, and so destructive to her 
political power ; so subversive of the spirit of the Con- 
stitution, and the very principles upon which it is 
founded ; your remonstrants, in the name and behalf 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, feel it their 
duty to enter their most deliberate and solemn protest, 


If an extensive confederated Republic is to be main- 
tained, and we most fervently pray that it may, it can 
only be by a free communication of the grievances felt 
and the evils apprehended, by any of its members, and 
by a prompt and liberal remedy. ‘The same spirit of 
concession which dictated the formation and adoption 
of the Constitution, should be kept in permanent and 
perpetual exercise. 

The blessings of Government, its vigilance, its pro- 
tection, its rewards, should be equally and impartially 
distributed, and its burdens as equally and fairly im- 
posed. No portion of the Union ought to be sacrificed . 
to the local interest, passions, or aggrandizement of 
others. It cannot, however, be denied, that causes 
have occurred to disturb the balance, which, when ad- 
justed, was intended to form the principal security of 
our present compact. Butthe remedy is in the power 
of Congress, and we look to their wisdom for its effi- 
cacious and speedy application. 

The chief motive which influenced the Eastern 
States to abolish the old confederation, and to surren- 
der a greater share of their own Sovereign power, as 
appears by the recent history of those times, was the 
expectation that their commerce would be better pro- 
tected by the National Government. 

The hardy people of the North stood in no need of 
the aid of the South, to protect them in their liberties. 
For this they could safely rely, as they always had 
done, on their own valor. But it was an important ob- 
ject with them, that every aid, facility, and encourage- 
ment, should be given to that commerce upon which 
their prosperity almost exclusively depended. 

To insure this great object, a very unequal propor- 
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tion of political power was conceded to the Southern 
States. The representation of slaves was the price 
paid by the Northern States for the stipulated protec- 
tion and encouragement of their trade, and for an 
agreement of the Southern members of the Union, that 
the public burdens should be apportioned according to 
representation. Experience, however, has proved, that 
although the contract on our part has been faithfully 
fulfilled, both these considerations have utterly failed. 


Indications of a spirit hostile to commerce were early 
visible among some of those who now control the des- 
tinies of our Republic. But the Father of his Coun- 
try then presided in our Councils, and this spirit was 
vanquished. Under the influence of the wise, and lib- 
eral, and magnanimous system, adopted and pursued 
by his Administration, commerce was indeed cherish- 
ed, extended and protected; and the stipulations of the 
Constitution were fulfilled, in sincerity and good faith. 

Since that period, however, the same spirit has arisen, 
and has exhibited an unrelenting severity in the exer- 
cise of its sway—until, at length, by a series of rc- 
strictions, utterly destructive of the calculations of the 
merchant—hy prohibitions and double duties—by em- 
bargoes and non-intercourse—and, lastly, by war, the 
poor remains of the commerce which once covered the 
ocean with its sails, have been nearly annihilated. 

Nor has the other part of the consideration been bet- 
ter fulfilled—taxation has never, except in one instance, 
and that the one-hundredth part only of the revenue 
raised under the Constitution, been apportioned ac- 
cording to representation; and with what reluctance 
it was then submitted to by the Southern States, 
and with what tardiness it was even partially collected, 
public records will determine. 

Of the two hundred and fifteen millions of dollars 
derived by the United States, under the operation of 
the Federal Government, Massachusetts has paid up- 
wards of forty millions—an amount beyond all propor- 
tion to her political weight in the Union. 


If, therefore, the revennes, derived from this Com- 
monwealth, and paid into the National Treasury, had 
been preserved in her own, she would have been fully 
competent to her own defence, and would not have 
been obliged to solicit, nor experience the injustice of 
a refusal of the arms, for which she has long since 
paid, and which were her due from the General Gov- 
ernment. What good cause can be assigned for this 

- refusal, your remonstrants are wholly unable to de- 
termine. No discretion is by law vested in any officer 
of the Government, in relation to this subject. Its 
provisions are simple, plain, and peremptory. Your 
remonstrants, therefore, cannot but express their as- 
tonishment, that the State of Massachusetts, possessing 
a seacoast more extensive and populous than that of 
any other State in the Union, and a defenceless fron- 
tier by land, should not only be entirely abandoned by 
the Government whose duty it is to protect her, but 
should also be refused the arms for her own defence to 
which she is by law entitled. They cannot, however, 
permit themselves to doubt, that Congress will forth- 
with adopt such measures, as will render to this Com- 
monwealth that justice which the Executive Depart- 
ment has refused. 

If the war in which we have been rashly plunged 
was undertaken to appease the resentment, or secure 
the favor of France, deep and humiliating must be our 
disappointment. For, although the Emperor is lavish 
in his professions of “love for the American people,” 
applauds our ready self-devotion, and declares “that 
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our commerce and our prosperity are within the scope 
of his policy,” yet no reparation has been made or of- 
fered for the many outrages, indignities, and insults he 
has inflicted on our Government, nor for the unnum- 
bered millions of which he has plundered our citizens. 
And when we consider the course of policy pursued by 
our Rulers, in their external relations and commercial 
restrictions, from the prohibition of our trade to St. 
Domingo, to the declaration of war against Great Brit- 
tain ; that this course often received his open approba- 
tion, and was not unfrequently conformable to the 
system which he himself has adopted—when we con- 
sidcr also tho mysterious secrecy which has veiled the 
correspondence of the two Governments from our views 
and, above all, when we consider, that in many in- 
stances the most important measures of our Govern- 
ment have been anticipated in Paris long before they 
were known to the American people, we cannot con- 
ceal our anxiety and alarm for the honor and independ- 
ence of our country. And we most fervently pray, 
that the sacrifices we have already made, like the carly 
concessions of Spain and Portugal, of Prussia and 
Sweden, may not he the preludes to new demands and 
new concessions, and that we may be preserved from 
all political connexion with the common enemy of civil 
liberty. 


To the constituted authorities of our country we 
have now stated our opinions and made known our 
complaints—opinions, the result of deliberate reflection, 
and complaints “wrung from us by the tortures of 
that cruel policy” which has brought the good people 
of this Commonwealth to the verge of ruin. A policy 
which has annihilated that commerce so essential to 
their prosperity; increased their burdens, while it has 
diminished their means of support; provided for the 
establishment of an immense standing army, danger- 
ous to their liberties, and irreconcilable with the ge- 
nius of their Constitution; destroyed their just and 
Constitutional weight in the General Government; and, 
by involving them in a disastrous war, has placed in 
the power of the enemy the control of the fisheries—a 
treasure of more value to the country than all the ter- 
titories for which we are contending, and which fur- 
nished the only means of subsistence to thousands of 
our citizecns—the great nursery of our seamen—and 


the right to which can never be abandoned by New 
England. : ‘ 


Under such circumstances, silence towards the Gov- 
ernment would be treachery to the people. In making 
this solemn representation of our sufferings and our 
dangers, we have been influenced only by the duty 
which we owe to our constituents and our country, to 
our consciences, and the memory of our fathers. “And 
to the Searcher of all hearts we appeal for the purity of 
our motives, and the sincerity of our declarations. 

Far from wishing to embarrass the Administration 
in any of their negotiations for peace, we cannot but 
express our regret, that they should not have evinced 
a sincere desire for this great object, by accepting some 
of the repeated overtures made by the enemy for the 
suspension of hostilities. And permit us, in conclu- 
sion, most earnestly to request, that measures may im- 
mediately be adopted to stay the sword of the destroyer, 
and to prevent the further effusion of human blood; 
that our invading armies may be forthwith recalled 
within our own territories; and that every effort of our 
Rulers may be speedily directed to the attainment of a 
just and honorable peace; that mutual confidence and 
commercial prosperity may be again restored to our 
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distracted and suffering country; and that by an up- | tions which he`would term at least indelicate 
right and faithful administration of gur Government, | towards it, were proposed to be seriously taken 
in the true spirit of the Constitution, its blessings may | into consideration by the House; to have with- 
be equally diffused to every portion of the Union. held his protest on this occasion, would have 
Tene ae Heute Reprorentativen; June 14, 1813. | manifested a want of respect to his constituents 
a epted. ent up ior concurrence. i ; H "hj 
P TIMOTHY BIGELOW. Speaker. and To miee Ea Peano e e we) ig hoped 
Tn the Senate, June 15th, 1813, read and concurred prever to Se gui ty or 1s o0 y obert nang to 
, JOHN PHILLIPS President * | express his sentiments on so much of the memo- 
. 3 s ` jrialas relates to Louisiana, he moved to except 
After the reading of the remonstrance was con- | from the general reference of this memorial so 
cluded—. much of it as relates to the admission of Louis- 
Mr. Picxertne moved to refer the memorial | iana into the Union. 
to a Committee of the Whole on the state of the | Mr. Fisk, of New York, said he would make a 
Union. | motion, which would supersede the motion of 
Mr Rozertson objected to the reference. He | the gentleman from Louisiana, that the petition 
had heard a part of this remonstrance read with | should lie on the table ; which he did from a be- 
great concern, and it should never be referred | licf that it would be the most proper course the 
to any Committee of the House with his con- ' House could take with an instrument like that 
sent. He could not consent that that part of the | now under consideration—a paper without a par- 
remonstrance which brought into view anything | allel, he believed, in the history of Government, 
relating to the sovereigaty of Louisiana, should | certainly unprecedented in this Government. 
be made a question before this House or any | That paper commences with reminding us of 
committee of the House. He called upon intel- | our duty ; it may not here be improper to reflect 
ligent members on all sides of the Flouse to frown | for a moment on the nature of our duties—on 
upon anything which should place that State in | what are our Constitutional rights and privileges, 
a light different from any other. The State of | and what are the rights and privileges of that 
Louisiana had been admitted into the Union by | body which has come forward with this remon- 
laws solemnly passed; she had been guilty of no | strance. The Constitution has granted to us ex- 
act which could havea tendency to deprive Massa- | pressly and exclusively the power of declaring 
chusetts of any right, or any weightin the Union. | war, and raising armies, &c. No one can con- 
That State had still her Constitutional weight in | tend that these powers belong to the individual 
the nation; she had all the officers belonging to | States; and whilst the right of remonstrance 
her, and was deprived of no right to which any | against the measures of Government cannot be 
other State was entitled. If she had not that in- | questioned, the occasion will rarely present 
fluence in the nation which she wished, she cer- | itself when the Legislature of a State could be 
tainly would not look for its diminution in the | authorized to erect themselves into a board of 
abridgment of any Constitutional right. She has | censors on the conduct of the General Govern- 
experienced none. She may look to the diminu- | ment. Mr. F. then adverted to the language of 
tion of her influence, if she has experienced any, | this document in relation to the war. If it should 
to any other cause quite as rationally as to the in- | be referred to a Committee of the whole House 
troduction of Louisiana into the Union. Long be- | on the State of the Union, in what an absurd 
fore that event, the Eastern States had lost a con- | dilemma would the national councils be involy- 
siderable portion of that influence which they had jed? A year ago they deemed it necessary to 
previously possessed in the Union. The opera- | declare war—and now, without an overture on 
tion of the provisions of the Constitution had | the part of the enemy, whilst the arm of the na- 
produced that effect. As it regarded that portion | tion is extended, to go into a committee on such 
of the remonstrance which adverts to the war in | strange productions as this, would tend to para- 
which we are engaged, to the manner in which | lyze the national arm, and violate the feelings (he 
it has been conducted, to the refusal of arms, | had almost said the character) of the people who 
&c.—these portions of the remonstrance might | sent us here. The memorial on the table, Mr. F. 
give rise to some act, and might or might not | said, among other insinuations against the ma- 
be a proper subject of inquiry by the House of ; jority of the House and nation, contained one 
Representatives. But what act could grow out | which, if applied to him individually, he would 
of that part complaining of the introduction of | pronounce false and unfounded—he meant the 
Louisiana into the Union? Would this House | charge of foreign influence. He would not for 
be so lost to the rights of Louisiana, rights equal |a moment stoop to investigate such a charge, 
to those of any other State; would it be so lost | The general tenor of the remonstraneé, indeed, 
to the rights of that State as to take into consid- | Mr. F. said, was indecorous in manner and er- 
eration the petulant and unfounded complaints | roneous in fact. 
against the participation of that State in the} It would be well, perhaps, in determining what 
Union? Was not every State in the Union in- | course this body ought to pursue in relation to 
terested in guarding against the slightest approach , that paper, to reflect fora moment what had been 
to the investigation of the sovereign rights of | the history of this Government for eight or ten 
States in the Union? Mr. R. said he could not, | years past. Within that time, remonstrances had 
consistently with his duty to the respectable | been addressed to this Legislature from the same 
State he represented, sit silent whilst observa- | source exactly contradictory of each other. In 
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1803 and 1804, our tables were luaded with re- 
monstrances against injuries of the belligerents, 
particularly of England. We were then told that 
the measures of England were calculated for the 
destruction of our commerce—the magnanimity 
and spirit of the Government were invoked to 
put forth its arm and save Massachusetts from 
the losses she incurrred by British depredations 
on our commerce. Our Government sent a Min- 
ister Extraordinary to England. The people 
having become afterwards disgusted with a pro- 
tracted diplomatic discussion, restrictive measures 
were resorted to, to enforce negotiation, not to 
destroy commerce. The embargo was next re- 
sorted to, but that and all other measure were 
opposed by the party which has forwarded this 
memorial, notwithstanding that section of the 
Union bad emphatically called on us to protect 
their interests. They opposed the very mcasurcs 
they had called for—because, in calling on the 
General Government to act, they had submitted 
the mode of action to its discretion. It was said 
the British Government never would negotiate 
under our restrictive measures, but they did— 
and Erskine’s arrangement was made. [Mr. F. 
was here called to order by a gentleman on the 
Federal side. The Speaker said, Mr. F. had 
ranged too widely in the debate.] Mr. F. said, 
he would not persist if out of order; nor even if 
it were unpleasant, as it appeared to be to gentle- 
men on the other side of the House, to hear the 
recapitulation of facts in relation to our foreign 
concerns. He must plead, as his excuse tor 
ranging widely on this occasion, the singularity 
of the paper now before the House. It is not 
expected by the warmest advocate of the memo- 
rial, if advocate it has in this House, that we can 
repeal our declaration of war,and recall our Army 
and Navy from the fight, under present cireum- 
stances. And in respect to Louisiana, he consid- 
ered it equally improper to question her rights 
or sovereignty as it would be to question those 
of New York. He could not, therefore, on any 
view of the subject, consent to refer this remon- 
strance. 

Mr. Pickerine waived his motion for reference 
to a Committee of the Whole; he had no objec- 
tion that for the present the memorial should lie 
on the table. He would at this time make a re- 
mark or two only, in reply to what had fallen 
from the gentleman from Louisiana. I was, said 
Mr. P., a member of the Senate, when the treaty 
ceding Louisiana to us, was ratified. My col- 
league, John Quincy Adams, voted for its ratifica- 
tion. J beg leave to say, there was not a man 
then in the Senate who supposed another State 
might bê admitted beyond the original boundary 
of the Union. In proof of which, I recollect that 
Mr. Adams argued that the Constitution might 
beso amended as to admit the introduction of 
such States; and, a very few days after the rati- 
fication of the treaty just mentioned, he laid upon 
the table of the Senate a proposition so to amend 
the Constitution. 

_ Mr. Jacgson, of Virginia, said, that although 
in his seat, he had not heard the memorial read, 
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because the gentleman’s back was towards him. 
He had therefoge had no opportunity of judging 
of its contents. As he doubted whether it was 
conformable to rule that papers should receive 
their customary reading from members of the 
House, he hoped the memorial would be read by 
the Clerk. 

The Speaker decided that the reading by a 
member was a reading in the view of the rule. 

Mr. Rasa then moved that the memorial be 
read a second time. 

For the motion, 65; against it, 90. 

Mr. Atsron said he did not rise now for the 
purpose of entering into any argument on the 
merits of this remonstrance. If he had under- 
stood the gentleman front Massachusetts cor- 
rectly, he had said that there was not a Senator 
in 1804 who believed that new States might be 
admitted beyond the original boundary of the 
Union. 

Mr. Pickerine explained. He did not remem- 
ber to have heard that a word was said by any 
member of the Senate in his place intimating 
that the Constitution, as it then existed, author- 
ized the admission into the Union of any terri- 
tory beyond its original limits. And that this 
general opinion prevailed was further proved, by 
the fact, that in a few days after the treaty passed 
the Senate, Mr. Apams offered an amendment to 
the Constitution on this head. 

Mr. ALsTon said, that if the gentleman was a 
member of the Senate at the time, he could put 
him in mind of a debate, which took place there, 
which would induce him to retract the opinion 
he had just expressed. When the same subject 
was under discussion, a member of the Senate 
from South Carolina, who was in the Conven- 
tion which framed the Constitution, rose and read 
that part of the Constitution which authorizes 
the admission of new States into the Union, and 
declared that the member who originally moved 
that article in the Convention, said, at the time 
he offered it, that he had in his eye the conquest 
of Canada, not of Louisiana, but what amounts 
to the same thing in principle, of a territory not 
then belonging to the United States. This was 
said with the doors open; and Mr. A. said he had 
believed, after that, that there was not a member 
of the Senate, unless it was Mr. Apams, who had 
committed himself, that did not believe that the 
truc construction was, that Congress might erect 
new States out of territory they might acquire. 
This fact must be in the recollection of every 
person then a member of Congress. 

Mr. Picxerine said he had been a member at 
that time, and had not the slightest recollection 
of such an observation having been made as that 
just referred to. In confirmation of the state- 
ment he had made on this head, he recollected an 
opinion he had then made up, that though no one 
then pretended that the Constitution authorized 
the admission of this territory, yet it would be 
admitted into the Union in process of time. This 
opinion satisfied him, that, whatever others might 
hear, nothing had come to his ears at that time 
contradicting the impression he had stated. 


345 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


346 


June, 1813. 


Remonstrance of Massachusetts. 


H. or R. 


Mr. WricaT said he was a member of the 
Senate, and . present at the ratification of the 
Louisiana Treaty; and he believed the honorable 
gentleman who presented this memorial opposed 
the ratification of that treaty, as he had done al- 
most every act which appeared to receive the 
sanction of Administration. His colleague, (Mr. 
Apams,) however, was then taking a review of 
his conduct, and becoming friendly to the meas- 
ures of the Administration. He was so anxious 
for the admission of Louisiana into our Union, 
that he declared his intention, if ne¢essary, to 
move an amendment to the Constitution with 
that view. And I do well recollect, said Mr. W., 
the dialogue embracing the remark which has 
been quoted of a Senator from South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER here recommended that a stop 
should be put to this desultory debate; and fre- 
quently in the course of the following debate en- 
deavored to limit the members to a discussion of 
the mere question before them. 

Mr. BicELow said that this petition contained 
important matter; that it was decent and re- 
spectful in its terms, and entitled to attention. 
He hoped, therefore, as many had complained 
that they had not heard it read, that it would be 
printed for general information. He hoped that 
a spirit of conciliation would prevail on all sides; 
that the reasons urged by the eelne of Mas- 
sachusetts might be fairly and candidly consid- 
ered. If those reasons had weight, let the griev- 
ances complained of be redressed. If not, let the 
people of that State be convinced of their error 
by the answer to be returned to them. Mr. B. 
moved to print the remonstrance. 

Mr. Wricut hoped the remonstrance would 
not be printed. He hoped nobody wanted a copy 
of it; sure he was that he did not. As to refer- 
ring it to a committee, he should be happy to see 
it referred to the Attorney General of Massachu- 
setts, to whom he thought its libellous character 
entitled it to be sent. 

A conversation took place between Messrs. 
Roserts, McKee, and BrasLow, on the former 
practice of the House in printing papers expres- 
sive of the sense of the Legislatures of States in 
relation to the measures of the General Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. Monreomery considered it important that 
the House should meet this paper, and exposc its 
fallacy, which they could not be enabled to do as 
well from its bare reading as if it were printed 
and before them. He wished an opportunity for 
himself of examining it at leisure, and reading it 
over and over again. He wished at the same 
time that the House should meet ils reasoning 
and confute it, as he believed they might read- 
ily do. 

ur. Macon regretted that any objection had 
been made to printing this paper. If we have 
been in error, said he, no man can object to be- 
ing convinced of it. It is certainly impossible 
for any man to understand distinctly so long a 
paper from merely hearing itread. Suppose this 
representation had been a very able argument to 
show that our measures are correct, should we 


object to its publication? I apprehend not. Mas- 
sachusetts has done what other States have done 
before her. She has thought proper to animad- 
vert on our proceedings; and she is entitled to 
precisely the same respect as every other State, 
and every other State to the same respect as her. 
We come here as equals, and I hope as brothers. 
All truth asks is fair play. If truth be on our 
side, as I verily believe it is, we are impregnable. 
The cause of truth will prevail in the end. 

Mr. Rozerrson said he could not for his part 
consent that so much of this memorial as relates 
to Louisiana should even be printed. He could 
not consent to give countenance in any way. to a 
paper which speaks of the introduction of Louis- 
iana into the Union as a violation of the rights 
of any of the States. However the sentiments 
of that memorial in relation to other matters dif- 
fered from his own, he had no objection to their 
circulation. But with respect to the question to 
which he had alluded, which ought not to be a 
proached, which must not be acted on, he could 
consent to no act which should give to that pa- 
per, character or consequence in the eyes of the 
nation. He therefore moved to except, from the 
motion for printing, such part of the memorial as 
related to Louisiana. 

In addition to the complete and conclusive re- 
ply already given to the gentleman from Mass- 
chusetts (Mr. Pickering) he would say, that ad- 
mitting the statement made by the gentleman to 
be true, as he was convinced the gentleman be- 
lieved it to be, yet the United States were func- 
tus oficio as to the introduction of this State into 
the Union. The question cannot now be moved 
in this House. As a Constitutional question, it 
may come before the Judiciary, the tribunal for 
deciding such questions; but he believed they 
would hardly undertake to discuss the constitu- 
tionality of the introduction of any State into the 
Union. I have endeavored, said Mr. R., to make 


+ no remarks which could be construed into an in- 


delicacy towards the State of Massachusetts; but 
is the language of the memorial delicate? Is it 
fair to the State of Louisiana, to act in this man- 
ner. There may be States in the Union whose 
religion, whose moral habits, whose permission 
of slavery, may be disagreeable to the State of 
Massachasetts; but all these things were known 
before, and at the time of the formation of our 
happy Union, and were not considered sufficient 
obstacles to prevent its:formation. Shall they 
then be considered of sufficient importance to en- 
danger its existence? I hope not. 

Mr. Waicart asked, as a question of mere order, 
whether any paper was admissible in this House, 
charging the Government, in terms, with a vio- 
lation of the Constitution. i 

The SPEAKER replied, that was a matter entirely 
for the decision of the House. 

Mr. InceRsout said he should vote for print- 
ing this memorial entire, notwithstanding what 
appeared to him to be an excitement of just and 


‘honorable feeling in the gentleman from Louisi- 


iana against the part he wished to except. He 
should vote for printing it, because he was of 
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opinion that it was high time to meet this me- 
morial and all such papers on the floor of this 
House with reason and argument, instead of fer- 
vor and passion, which had generally been ap- 
plied on similar occasions. 


Mr. Roserts said he was still unfriendly to 
-the printing of this memorial, if it were only for 
the perfect novelty of thus questioning the sover- 
eignty of a State. He was of opinion that a ques- 
tion ought to be settled, preliminary to printing 
this paper, whether the sovereignty of a State 
ought in any way to be questioned. He hoped it 
would lie on the table and not be printed. 

The question was taken on the remonstrance 
lying on the table, and carried without a division. 

The question recurred on the motion to print 
the paper, and first on the amendment thereto 
proposed by Mr. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. Fisx of Vermont spoke in favor of printing. 
He considered the remonstrance of an extraor- 
dinary character, and, if not intended to effect 
some extraordinary purpose where it originated, 
the course now proposed to be taken would give 
it thateffect. If the statements contained in that 
paper could not be met, it was high time that the 
party at whom they were levelled was out of 
power. If it should be refused a hearing, the im- 
pression would prevail that it was unanswerable. 
A spirit of dissatisfaction had reigned in the quar- 
ter whence this memorial came, though it had 
not before been presented to this House. This 
spirit of opposition would be the evil genius of 
the country, unless it was quieted by a decisive 
reply. This paper contained statements, which, 
with all the deference he was disposed to pay to the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, were erroneous and 
unfounded. These statements were before the 
people. Their good sense would doubtless re- 
fute them; but he also wished to see them refuted 
in this House. 

Mr. Fisx, of New York, opposed the printing, 
because no object appeared requiring it, as no 
Legislative act could grow out of it. 

Mr. Rura spoke in favor of printing, because 
he had not been able to hear the paper read. 

Mr. Catuoun said if his vote for printing this 
memorial could be conceived as in any way coun- 
tenancing the doctrines it contained, he certainly 
should not vote for it. He certainly never would 
countenance what might he considered a decla- 
ration of war by one State against another. When 
he gave a vote to publish this paper, he should do 
it because gentlemen had said they had not an 
opportunity of hearing it distinctly when it was 
read. As to the subject of the remonstrance, he 
was ready to meetit. Congress had declared war 
from necessity alone, and that they would al- 
ways be willing and able to vindicate its justice 
and necessity, he had not the least doubt. 


Mr. Farrow said he had not heard the whole 
of the remonstrance read, but he had heard more 
than enough of it. He regretted the consump- 
tion of time about this affair, and opposed its 
printing. Every member who wished had an op- 
portunity to read it at the Clerk’s table—he would 


assure those who were desirous of reading it, they 
would never find him in their way. 

Mr. Bisz said he should vote against printing as 
unnecessary ; because, when the subject should 
be taken up again, if no other gentleman did, he 
should move a reference of the memorial to a se- 
lect committee, with the vicw of obtaining a de- 
tailed reporton it. He considered the memorial, 
though addressed to this House, as an appeal to 
the people of Massachusetts, and of the United 
States, from the decision of Congress—he there- 
fore wished a report which should expose the 
fallacy of its arguments. 

Mr. Wriaat said he had heard so much of the 
memorial when read as to know that it was inde- 
corous and treasonable in its language,and charged 
the House with being under French influence, 
and with having violated the Constitution. He 
was opposed to the principle of the memorial, in 
all its moods and tenses. Gentlemen, he believed, 
were about to vote for printing this paper, who, if 
they had heard it read, would have spurned it 
from the table. Mr. W. said he had drawn up a 
resolution that the memorial was indecorous and 
ought not to be received. He recollected a me- 
morable case in the Senate, of a memorial from 
certain Quakers denouncing all slaveholders as in 
the high road to the devil. The memorial was 
received and read, and afterwards leave was given 
to the memorialists to withdraw their memo- 
rial. The State of Massachusetts had been equally 
represented with other States, and its members 
heard on the snbject of the declaration of war— 
and yet they now came forward and declared it 
unconstitutional. Surprise at this remonstrance, 
however, in a great degree ceases, when we re- 
flect that it proceeded irom the same body, and I 
have little doubt from the same pen, too, which 
the other day solemnly declared it was contrary 
to their religion to rejoice in the successes of the 
arms of their country. : 

Mr. Benson said the gentleman need not wince 
so much at the charge of foreign influence. Did 
he not recollect calling the other day on the 
friends of Britain in this House to come forth, &e. 

Mr. WaicuT said the gentleman from New 
York was wrong. He had suppressed a part of 
the evidence; and whoever gives but half of the 
evidence in any case is guilty of suppressio veri. 
He had, on the occasion alluded to, quoted Cas- 
ulereagh’s words— the friends of Great Britain 
in Congress.” It was on record that he had used 
the expression, and Mr. W. had quoted it. It 
was for gentlemen on the other side to repel the 
charge. 

Mr. Bricoam spoke in favor of treating this 
petition with all the respect due to its importance 
and the respectable source from which it came. 
He was sorry that a disposition was manifested 
to prevent the remonstrance from coming fairly 
before the House. This memorial had been ad- 
dressed to Congress hy Massachusetts in the day 
of her distress. Should not the people of that 
State have the liberty of stating their complaints? 
He should be sorry to see gentlemen frown on 
the petition of an individual, much less of the 


349 


HISTORY OF 


CONGRESS. 350 


June, 1813. 


Remonstrance of Massachusetts. 


H. or R. 


State of Massachusetts, for whom he claimed no 
other respect or distinction than that to which 
all the States in the Union were entitled. 

Mr. Bicstow adverted to the illiberality of 
placing reliance on-the declarations of the agents 
of foreign Governments in relation to our parties 
at home. He quoted the French correspondence 
in 1797 or 1798, speaking with certainty of a 
party at the control of France in this country. 

. Mr. B. said he did not make such a charge; but 
if the declaration of one foreign Minister was 
entitled to credit, the declaration of another for- 
eign Minister was equally so. 

Mr. Macon said, that whenever the subject of 
British or French influence was started in this 
House, the members did just what the two Gov- 
ernments of Great Britain and France, equal in 
wickedness, wished us to do—widening divisions 
already sufficiently obvious. Does either of those 
nations, said he, love a free Government? Has 
either of them ever protected a free Government 
anywhere? If those Governments ever have a 
secret understanding with people among us, they 
will not let you know with whom ; but they will 
throw out hints,and make public declarations 
and insinuations, to sow distrust among a people 
who are free,and whom they therefore envy and 
hate. Let us not then help them in the work, but 
bear with one another. 


Mr. Bayizs rose to support the remonstrance. 
Being a Representative from the State which 
bad transmitted it—a State whose blood had 
flowed as freely as that of any other in support 
of our independence; a State which contributed 
as much to support it as any other—it was cer- 
tainly incumbent on him, to do his utmost that 
this memorial should be disposed of in a respect- 
fol manner. Why had this memorial, which all i 
appeared to admit to be couched in respectful 
language. called forth the indignation of gentle- 
men? The Legislature, availing itself of its Con- 
stitutional right, had performed that duty which, 
as guardians of the people’s rights, they owed to 
their constituents ; and he trusted, whatever 
might be said out of the House, that the doctrine 
never would be countenanced on this floor, that 
after a measure has become a law, it is not ad- 
missible to oppose it. Mr. B. spoke of the suf- 
ferings of the people of Massachusetts as being 
very great, and the sentiments contained in the 
memorial very general. He urged a temperate 
consideration of it, and reply or refutation of it 
if the people were proved to be in error. The 
gentleman from Maryland had charged this with 
being a treasonable paper, and of course the Le- 
gislature as being guilty of treason. A proper 
respect for Massachusetts and himself, Mr. B. 
said, forbade any other reply to such remarks, 
than that the honorable gentleman was as igno- 
rant of the principles of free Government ashe was 
of the character of the people of Massachusetts. 

The motion to except from printing that part 
of the memorial which relates to Louisiana, was 
negatived; and the memorial was ordered to be 
printed—yeas 108. 


a re 


PROTEST OF MINORITY. 


Mr. Ricsarpson presented an address of the 
minority of the Legislature of the State of Mas- 
sachuselts, protesting against the statements and 
principles contained in the remonstrance above 
stated, as unseasonable in their origin, reprehen- 
sible in language, erroneous in facts, and perni- 
cious in their effects——Read, and ordered to li 
on the table. . 

The Address is as follows: 


Protest of the minority of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts to the remonstrance of the Legislature 
thereof against the war and other measures of the 
General Government. 

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled— 

The undersigned committee, chosen by the minority 
of the Senators and Representatives of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, beg leave to represent, that 
they have perceived with extreme regret that the Le- 
gislature of this State, in their present session, have 
presented a remonstrance to Congress, denouncing 
the Administration of the General Government, repro- 
bating the war as improper, impolitic, and unjust, im- 
peaching the motives of the Congress which deelared 
it, excusing and justifying all the aggressions and 
outrages of Great Britain, and charging a majority of 
the Representatives of the people with wantonness, am- 
bition, oppression, and cruelty. While the Executive 
of the United States is stcadily pursuing that course 
of policy which alone can secure a safe, equitable, 
honorable, and permanent peace, and are actually ne- 
gotiating to effect it, it is impossible to conceive what 
good motive could induce the Legislature of this State 
to vote a remonstrance so treasonable in its origin, rep- 
rehensible in its language, erroneous in its facts and 
principles, and pernicious in its effects. 

Who that is American can but feel indignant to hear 
it stated by the Legislature of a State that we ought to 
have resisted the French decrees, agreeably to the de- 
mand of the British Government? That we have se- 
duced her seamen from their allegiance, and that we 
have invaded the territory of a peaceable and unof- 
fending neighbor? Where is the man, who values 
his reputation, who would not indignantly frown at 
the insinuation, that war was waged from motives of 
ambition or lust of conquest? that we are leagued 
with France to oppress the European nations, and that 
our Government have established a chain of military 
posts “ to prostrate the civil to the military authority 2” 
And what man, not altogether exclusively British, can, 
without the deepest mortification, read a remonstrance 
which, in time of war and pending negotiation, should 
take the enemy’s ground, support their claims, and 
justify their aggressions? We assure the Congress 
and people of the United States that we utterly pro- 
test against the statements and principles contained 
in thathumiliating remonstrance. It appears to us too 
much like the attempt of a disappointed and malignant 
faction, who, to obtain power, would trample on the 
rights and liberties of their country. We do not, how- 
ever, apprehend that any faction in this country have 
either the power or the nerve to effect a purpose of 
this sort. We trust and sincerely believe that the 
people would resist, and effectually suppress, every at- 
tempt to sever or weaken our bond of Union. We 
are aware that it isin times of calamity and war that 
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Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of taxing 
all Jaw suits, offices, and pensions; and that the said 
committee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. INGERSOLL.—Mr. Chairman, as long as the 
business of this session proceeded without inter- 
ruption, I held myself bound, by a sense of impe- 
rious publie duty, to refrain from disturbing it 
with any observations of mine: and on all the 
various subjects of debate have never taken the 
floor, except for a few minutes at an early day 
after our meeting, when I deemed it necessary to 
explain my vote to those against whom I gave it. 
But the harmony and regularity of our progress 
being now unfortunately broken up by the reso- 
lution of the honorable gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Fisx, ) and we in danger, I am afraid, 
of being cast adrift upon a sea of troubles, the 
same sense of public propriety which enjoined 
silence on me heretofore, requires that I should 
now solicit your patience, and that of the Com- 
mittee, which I am apprehensive I shall severely 
exercise, during the discussion of the elaborate 
and uninteresting matters involved in the subject 
of taxation. Tedious and dull as they are in- 
trinsically, they will prove peculiarly so in my 
treatment, because, besides having no ability to 
impart to them an extraordinary interest, I shall 
endeavor to restrict myself to the subject to be 
kept in view. Consecratcd as I consider this spe- 
cial session to this special deliberation, and anx- 
ious to afford, as far as I am able, without regard 
to minor considerations, a good system of per- 
manent and productive internal revenue, I beg 
leave to disclaim all mere party and State pro- 
fessions, to divest myself of their livery, and to 
approach the inquiry with no other inclination 
than that for the fairest and most eligible system. 
{ will not, therefore, inflame the debate with the 
causes of the war which has rendered taxes in- 
dispensable. It is enough to say that war, with- 
oat taxes, is a body without a soul. The physi- 
cal material you may have without finance; but 
that moral momentum must be wanting, which 
gives to the physical material its movement and 
alacrity. ‘The armor of war is, to be sure, fabri- 
cated of iron, but it never will be lasting unless 
burnished with gold; nor can the attitude of war 
be what it ought to be—an attitude of defiance 
and annoyance to the enemy, of protection and 
safeguard to us—unless it be erected ona well- 
founded Treasury, capable of perpetual repro- 
ductiveness and never-failing replenishment. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has recom- 
mended taxes to our enactment, as “ necessary 
evils.” Ido not mean my honorable friend and 
most worthy townsman, the acting Secretary of 
the Treasury, but that distinguished Secretary of 
the Treasury who is now, I suppose, about half 
seas over on his way to the arctic circle, in pur- 
suit of peace ; intoxicated, I am afraid, with vain 
hopes of at least a very doubtful and dangerous 
success—a success reposed on the remote and un- 
certain mediation of a foreign empire, rather than 
the native energies of our own. Most heartily, 
for my part, do I wish the Russian mission a 


ambitious and designing men will be tempted to stir 
up the people to opposition and rebellion. But we 
are assured that a large majority of the people of this 
State would, at the hazard of their lives and fortunes, 
resist all opposition to the laws and government of 
their country. We believe the war to be just and ne- 
cessary ; that the Government have invariably main- 
tained strict justice and impartiality towards the bel- 
ligerents of Europe; that they have submitted to an 
accumulation of wrongs which no other nation would 
have endured; they have negotiated until negotiation 
was vain; that it is their intention, as it is their duty, 
to protect the rights of commerce and of sailors, 
“ peaceably if they can, forcibly if they must 3” that 
since the pretended repeal of the Orders in Council, 
every pacific advance has been made, both by the Ex- 
ecutive and by Congress, which was consistent with 
the rights and honor of the nation; and that we are 
willing to endure all the evils and privations of this 
war, and to expend our property and our blood in its 
prosecution. We hope the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts have better evidence of their consistency, pru- 
dence, patriotism, and love of peace, than is contained 
in their extraordinary remonstrance. 

We wish for peace, but we fear that this remon- 
strance, if it has any effect, will tend to prevent rather 
than to accomplish it. We hope that the very proper 
course adopted by the Administration to effect a peace, 
will meet with the success to which it is entitled. But 
should Great Britain, regardless of the numerous 
wrongs she has inflicted on us, and calculating on her 
power, or encouraged by her friends in America, per- 
sist in her hostile pretensions, we have no doubt but 
the people of this State will cordially, actively, and 
zealously come forward and lend their aid in the prose- 
cution of the war—until our rights are established on 
a permanent basis. 

Signed, on behalf of the minority, by 

JOHN HOLMES, 

wM. MOODY, 

SOLOMON AIKEN, ; 

JOSIUA PRENTISS, Jn., 

JOUN HART, 

AMBROSE HALL. 
Boston, June 16, 1813. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


On motion of Mr. Fisk of New York, the 
House again resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the resolution, yesterday submitted 
by him, for imposing a duty on spirits. 

The resolution having been again read— 

Mr. Inagerso Lt read the following resolutions, 
which he proposed to offer as amendatory of and 
additional to that of Mr. Fisk: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of taxing 
all successions to the estates of persons dying after the 
day of next, within the United States, when- 
ever such decedent shall leave a clear estate, real, per- 
sonal, or mixed, worth five hundred dollars; and that 
the said committee have Icave to report by bill or 
otherwise. 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of taxing 
all ascertainable income from all estates, real, personal, 
and mixed, whenever the yearly amount of income 
shall exceed five hundred dollars; and that the said 
committee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 
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speedy accomplishment of all its objects! But, 
though I have avoided inflaming this debate with 
a recapitulation of the causes of this just war, 
permit me to avail myself of this occasion to 
throw in very briefly my ideas of its legitimate 
progress and proper termination. If I differ in 
opinion with any of my friends, as it is an honest 
difference, there can be no impropriety in my ex- 
hibiting the grounds of the sentiments I entertain. 
Tam one of the last individuals in this House 
who would wantonly utter a disrespectful or un- 
gracious sentiment concerning any of the meas- 
ures of that Administration, to which I am at- 
tached, or toward that excellent person in parti- 
cular, who, so much to the interest and satisfac- 
tion of his country, fills the Executive Magistra- 
cy of these United States; whose strong and per- 
vading hold on the confidence and affections of 
his fellow-citizens have been signally proved 
within these last few days, by the almost univer- 
sal expression of their fervent wishes for his re- 
covery from the illness with which he has been 
visited, and his restoration to the full enjoyment 
of those emineat faculties which have always 
been so exemplarily exerted in the purest public 
service. But, sir, I espoused this just and inevit- 
able war, not because it wasa measure of the pre- 
sent Administration—and I am wedded to its for- 
tunes—not merely because the present Adminis- 
tration is intrusted with its prosecution. My affi- 
ance is founded on higher and deeper, I will add, 
nobler principles—principles which will outlive 
this and every other Administration. 1 support, 
and will continue to support, this war, so long as 
I shall remain in the conscientious belief, togeth- 
er with the majority of the American people, 
that the hostilities we ought to be waging arein- 
dispensable to the welfare, the character, the 
union, the existence of the nation. 

Sir, having said thus much, let me add, with a 
full foresight of the responsibility I incur—hav- 
ing well considered what I am about to say—and 
prompted in its public declaration by a powerful 
sense of public duty, I proceed to add, that lam 
afraid this war has been mortified with too pacific 
an aspect; I fear its vigor has been cramped for 
the purpose of pampering a premature peace. I 
am as warm ‘a friend to peace as any man, and 
would subscribe to it on as moderate terms; but 
after war has been declared, in my humble ap- 
prehension, peace-seeking is not the avenue to 
peace, is not pacitic policy. If this war had been 
waged with a boldness, such as has marked our 
incessant endeavors to put a stop to it, which 
have followed each other ever since war was de- 
clared, in an increasing ratio of iteration and in- 
tensity, I have no doubt that the enemy, long be- 
fore now, would have been panting for peace, pent 
up within the walls of Quebec, if indeed even the 
last resort of his annoyance, the ultima thule of 
his foothold on the North American continent had 
not been in your safekeeping, a pledge, a mort- 
gage, for a permanent pacification. Instead of 
which, what is the faet? Turn your eyes, sir, 
on that quarter, where all the eyes of this coun- 
try are rivetted in aching expectation; look to 
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your lakes, and see a sufficient, well disciplined ` 
and competent forcee—an army which triumphs 
in every conflict; in spite of the errors of its com- 
manders—see that army frustrate and idle on the ` 
strand, because you have not yet, after a twelve 
month’s war like a peace, the complete command 
of those inland waters, which are as vitally es- 
sential to the well-being, the tranquillity, the-se- 
curity, the integrity of this Union, as the com- 
mand of this District of Columbia; in my view” 
of both subjects infinitely more so. And why is’ 
this? Because, at least I fear it is because, your ` 
sinews have been distended towards Russia, in- 
stead of Canada. 

As soon as war was declared, I would have al- 
most forgotten that we had such an office as the 
Department of State, much as I revere the irre- 
proachable gentleman in that Department, and ` 
would have limited all my views to the bellige- 
rent departments, now so well replenished with 
talents, experience, and competency. At any rate 
l would have looked to them alone as long as 
a remorseless enemy was thundering at the gate 
with bombardment and conflagration in his train. 
If I am not mistaken in my historical recollec- 
tions, in the year 1738, when the English Cabi- 
net sent Mr. Keene as their Minister to Madrid, 
to treat of the embarrassments at that time super- 
induced between Spain and England, by the re- 
sistance, the pertinacious and invincible resist- 
ance, opposed by the latter to a claim of search 
exercised by the Spanish Guarda Costa in the 
American seas—precisely the same sort of search 
which England now as pertinaciously and trium- 
phantly asserts—if I am not entirely mistaken, the 
Spanish Government repelled all discussion, while 
Admiral Haddock’s fleet was hovering in the 
Mediterranean on the coast of Spain, and insist- 
ed on the withdrawal of that fleet asa prelimina- 
ry sine qua non to any overture for peace. If I 
am not equally mistaken, at a much later period, 
so recently as 1807, when Sir John Duckworth 
forced the Dardanelles, and ranged nis squadron 
before Constantinople, with springs on their ca- 
bles and matches lighted, threatening the favorite ` 
residence of the Musselmen with the devastation 
of their mosques and harems; the Turk, sir, the 
despised, the outlawed Turk, who never paida 
tax but by exaction, peremptorily refused to treat 
with his invaders, on any terms, until their batte- 
ries should no longer overhang the Turkish shore; 
and Admiral Duckworth with, if I am correct in 
my rememibrance, Mr. Arbuthnot, an’ able Am- 
bassador on board, as much so probably as Sir 
John Warren, found it necessary to withdraw 
without the Dardanelles, in order to open his ne- 
gotiation. These, sir, indeed, are Moorish prece- 
dents, unbecoming perhaps American imitation. 
But I must confess, when I perceive how this 
conflict lingers in America, however rapidly it 
may be hastening, for aught I know of, to a pro- 
fitable and goodly end in Russia, I do not think 
it due to that large portion of the community, 
whose opinions Iam sure I speak on this occa- 
sion, to refrain from a decided but decorous ex- 
pression of regret, that the Secretary of the Treas- 
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ury should have gone—whileyeta whole province, | to the persons so roundly called in question, as 
I mean the Territory of Michigan, is under the | to the honorable gentleman from New York him- 
enemy’s subjugation—that he should have gone, | self, who hardly could have meant all the evil he 
scorched with the fires of Havre and of George- | uttered in his politica! delirium, and who, as he 
town, coolly to sue for peace, under the influence | appears to have the precepts of the Gospel fa- 
of the North Pole. miliar to his lips, no doubt has its principles en- 

Accede to such a mediation as that of Russia I | graven on his heart, and will be happy himself 
always would, without a moment's hesitation, | that I should prove to him how much he wronged 
and by all fair means cherish the Russian alli- | the persons he denounced. That gentleman, sir, 
ance; for undoubtedly Russia is the only Euro- | stigmatized the contributors to the late loans 
pean Power of the first grade that has always | with some unhandsome epithets which I shall 
treated America with respect and amity ; though, | not repeat, calling them, in effect, delinquent 
to be sure, not to give Russia more credit than | members of his own party. That honorable 
she is entitled to, we never have come in collision | gentleman has the honor to represent on this 
with her, and never can, unless we should disa- | floor some portion of the great State of New 
gree about the lands in Kamschatka. But move | York—unquestionably the first State in the 
one single furlong from the American soil in | Union—an acknowledgment I must needs make, 
quest of peace I never would, under any foreign | though I have the honor to represent in part a 
auspices whatever. If we are to be victorious, | State which claims at least a secondary rank. 
this is the meridian for victory ; if to be vanquish- | What particular district of New York he repre- 
ed, this is the spot to fallupon. There is no wis- | sents, I am not informed of; but he will permit 
dom, no policy, in courting peace; and I do anx- | me to assure him, that the principal contributor 
iously trust that no hope of peace to be obtained | to the late loan is a gentleman who, within the 
in another hemisphere will be suffered to procras-| last four years, has invested upwards of five 
tinate the war in this. hundred thousand dollars in the soil of New 

After having said thus much on this subject,| York, on the banks of the St. Lawrence, and 
actuated by a sense of public duty, it is due to | who, therefore, feels, probably, as deep an interest 
individual justice to add, it is due to my own | in this country as, perhaps, the honorable gentle- 
sense of his superior merits, that I have as im- | man does himself. What the politics of the 
plicit reliance in the character of the absent | gentleman alluded to are, I declare I do not 
Secretary of the Treasury, as I have in his} know, though I enjoy the pleasure of his ac- 
great abilities; and that while I deprecate the | quaintance ; and I much doubt whether he has 
policy of mediations and missions, and fear their ; thought it necessary to adopt any ; but, together 
result, I sincerely hope that it may be all that its | with his great opulence, he has certainly always 
best friends can desire. | been distinguished for the goodness of his heart, 

To return from this digression, which, though | the integrity and liberality of his nature, the 
not exactly appropriate to the subject, I never- | hospitality of his house, and his peculiar talent 
theless deemed it a duty to allow myself. The} of perceiving when, how, and where, to appro- 
Secretary of the Treasury has recommended | priate his large funds to the best advantage. 
taxes to Congress as necessary evils. The Sec- | Another of the principal contiibutors to the loan 
retary is a great man; and it may be presump- |is a fellow-townsman of mine, who, by thirty 
tuous in me to'controvert any principle he as- | years of indefatigable and prosperous attention 
serts. But I must confess that I do not consider | to mercantile business, is generally supposed to 
taxes as evils, however necessary they may be. | have amassed a solid fortune of at least two mil- 
In my inconsiderable opinion, temporary wars | lions of dollars; and who, upon the dissolution 
are not evils; nor permanent taxes; and how-|of the charter of the late Bank of the United 
ever calamitous and deplorable long and ambi- | States, was affluent enough to purchase the edi- 
tious wars undoubtedly are, I think, for my part, | fice belonging to that institution, together, I be- 
that the present will prove to bea blessed war, | lieve, with most of the specie in their vaults, 
should it have no other effect than to give the | and to continue on the foundation, distributing 
United States a good system of permanent in- | the discounts and pecuniary benefits of such an 
ternal revenue. All the treasure and all the | extensive establishment to the commercial com- 
blood will be cheaply and most beneficially be- | munity; a citizen who, some years ago, when 
stowed, if, besides the attainment of other ob- | Philadelphia was afflicted by a pestilence, and all 
jects, the present conflict with Great Britain | those inhabitants fied away from the scene of 
should cause the arrangement of a plan of just ; desolation who had the means of escape; who 
and productive taxation. staid behind not to watch his treasure, not to 
‘| count his gold, but * to plunge into the infection 


In debate the other day on the resolutions of 
the honorable gentleman from New Hampshire, | of hospitals, to survey the mansions of sorrow 
(Mi. WEBSTER,) an honorable gentleman oppo- | and pain, to remember the forgotten, to attend 
site to me, from New York, (Mr. Surpuerp,) in | to the neglected, to visit the forsaken,” and I 
an eestacy of fermented spirit—I mean the spirit | will add, as I believe I may with strict propriety, 
of-the mind—was betrayed into certain animad- | to administer even the rites of sepulture to those 
versions on individuals, whom T think it proper | who had not a solitary friend left with them for 
to exhibit to that mistaken gentleman in their | the performance of such sad ceremonies, This 
true characters. This explanation is due as well } gentleman, I can assure the honorable member 
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from New York, is no delinquent partisan of his; 
but for thirty years has always been a firm, 
though unmeddling, a resolute, and consistent 
Republican. A third of the chief contributors 
to the late loan is, as I have generally under- 
stood, one of the greatest capitalists of the city 
of New York; as little deserving of the asper- 
sions of the honorable gentleman from that 
State, since he, too, unless I am much mistaken, 
belongs to that class of Americans who do not 
fall in with the political exclusiveness of that 
honorable gentleman, who has so boldly laid 
claim—I am endeavoring to show with what 
justice—to all the capital, as well as all the vir- 
tue, and of course all the talents, of the commu- 
nity. A fourth of these upbraided delinquents 
is an inhabitant of Salem or Boston, though I 
am not certain whether he had an opportunity of 
coming in for a share of the loan of 1813, but 
who, at all events, I believe, subscribed most lib- 
erally to that of 1812; and who, far from mer- 
iting the distorted and wholly unfounded crimi- 
nation of the honorable gentleman from New 
York, is like the others I have exeulpated—a cit- 
izen, at the same time, of immense wealth, and 
sterling republicanism. There was, I think, a 
fifth large subscriber, a rich and respectable mer- 
chant of Baltimore, who is, I am informed, of 
the political denomination of those with whom 
the honorable gentleman from New York acts; 
but who, as I am not disposed to follow the illib- 
eral Trape of that honorable gentleman, it 
gives me pleasure to add, I have always consid- 
ered, instead of a delinquent, rather a high-toned 
partisan ; but, nevertheless, a man amiable in 
his mauners and character, and entirely exempt 
from any of the faults imputed by the sweeping 
invective of the honorable gentleman from New 
York. 

That honorable gentleman could not have been 
aware of the mischief he imprecated on his own 
head, in common with the heads of all his other 
countrymen, without discrimination, when he 
suffered himself to be the assailant of public 
credit. Sir,-as inestimable as I consider the 
American Union to American prosperity, I have 
no hesitation in declaring that I hold public cre- 
dit to be of infinitely greater importance. Itis 
the rock of our national salvation. It is that to 
which foreign Powers look as the base of our 
endurance. Our Union is undoubtedly essential 
to ourselves; but other nations care very little 
‘for our Union, and would destroy it if they could, 
as you, Mr. Chairman, very justly observed on 
this floor this morning. But as long as our pub- 
lic credit continues unimpaired, all nations must 
continue to respect us; as soon as it sinks, to de- 
spise us. Does the honorable gentleman from 
New York imagine—does any one suppose—that 
every species of property would not be deprecia- 
ted with the fall of public credit? Do they 
think, can they think, that public faith may de- 
cline, and yet private property maintain its pres- 
ent estimation? If so, they egregiously deceive 
themselves. Lands, houses, personal estate, mo- 


would all lose their value with the destruction or 
diminution of the public credit and faith; for 
they would cease to represent and to enable the 
purchase of those comforts to which money and ` 
property afford titles for the enjoyment. 

Whether it would be possible, and. how long, 
to carry on the belligerent operations of Govern- 
ment by loans alone, without ‘taxes pledged for 
their regular and faithful redemption; and whe- 
ther loans, as a system, be a good or a bad, I am 
not now about to inquire, though I am inclined 
to believe, from the abundance of money in the 
country, and the facility with which it has been 
procured, provided a high interest is offered, that 
perhaps for some time it would not be impracti- 
eable to obtain such loans. But then it must be 
in a ratio of interest always increasing, in a ratio 
of amount obtained always decreasing ; and when 
the economy, independently of the dignity of 
the Commonwealth, is taken into view, there can 
be no question of the necessity and advantage of 
taxation, You otherwise fall into the hands of - 
brokers. You have not incurred that misfortune 
yet. Butas your first interest was six per cent., 
your second seven and:a half, or some fractional 
sum between seven and and eight, I do not know 
exactly what, nor is it material—so your next 
must be ten, after that twenty, or some such ex- 
orbitant remuneration, and so on until the inter- 
est almost equals the principal. That a system 
of loans, therefore, is a bad system, without a 
corresponding arrangement of taxes, is not to be 
disputed. 

The science of political economy is of very 
modern date. It is even younger, and much less 
practically understood, than that of chemistry. 
When it is recollected that the most authorita- 
tive treatise we have had on this subject—the 
work of Adam Smith—did not appear longer 
ago than the first year of the American Revolu- 
tion, and that until that time the science was 
very little known, even in Europe, it should not 
be matter of surprise that so much less is its 
knowledge disseminated in this country ; where, 
though the materials for taxation are very abun- 
dant, such a variety of difficulties exists to oppose 
and prevent its collection. Since Smith wrote, 
a host of writers—Stewart, my Lord Lauder- 
dale, Say, and Ganill, with many more, have ap- 
peared for our instruction. But after a laborious 
consultation of all the theories I could find, I am 
constrained to acknowledge that these doctors 
disagree so much among themselves, as to defy 
the adoption of any one system from all their 
commentaries. They are like the members of - 
this House. Each one has his: own: favorite 
fund of finance, and each one combats all ‘the 
rest with ability. I am perfectly satisfied—~and 
that is perhaps the only satisfactory result I have 
derived from the examination—that as writers 
do not, any two of them, coincide in the princi- 
ples, it will be found impossible for us to agree 
in the details. We shall have as many schemes 
as members. If each onc insists on his own pro- 
ject, at least one hundred and sixty will be 


ney, even the circulating medium of the country, | moved ; and instead of concurring with the com- . 
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support it. : 
to convince me that we must accede to such a 
plan as proceeds from the concentrated good 
sense and feelings of the House, or abandon all 
idea of any one at all. 

While the treatises on political economy, to 
which I have referred, were coming to light in 
Europe, taxes were successively enacted, as ne- 
cessity dictated their imposition, without any re- 
gard to the principles laid down for the govern- 
ment of financiers and legislators. The poor 
were taxed by the rich, who seemed to account 
it tax enough on themselves to be.at the trouble 
to devise taxes for their inferiors. Systems were 
gradually built up in a perverse progress, begin- 
ing where they ought to end, and ending where 
they ought to have begun. Capital was taxed 
first, and income reserved to the last; although it 
must be obvious to every understanding, that in- 
come should be taxed first, and, ifever touched at 
any rate, capital reserved for the last—for the 
same reason that it is better economy to live on 
the interest of our money, rather than touch upon 
the principal. The ancient hearth tax, house tax, 
“window tax, the excises, all preceded the heavier 
but juster burdens which latter years have intro- 
duced. Indeed it is not a century since, hoard- 
ing specie was the chief mean of the wealth of 
nations. The father of the great Frederick of 
Prussia, Frederick the Corporal, as he was called, 
by constantly hoarding up money, was enabled 
to leave his son eighty millions, with eighty thou- 
sand soldiers, which, witha disposition to be busy. 
prompted the great Frederick, as he has himself 
declared, toattempt those conquests which he an- 
nexed to his dominions; and which have since 
been wrested from his successors, who, without 
either the pecuniary or intellectual resources of 
the founder of the Prussian Kingdom, have been 
finally reduced to insignificance; for whoever 
succeeds in the present conflict no doubt the King 
of Prussia will not he Vicar of Bray. The suc- 
cess of either party will be destruction to him. 
The Turks, if l am not misinformed of their finan- 
cial regulations, by a fundamental law of the 
Empire, oblige every Sultan to lay up a certain 
amount of the exactions he levies on his people, 
to meet the contingencies that may occur. 

All the novelty and inherent difficulties of 
finance are aggravated, when we come to apply 
the principles in America, where the extent and 
diversity of our various States, their sovereignty, 
their dissimilar resources for revenue, and the 
very circumspection indeed of the language of 
the Federal Constitution in this particular, are 
so many fresh difficultles to be superadded to such 
as before existed. The subject teems with per- 
plexities, turn as you will. The resolutions ĮI 


plan that I am aware of. But so sensible am E 
of the inexpediency of infesting the House with 
different propositions, to the prejudice of the sys- 
tem reported by the committee—which can be 
amended in process of time whenever it proves 
disadvantageous—that I should not have moved 
my resolutions, but for the purpose of throwing 
them in with those of the honorable gentleman 
from New York. I have no doubt that, after 
floundering about for some time in our projects, 
we shall at last all feel the necessity of subserib- 
ing to the system reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Having thus, at more length than I fear the 
Committee can excuse, treated the preliminary 
matters I thought I might be allowed to incor- 
porate with this tiresome inquiry, I now proceed 
to exhibit a view, first of what has been done in 
this country in this department of Government; 
and secondly, of what is to be done or ought to be. 

A retrospect of the annals of the Revolution, 
as far as respects taxes, will afford very little to 
interest or instruct us. There wasat that period 
no metallic fund, or very little; no system either 
monetary or fiscal—paper was the sole resource, 
and that very soon fell before the ravages of de- 
preciation, At the end of the year 1776—a year 
of reverses and despondency, as you know much 
better than I do, Mr. Chairman, for you have ex- 
perience of events which Iam obliged to learn 
from books or tradition—the depreciation was al- 
ready at forty per cent. A captain’s pay would 
not keep him in shoes, nor a major general’s sup- 
port an express rider. The first instalment of the 
first emission was procrastinated till 1779. And 
the taxes paid into the Treasury during fifteen 
months from the lst November, 1784, to the 1st 
January ,1786,amounted to no more than $482,997. 
{t is said to be a position warranted by the history 
of mankind, that, in the usual progress of things, 
the necessities of a nation in every stage of its 
existence will be found at least equal to its re- 
sources ; to which position the financial history 
of our Revolution authorizes our adding another, 
that a generous people inhabiting a fine country 
will always find means equal to the pecuniary 
exigencies they may have to encounter. During 
the Revolution, ina much greater degree than 
now, there was always some apparently tremen- 
duous wave ahead which looked at a distance as 
if it must infallibly overwhelm the vessel—but as 
the bark proceeded the danger diminished, and it 
floated at last over every wave, till arrived safe 
into the haven of peace and prosperity. 

The second era I shall notice elapsed from 1790 
to 1802. Upon the adoption of the present Con- 
stitution it was an early object to Jay and build 
up a system of taxation. The people were just 
then beginning to recover from the effects of a 
long war, just beginning to gather the first fruits 
of tranquillity and good government, when, poor 
in purse, though exuberant enough in spirit, the 
interior in particular, which now abounds with 
precious metals, being almost destitute of a me- 
tallic medium, an odious and unpopular excise was 
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intruded into their hamlets. At the session of | gentleman whom I do not now see in his place, 
1790-91, the Secretary of the Treasury laid be- | but who was formerly chairman of the Committee 
fore Congress what the present Chief Justice in | of Ways and Means—that all the English excises 
the fifth volume of his Life of General Washing- | (I do not know what is included in all of them) 
ton calls “an able and well digested argument,” in : produced during that year the prodigious sum of 
the shape of a report, recommending, as the first | about twenty-seven millions sterling ; to wit: or- 
step in the system, as the inauguration of taxes, | dinary, £20,899,406, and extraordinary £6,593,132. 
a duty on domestic distilled spirits, to be collected | 2. The supposed morality of such a tax. 
in the mode now proposed in the resolution. Ican-! 3. It was computed, together with the duties 
not help considering it a hasty and ill-advised | on imported spirits, to yield $877,000 ; just enough 
resolution of the honorable gentleman from New | to pay the interest on the funded debt, which you 
York. know, Mr. Chairman, was a Treasury favorite of 
I have always been taught to believe—I under- | that day. 
stood so this very morning from a gentleman] One historical consideration will answer all 
whose authority there is every reason to respect— | these motives to such an excise. It is true that 
that the Constitution contemplated a countervail- | subsequently, though Lam not sure whether in 
ing arrangement of taxes; not the imposition of | precisely the same form, excises were introduced 
all on any one article of production or quarter of | into England and have been found immensely 
the country. When, therefore, after what we | lucrative. But so lately as 1734, in the time of 
know to be the Constitutional contemplation, and | Sir Robert Walpole, when that Minister was in 
after all the dear-bought experience we have had | the full culmination of place and power, an at- 
on this subject, an honorable gentleman moves | tempt to legislate excises on spirits and gin was 
us to lay the whole burden on one article, which completely defeated by the clamors and resistance 
will bear heavily on one quarter, and endeavors | of the people out of doors, and the arguments of 
to save his own province of the country from its | Pulteney, Windham, Shippen, and the rest ofthe 
due share, I cannot conceal my surprise or regret | opposition in Parliament. 
that so unfair and partial a scheme should be at-| Sir Joseph Jekyll, who, I think, was master of 
tempted. Sir, I understood the honorable gen- | the rolls, and moved the gin act, indulged him- 
tleman from New York to say distinctly that the | self on that occasion in many reflections on the 
land tax would be severely felt in his quarter, | morality of such taxes. But his moral results 
and the whiskey tax very little, for which reason | were completely reasoned down by those who 
he is desirous of raising two millions from the | took the opposite side. Ido not know, for my 
latter and substituting it for the former. After | part, what morality and taxation have to do to- 
many days painful and successful legislation, | gether. Legislation, to be sure, should always 
when we have at length arrived at something | look to the morals of the community; and tax- 
like a final understanding on the land tax assess- | ation is a branch of legislation. But 1 have no 
ment bill, an honorable gentleman on this side of | idea that we either should or can administer to 
the House throws us all into confusion by an ef- | their morality under the disguise of taxes. When 
fort to undo the work we have accomplished— | we moralize, let us moralize—when we tax, let 
for what? to overburden the agricultural dis- | us tax. I cannot indeed subscribe altogether to 
tricts with the payment of one-third of the sum Mr. Burke’s eloquent defence of gin, who in his 
total to be raised in one item, without any mea- | “ Thoughts on Scarcity” expresses himself to this 
sures taken to alleviate their share of the remain- | effect: “As to what is said, ina physicaland moral 
ing items of taxation. Such a course, I must say, |‘ view, against the home-consumption of spirits, 
I was not prepared to expect from the honorable * experience has long since taught me very little, to 
gentleman who moved the resolution of yester- | ‘ respect the declamations on that subject—-whe- 
day. Sir, there is no objection, that I know of, |‘ ther the thunder of the laws or the thunder of 
to a whiskey tax. But it will be objected, and t eloquence ‘is hurled on gin,’ always I am thunder 
scriously too, that all the tax should not be laid |‘ proof. The alembic, in my mind, has furnished 
on whiskey, a beverage of the poorer people, and |‘ the world a far greater benefit and blessing, than 
of the agricultural States and districts; more es- |‘ if the opus maximum had been really found by 
pecially when it is avowed that this unfair and t chemistry, and, like Midas, we could turn every- 
unjust burden is to be substituted for a land tax, ‘thing into gold” —— i i 
which will fall equally on all real property, and | But I have no hesitation in saying, that no ex- 
all sectious of the country. l cise on the drink of the laboring classes will be 
The motives to the original introduction of this | fair, unless by the same sort of burdens you raise 
unfortunate commencement of a system of inter- | the price of Madeira and Claret, and Burgundy 
nal revenue, were, I presume, three, in the miad and Port, to at least one thousand dollars a pipe, 
of the first Secretary of the Treasury; in my jand affect yourselves—it would not trouble me 
humble apprehension all equally erroueous. much, though it might many pn eneon tae 
1. The probable productiveness of such a tax. |as great an advancement on the price of their 
Adam Smith says these excises produced in Eug- | liquors, together with as odious a domiciliary 
land, for the year ending the Sth July, 1775, the | interruption and superintendence, as an excise on 
sum of £3.341,837. And I perceive by the budget whiskey will prove to other people. I donot say 
of the English finances for 1812—a very interest- this—I need not, with any view to popularity in 
ing compilation, for which Iam indebted to a Pennsylvania. I have spoken my sentiments 
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such a tax less than mine. Pennsylvania has no 
objection to being taxed, in her full proportion. 
I despise a popularity to be gained by advocating 
an exemption from taxes. But we are not to be 
-imposed upon neither. Give us the duty upon 
the capacity, as the committee have reported, in- 
stead of the gallon as proposed by this resolution, 
and there will be no complaint. The unhappy 
consequences of the excise system have been suf- 
ficiently exemplified. Gentlemen see whatit did in 
England, when first attempted there. They recol- 
lect its operation in this country in 1794 and 1798. 
They have witnessed the more recent operation 
_very lately of a similar principle in the effects of 
the Enforcing Act, as it was called, to the Em- 
-bargo—when a violent and invincible resistance 
to the intrusion of revenue officers into private 
habitations—every man’s house being his castle, 
and ‘not to be violated—cverced the repeal of 
those commercial restrictions on ourselves, which 
led so soon afterwards to the alternative of war 
with our enemies, The introduction of an excise 
on domestic spirits, as the commencement of a 
system of taxation, was certainly unlucky, if not 
unwise. Such a tax ought to be blended with 
others. The whole plan should be a countervail- 
ing one, as I have already observed. No class, 
no section, no article must feel itself saddled with 
the whole; and in addition to that difficulty, 
drawn from the nature of the dominions of the 
United States, an excise, at all events, should be 
avoided, if the product desired can be got at 
through any other medium. 

What is an excise? The hottest essay of the 
day, at the time of the beginning of the American 
Revolution, was written by Dr. Johnson, to prove 
“Taxation no Tyranny.” -Yeteven Dr. Johnson 
defines an excise “a hateful tax levied on com- 
modities, and adjudged, not by the common 
judges of property, but by wretches hired by 
those to whom the excise is paid.” The Doctor 
had in mind, perhaps, when he composed this de- 
finition in all the vehemence of his rhetoric—he 
had in mind, perhaps, the excise on tea, which is 
said to have been his favorite drink. But the 
sentiment is not cn that account the less applica- 
ble to al, excises; and among the rest that now 
endeavored to be interpolated instead of a fair 
collection of ‘a duty on distilled liquors, by the 
capacity of the still, rather than by the gallon, 
which renders unnecessary an army of excisemen 
and superintendents. 

Upon whom must this excise fall? Inquire of 
Adam Smith. He certainly was no Democrat; 
and had no view, in 1776, when he published his 
celebrated work, to popularity in Pennsylvania. 
In his third volume, at the 302d page, he thus ex- 
- presses himself: “ The excise upon the materials 
* and manufacture of home-made, fermented, and 
‘ spirituous liquors, is accordingly, of all the dif- 
‘ ferent taxes upon expenses, by far the most pro- 
‘ ductive; and this branch of the excise falls very 


the Federalist for an answer. In the 36th num- 
ber of that excellent disquisition, it is avowed to 
be “a fixed point of policy to go as far as may be 
* practicable in making the luxury of the rich tri- 
‘butary to the public Treasury, in order to di- 
‘ minish the necessity of those impositions which 
‘might create dissatisfaction in the poorer and 
‘t more numerous classes of society.” Thus, for-- 
tified with the authority, the express authority, 
of the great man who was placed first at the head 
of the Treasury Department of this country, I 
need not, I am confident, spend more time upon 
a point which he has so clearly and ably ex- 
hibited. 

Misled by delusive calculations of the great 
productiveness of such a tax, the Government was 
induced to begin with it alone. In the shape of 
an excise, it is objectionable absolutely. But in 
any shapeit should be accompanied, whenever laid,. 
with other taxes, to equalize the pressure on all 
classes, and throughout every detachment of the 
community. . The southern and western, in other 
words, the agricultural parts of the United States, 
opposed its enactment; and proposed, as substi- 
tutes for it, taxes on salaries, pensions, lawyers, 
newspapers, and a direct land tax; for, it must al- 
ways be remembered, that the minority, at the 
time I refer to, now the majority, uniformly pro- 
posed and maintained the direct land tax as the 
tnost simple, the most republican, and in all res- 
pects the most efficacious and unobjectionable.. 
The excise on whiskey, nevertheless, passed the 
House of Representatives by a majority of thirty- 
five to twenty-one. 

Hopes were indulged that it would prove less 
intolerable in its operation than had been pre- 
dicted ; but in his speech, at the opening of the 
second Congress, General Washington acknow- 
ledges the existence of some discontents. In May,. 
1792, this tax was so modified as to remove or 
soften some ofits harshest features. But unhap- 
pily the evil had then taken root, and the people 
unlawfully undertook its deracination. In the 
meanwhile all taxes were becoming unpopular, 
because of the odious effects of that one, which 
was first attempted to be levied alone. Of the in- 
surrections in Pennsylvania I do not know that 
it is necessary I should take any other notice, 
than to express my regret, as I do most heartily, 
and with equal sincerity, at those distressing com- 
motions and their impolitie causes. 

On the 5th June, 1794, the President signed the 
act for taxing licenses to retail wine and liquor 
sellers; which was too much like a corollary to 
be palatable then, of the pestilence of the whiskey 
tax. And on the same day another excise, to wit, 
on snuff, tobacco, and refined sugar. On the 28th 
of May, 1796, the President’s signature was affix- 
ed to a carriage tax; repealing one of a similar 
complexion passed at the first session of the fourth 
Congress. These are all the taxes enacted dur- 
ing General Washington’s Administration, con- 
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sisting of—1. The excise on Whiskey; 2. The 
License tax; 3. The excise on Snuff, Tobacco, 
and Refined Sugar; 4. The Carriage tax. A di- 
rect land tax and a stamp tax had both been pro- 
posed, but were negatived; the former by a large 
majority. The remaining taxes passed during 
the Administration of Mr. Adams. On the 6th 
July, 1797, he signed the Stamp Act. On the 9th 
July, 1798, at the first session of the fifth Con- 
gress, the law was passed for valuing lands and 
dwelling-houses, and enumerating slaves; and a 
few days after, on the 14th of July, 1798, the law 
for collecting a direct land tax of two millions. 
On the 28th of February, 1799, an act passed 
making alterations in the Stamp Act. On the 
23d of April, 1800, an act for the establishment of 
a general stamp office. On the 24th of April, 
1800, a modification or abrogation of the excise 
on snuff. On the 25th of February, 1801, an act 
rendering perpetual the acts for taxing spirituous 
liquors, tobacco, and refined sugar, licenses, auc- 
tions, and carriages. Soon after this period, Mr. 
Adams’s Administration was superseded by Mr. 
Jefferson’s. On the 6th of March, 1802, the direct 
land tax was modified; and on the 6th of April, 
1802. all the internal duties were repealed. The 
Committee of Waysand Meansat that time, who 
reported for this repeal, estimating the net an- 
nual income, clear of losses and expenses, at but 
six hundred thousand dollars. 

This tedious process has carried me through 
the era of our former taxation, and brought me 
now to inquire what taxes are to be at present 
adopted. ‘The Committee of Ways and’ Means 
have recommended, as the principal resource, a 
direct land tax. After we had been engaged for 
a week and more on the laborious details of this 
tax, and had arrived, as I flattered myself, very 
near their termination, most unexpectedly an ob- 
jection to the whole is stated by the honorable 
gentleman from New York, who wishes, first, to 
substitute a whiskey tax to the amount of two 
millions in the place of the land tax, which he 
pore’ to relinquish altogether; arid, secondly, 
his plan is to convert the whiskey tax from a col- 
lection on the capacity, as the committee have 
reported it, to anexcise on the gallon. As to the 
substitution ofthe one tax for the other, I am 
averse to such a change for a variety of reasons. 
All direct taxes are preferable to indirect taxes, in 
a republican country; and accordingly, in all the 
debates on this subject, in 1791, ’2, 73, °4, °5. 6, °7,8, 
and ’9, the republican and agricultural represent- 
ation in Congress expressed their predilection for 
such a tax. I do not pretend to be intimate with 
its details, nor competent to decide on the expe- 
diency of one establishment in preference to 
another. [Tam not yet perfectly aware of the 
merits of the controversy involved in the modifi- 
cation introduced by the honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Moxreomeny,) and voted 
against that modification, not because I clearly 
saw that the plan proposed by the committee was 
preferable in its assessments—for on that point I 
have not formed a judgment—but because I am 
convinced that the optional subsequent arrange- 


ment should be left with the respective States, as 
proposed by the committee, and controverted by 
the honorable gentleman from Kentucky. On 
that point I havea decided opinion. The Fed- 
eralist, in the 36th and 45th numbers, explicitly 
asserts the position now taken by the committee; 
which convinces me that such a method of taxa- 
tion was contemplated at the moment of the adop- 
tion of the Constitution ; and Iam equally clear 
of its expediency. 

A land tax is the principal item of taxation, I 
believe, in all countries where the agricultural 
interest predominates. Peuchet, a late French 
statist, gives the income of France, for 1804, at 
684,000,000 of francs; which is about 34,200,- 
000 pounds sterling. Of this sum no less than 
206,908,000 proceed from the direct land tax. In 
England the land tax and assessed taxes afford 
but 7,399,000 out of an income of 71,000,000, ex- 
elusively of loans for the year 1812. So that the 
land tax in France amounts to nearly one-third 
of the whole national income, and to but a tenth 
in England. : 

The other taxes reported by the committee 
are mostly the same with those formerly in oper- 
ation; but altered in their principles of distribu- 
tion and collection, according to the amendments 
which experience and time have dictated. 

In the tax proposed on pleasure carriages, it 
appears to me—and at a proper stage of the pro- 
ceeding I intend to submit an amendment to 
that effect—that by the substitution of pleasure 
houses for pleasure carriages, we shall equalize 
the taxation and increase the product. The for- + 
mer carriage tax fell in very unequal burdens on 
Massachusetts and Virginia; and I should sup- 
pose that such a tax would now prove more un- 
equal than it even was before. But by laying it 
on pleasure houses instead of pleasure carriages, 
or on pleasure houses as well as pleasure carri- 
ages, the imposition would be equalized. 

The sources of income contemplated in the 
resolutions I have laid on the table, are brought 
into view, not so much for the purpose of press- 
ing them forward at this session, as in order to 
show that there probably are as many projects 
in imagination as there are members in their 
seats: and if indeed the honorable gentleman 
from New York persists in his scheme, contrary 
to the report of the committee, I do not know 
why every other theorist may not be indulged. in 
the prosecution of his, too. The result of it all 
will be, I have no doubt—I am certain from re- 
flection and observation on the.course of our 
business—that after floundering for a fortnight, 
at this intemperate season, through a mire of 
schemes, we shall at last return, nothing the 
wiscr or nearer our respective objects, to the re- 
port of the Committee of Ways and Means. At 
another session there will be abundant opportu- 
nity for the alteration of such taxes as may be 
enacted at this, and the introduction of such ad- 
ditional taxes as may be devised. 

Iam myself attached to a system of income 
taxes. All economists agree that taxes are pre- 
ferable which bear on income, to taxes which 
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bear on principal, 1 
The tax on successions would be a fair and a 
profitable one, and easy of collection. I would 
provide for it, as is done in England, by a clause 
or two in the stamp act, declaring that receipts 
to executors and administrators should not be 
.yalid unless stamped with a particular kind of 
stamp, together with other securities for the at- 
tainment of the tax. The public would thus be, 
in fact, the heir of every decedent; and his heirs 
_or devisees would be obliged to pay but a small 
discount on the receipt of their successions. This 
is a tax as old as the age of Augustus Cesar, and 
in operation, I believe, in most of the countries 
of modern Europe. 

The tax on law suits I would arrange also by 
a clause or more in the stamp act, declaring that, 
on the institution of any suit for a demand ex- 
ceeding $100, the party plaintiff or complainant 
should be obliged to pay down a certain sum, 
say never less than one dollar nor more than 
-five, which should abide the event of the action, 
like other costs. If the plaintiff succeeded, the 
advance should be refunded to him by taxing it 
on the defendant. If the defendant succeeded, 
the plaintiff should not have it back again. I 
cannot speak with any precision of the number 
of suits brought in any other jurisdiction than 
that of the several ecurts of Philadelphia. I 
compute there about 3,500 a year. ‘Taking, 
therefore, our population in that district, and 
this number of suits, and calculating the product 
on the whole United States at the same rate, 
and I make an annual income which might 
amount to $300,000, from this item of internal 
revenue. 

But the best of all taxes, in my opinion, is an 
income tax. It istruc it was reserved for one 
of the last struggles of finance in England, where 
it did not appear until the time of the late Mr. 
‘Pitt. But it affords, as appears by the British 
budget for 1812, upwards of thirteen millions 
sterling a year; and must be, of all taxes, the 
most just, because it is nothing more than a de- 
‘duction from superfluity and wealth, to be be- 
stowed in the public service. It is perhaps true, 
that very serious difficulties would occur in its 
collection. But I do not think it would be found 
indispensable to put every citizen to his oath as 
to theamount of his income. The amount might 
be assessed according to his visible or ostensible 
property, as I believe is the case with other rates 
in Philadelphia, leaving to the party a right of 
appeal in all cases of grievance, but fixing him 
with the burden of disproving what he had been 
rated at. 

Nothing now remains to be considered but the 
mode of collection—an article of the utmost deli- 
cacy and importance. It is collection with all 
its domiciliary visits and examinations, that dis- 
gusts people more than the amount of their con- 
tributions. Thegrand aim is to combine as much 
as can be done—1. Equality of operation; 2. 
Abundance of product; and 3. Simplicity of col- 
lection. The first, in this country, is unattaina- 
ble. The most you can do is to countervail tax 


contend with uncommon difficulties. In England 
it is said to cost five per cent., in France sixteen, 
Where a land tax constitutes a principal item, 
the expenses of collection will naturally be greater 
than where the sources of revenue lie in other 
quarters. And in England, where so large a 
proportion of their population inhabits the single 
city of London, and so much more of its other 
considerable towns, taxes may be collected with 
greater facility and less expense than in countries 
differently situated as to their interior distribu- 
tion. But I do not believe that the expense of 
collection in France is so great as sixteen per 
cent. This assertion comes from Sir Francis 
D’Ivernois; who, though he has a foreign name, 
is nevertheless an English writer; and, therefore, 
his statements of French finance are to be re- 
ceived with some grains of allowance. 

In the debate on Mr. MonrcomeRy’s proposi- 
tion, I have already expressed my approbation of 
that part of the plan of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, which proposes to leave the interior 
arrangement of the land tax to the State authori- 
ties. The Federalist, which, as a contemporan- 
eous work with the Constitution, I refer to as 
high authority in these particulars, will be found, 
in the 36th and 45th numbers, marking out 
precisely the course now recommended to be 
followed. 

1. In reserving taxes for an emengency, for a 
supplemental revenue. 

2. In leaving the option with the States of 
paying in advance-and collecting for themselves. 

3. In the mode of collection, employment of 
State officers, and conforming to their previous 
proceedings. 

Ido not consider the amount to be collected 
the first year or so a point of very great moment. 
There is plenty of moncy in the country at the 
public service. Pledge the public faith, by tax- 
ation, for the faithful redemption of the national 
debts by means of permanent resources, and I 
dare to say you may have as much money as 
will be required by loan at moderate interest. It 
is the principle that is to be established. It is 
the pledge that is to be given. Care indeed 
should rather be taken not to call forth tou much 
at first. The system is to be initiated, to be in- 
augurated—when once fairly in process, the pro- 
duct may be gradually increased to almost any 
amount. 

_ Sir, coming here, as I do, the idea of apprehen- 
sion ata planof internal revenue, is absurd, prepos- 
terous, chimerical. The great, opulent, and exem- 
plary district, which J have the honor in part to 
represent, second to none in resources and ineli- 
nation for them; the district composed of the 
city and county of Philadelphia sends me here, 
unworthy as I am, on the broad basis of a major- 
ity, large enough to turn the counterpoise in two 
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of those States 
ticket, are represented on this floor, by no less 
than eight honorable gentlemen, together with 
four honorable colleagues in the other House. ' 
The great, central, and sterling State, of which 
I am a native and to the manor born, has associ- | 
ated me with one-and-twenty colleagues, fairly | 
chosen in their respective neighborhoods, without j 
carving or lumping, the lineal offspring of the | 
purest exercise of the right of suffrage, and elect- | 
ed by an aggregate majority, which, if it could | 
be applied to such a purpose, would be sufficient | 
to rectify the polls in all the doubtful States of 
the Union. Thus supported, what have we to 
apprehend from the enactment of those taxes we 
are pledged to vote for, and concerning which I 
have no other apprehension than that a general 
incongruity and irreconcilableness of local pre- 
possessions may delay them for the present ses- 
sion? I assure you, Mr. Chairman, that I shall 
go home in triumph if the taxes pass, butin shame 
and mortification, and fear to look my constitu- | 
ents in their faces, if they do not—if by any ac- 
cident or difficulty they should be prevented or 
impeded. Iam full of well-grounded hopes that, 
on this momentous occasion, the State of Penn- 
sylvania will give a unanimous vote for the coun- 
try. In our prosperous community we have nei- 
ther commerce run mad, nor agriculture in ex- 
iremes, nor manufactures out of order; but com- 
merce, agriculture, and manufactures, all happily 
blended together in just proportions, and recipro- 
cally accessary. to each other’s advancement and 
prosperity. We have a secret there for the secu- 
rity and permanence of political rectitude and 
consistency, which I beg leave to recommend to 
the consideration and adoption of my friends 
from Virginia and New York. They shall have 
it for nothing, and will find it inestimable. It is! 
universality of suffrage; it is the practical com- | 
mentary. on the rubric of the Constitution—* We, 
the people of these United States.” 

I cannot.help thinking the motion now before 
us, submitted by the honorable gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Fisk,) a hasty and ill-advised 
endeavor to exempt his own portion of the Union 
by double and treble loading other portions—a 
.mode of proceeding of which I cannot approve, 
and to which I will not accede. Lay on your 
taxes fairly, and we will contribute our quotas tu 
them all from Pennsylvania without a murmur, 
and in any quantity required, according to our 
population. 

An honorable gentleman of this House, before 
I had a seat here, declared us wanting in influ- 
ence, for a reason which I will not repeat—I am 
sure it was urged only because founded in mis- 
take, and I do not allude to it with any design of 
recrimination—that honorable gentleman will 
permit me to assure him that we are now ambi- 
tious of putting at least our patriotism to the test 
in any way this critical subject may require 5 and 
as far as influence is to be proved or merited in 
the heaviest vote for taxes, we shall not shrink 
from an emulation with his State, or any other. 
Sir, comparisons are said to be odious in social 
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life, and certainly they arc so in political society, 


like ours, composed of eighteen independent sov- 
ereignties. But as the former war with England 
was said to be the time which tried men’s souls, 
so is this the crisis when men’s votes are to be 
put to the test. Let us see if, at a dead lift for 
the country the caput mortuum of Pennsylvania 
will not be distinguished abuve other peers of the 
realm. We are ready, and anxious, to take our 
full share of all the burdens. I put it to the can- 
dor and good sense of the gentlemen without ex- 
ception, on this side of the House, to reflect whe- 
ther the ends of the present session, productive 
taxes for the support of a prosperous war, are 
likely to be attained by accumulating burdens 
on any particular provinces of the country, to 
their prejudice and the unfair exclusion of others. 
As to this excise, everybody must know that my 
more immediate district would feel it as little as 
any one on the continent. But 1 am not the less, 
on that account, impressed with its radical and 
enormous inequality,dnjustice, and inexpediency, 
if taken, as submitted, as a substitute for the land 
tax. Sir. there are no terrors in taxes now to the 
State of Pennsylvania. We have been used to 
serving without reward; and I hope, decidedly 
as 1am opposed to the proposed substitute, that 
we could be reconciled even to that, for the emer- 
gency, if a majority of this House should resolve 
to lay it on us. 

We have contributed not less than three or four 
thousand recruits to your armies, within the last 
year, without the compliment of one single gen- 
eral officer. We advanced, I think, about three 
millions to the loan of 1812, and about eight mil- 
lions to the loan of 1813, together with a surplus 
of one million, voted by the State for the support 
of public credit, and the Federal cause. We have 
been accustomed too long to an undue weight of 
the burden of State, without either soliciting, or 
receiving unsolicited, a corresponding allotment 
of the current public patronage, to set ourselves 
about repining at this time of day over any act 
of injustice that may be inflicted on us. For my- 
self, Ican only say that, if, after doing my utmost 
to prevent the enactment of an unequal system 
of internal revenue, I should fail in that endea- 
vor, it shall then be my next to strive at least to 
reconcile my own mind, and the minds of my 
constituents, to its operation. This is no time 
for cavils; and rather than endure any longer 
the insufferable injustice of our enemies abroad, 
it is much better to submit cheerfully to the more 
tolerable injustice of our friends at home. 

Taxation is the last experiment of Republican- 
ism. I do not use that term as a partisan, but in 
its general acceptation. If we can tax, Republi- 
canism endures forever; if not, it is high time to 
be done with it. Without the power of waging 
war, Government is useless ; and war cannot be 
waged without finances. Anxious for the result 
of this final experiment, I confess Tam. But, at 
the same time, confident that its success will be 
transcendant. The gentlemen on the other side 
of the House supposed, for a long time, that the 
present Administration could not be driven intoa 
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` should know it. 

Mr. Fisk spoke a few words in explanation; 
and concluded by moving that the Committee 
rise ; which motion was agreed to, and the House 
adjourned. 


Wepnespay, June 30. 

Mr. Wueaton presented an address from the 
religious Society of Friends, in New England, 
(commonly called Quakers,) met in their annual 
assembly in Rhode Island, requesting “that no 
opportunity may be omitted of sheathing the 
sword, even during the pending negotiations, 


and of restoring to our nation the blessings of 


peace.”—Read, and ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 


Wraienat, Fisk of New York, Ronerrs, Find- 
LEY, Bowen, Soipnenp, and Pickens, suceess- 
ively spoke.] . 

Mr. Dovatu.—Mr. Chairman, I rise with reluc- 


tance to address you on this subject. But the 
interests of the nation, and particularly the West- 
ern States, are deeply concerned in the subject 
| now under consideration. Sir, I was opposed to 
the amendment offered to this bill by a gentle- 
man from New York, (Mr. Fisx,) on yesterday, 
changing its principle by laying an excise duty of 
nine or twelve cents on each gallon of domestic 
distilled spirits; and the proposition now made 
by another honorable member from the same State, 
(Mr. Taycor,) to strike out the first and second 
sections of this bill, is made with the avowed in- 
tention of laying an excise duty on the gallon; 
it is the same proposition, made only in another 
manner. I fear. sir. if this motion should prevail, 
the first and second sections of this bill be lost, 
and its principle entirely changed, its final pas- 
sage will be rendered doubtful. I ask but the 
attention of this Committee for a short time to 
prove to their satisfaction that the motion to 


Affairs, reported a bill making a further appro- | strike ont ought not to prevail. To do this, I 


priation for fortifying the ports and harbors of 


the United States; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Monday next. 

Mr. Nexson, from the Comniittee on the Na- 
val Establishment, reported a bill to amend and 
explain the act regulating pensions to persons on 
board of private armed ships; which was read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The question, whether the Committee of the 
whole House have leave to sit again on Mr. 
Fisx’s resolution for laying an excise on domestic 
distilled spirits, was taken up and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 63, nays 48. 

And the further consideration of the same was 
then postponed to Monday four weeks—yeas 63, 
nays 6l. 

The House then resolved itself into a Com- 
mittce of the Whole on the bills for laying and 
collecting a direct tax. 

The Committee proceeded to consider the bill 
for laying a tax on licenses for distilling. 


Mr. Bigg read a letter from the Secretary of 


the Treasury, explanatory of his reasons for re- 
commending (in answer to the inquiry of the 
Committee) that the tax be laid on the capacity 
of the stills in preference to quantity distilled. 

Mr. Biss moved to fill up the blanks in the 
several sections respecting the time when this 
bill shall be put into operation, with the words 
“first day of January next,” which was agreed to 
without opposition. 

Mr. TAYLOR, after a speech of considerable 
ength, moved to strike out the whole of the 2d 


shall not exhaust your patience by a learned dis- 
| lay of ancient and modern history, or by a reci- 
tation of the fiscal systems of Great Britain and 
France. For the honorable member from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. INGERSOLL) has taken a wide and 
learned view of all these subjects. I shall ac- 
| count myself fortunate if I can come to the point 
| in controversy, and mix up a little common sense 
in the opinions I shall advance. I admire the 
book learning that has been displayed by several 
gentlemen on this subject; but let me assure you 
that common sense and practical knowiedge of 
the vperation of this tax, are worth all the learned 
theories and disquisitions which we can have on 
this subject. I ask who are to pay the tax on 
stills? The people of the Western country, who 
have already sustained the weight of the war. 
The people of the Western country, are they to 
doall the fighting, and to pay all the taxes? Will 
the people ef the South, Hast, and a great por- 
tion of the North pay this tax? No. It will be 
‘paid by the Western people, men without capi- 
| tals, farmers. whose distance from the seaboard 
‘compels them to distil the product of their farms, 
! in order to take it to distant markets in the only 
| shape that can reward them for their labors. ‘The 
| tax, as proposed in the bill reported by the Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Means, is one dollar and 
eight cents per gallon on the capacity of each 
still. I fear that this will be more tban our fat- 
mers can pay; men who are obliged daily to labor 
on their farms for the support of their families, 
| cannot command the money that will be required 
Í to pay the tax on their stills. A license on a still 
of the capacity of one hundred and fifty gallons, 
for one year, will amount to one hundred and 
sixty-two dollars, which not one farmer in two 
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duty) from distilling at all. 
templated even under the bill as it now stands, 
will fall far short, I fear, of the calculations al- 
ready submitted, which is seven hundred and 


The revenue, con- 


fifty thousand dollars. The tax is now too high. 
It will not yield as much revenue as can be raised 
by lessening the duty, for if the duty was sev- 
enty-five cents per gallon upon the capacity ‘of 
the still, I assert that three stills would be in oper- 
ation under the duty, when not more than one in 
five will be employed under the regulations which 
are now submitted by the bill as reported. But 
change the principle of this bill, and lay an ex- 
cise of nine or twelve cents on each gallon of 
domestic spirits distilled, and I venture to predict, 
that the revenue from this source will be but an 
illusion. Men in moderate circumstances, and 
such constitute the large body of the people in 
the Western States, will be completely debarred 
of the use of their stills, and the Government 
defeated of its revenue by an avaricious and 
over-caleulating spirit. The thousands that this 
tax has been calculated to produce will vanish 
like a morning dream. If it is our serious busi- 
ness to raise money for the war, let me ask if it 
is wise or prudent to lay such a weight on one 
article, when it is evident that, if overstrained, it 
will sink at once with all our prospects, all our 
hopes of revenue? I was surprised when I heard 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Fisk) grave- 
ly tell you, that the whole revenue now wanted 
by the Government, ought to, and could, be raised 
by an excise on distilled spirits. But, surprise 
was changed to astonishment when that gentle- 
man said a revenue of twenty-five millions of 
dollars could be raised in the way proposed, and 
that he would vote for the raising of that sum if 
necessary. Yes, sir, I have no doubt that that 
gentleman and many others will vote for laying 
an extravagant excise on distilled spirits, because 
they hope by doiag so to avoid (what they view 
with trembling apprehension) a direct tax; their 
own constituents will not then feel the weight of 
the taxes, and if this motion shall prevail, it will 
exempt them from the burden of the Govern- 
ment. This course of legislation is, E suppose, 
what some gentlemen call patriotic—supportiog 
the war with vigor by shuffling the burdens of it 
from their own on the shoulders of others. If so, 
let them boast of their virtue and patriotism in 
voting for the only tax that cannot reach their 
constituents. Such refined patriotism does not 
belong to the Western people. I, sir, shall vote 
for the bill as reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, not because I think it equal, 
but because the situation of this nation demands 
that we raise a revenue ; because, if this law lay- 
ing a duty on stills does not pass, no other tax 
bill will get through this House. The tax on stills 
has never been popular in my State, and J do 
not expect it will be approved of by every person 
in my district. The great body of the peopie of 
the Western States will, however, submit with 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


ous to need any explanation. 

Let me, before l leave this subject of taxation, 
say something more about the twenty-five mil- 
lions of dollars, which the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Fisx) has asserted can be raised by an 
excise on distilled spirits. Is there one man of 
common sense in this House, or in the nation, 
who can seriously believe this mighty sum can 
be thus obtained? Surely, sir, that honorable 
member must have been lately reading some ex- 
travagant fairy tale; perhaps Aladdin and his won- 
derful Lamp has engaged the gentleman’s fancy, 
and has led his imagination captive through hills 
of gold and valleys of diamonds; or, perchance, 
he has been dreaming of the philosopher’s stone, 
whose magic touch changes everything to gold; 
for how else can we account for this unconfined 
and extravagant calculation? Sir, there is only 
one other way. I know that some members 
who voted for this war will vote for any sum to 
give it continuance and effect, provided their con- 
stituents have none of it to pay. Taxation will 
endanger their popularity; the very idea of tax- 
ing their constituents is appalling; already they 
feel their seats trembling under them, and an- 
other election may tumble them from their ele- 
vation. Many who voted for the war did not 
believe it would last three months; for the peo- 
ple of England had become restive under the 
operation of the embargo and other restrictive 
systems, and many politicians believed that, as 
soon as the declaration of war was known in 
England, the people of that country would rise 
en masse, change their Ministry, and demand a 
peace. How differently things have happened 
need not be told here. These gentlemen have 
been disappointed; they have pledged themselves 
to support this war, and are afraid to vote for the 
taxes. If they could only appear consistent in 
the eyes of the nation, it would be no subject of 
serious regret with them if the tax bills should 
fail altogether. : 

I have heard (though I am not conversant in 
legislative proceedings) of such a thing as killing 
a bill with kindness ; or, in other words, by heap- 
ing so many amendments on it (all for its good, 
no doubt) as to effectually destroy its existence. 
If this motion or amendment should be acceded 
to, such will be the fate of the present bill; and 
if this bill is defeated, those gentlemen who are 
looking with anxiety for an opportunity to bolt, 
will then have a fine excuse to defeat the whole 
contemplated revenue, because the bill laying a 
duty on stills did not pass. Thus, in the appear- 
ance of raising an ample revenue for the neces- 
sities of the nation, those gentlemen are taking 
the most effectual steps to prevent all taxation. 
The bills now before us were reported and agreed 
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to during the last session of Congress. Why 
were the taxes not then brought into operation ? 
Because the very men who voted for the war 
could not be brought to act with unity; they be- 
lieved the war would be only in name and not 
in fact. or surely they would have provided the 
means of prosecuting it with vigor. 

The motion to strike out the first and second 
sections of this bill would not be made at this 
late day, but for the purpose of defeating the bill, 
and thereby destroying the whole system of revy- 
enue. More than six weeks -have elapsed since 
we have been consulting here, and nothing of 
consequence have we yet done, and nothing shall 
we do, unless we lay aside our local prejudices, 
think ourselves what we are, the Representatives 
of the Union, and, as such, act with decision and 
independence. No one honorable member can 
hope, in the various bills, to get them all so 
framed as to meet his individual interest, or that 
of his constituents. We had, then, better adhere 
to the report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means; unless we do so, there can be no general 
good resulting to the nation, for none can be 
hoped for from the trimming policy heretofore 
pursued. Let gentlemen reflect—the eyes of the 
nation are turned on them in anxious expecta- 
tion—that much is expected from them. But if 
they do not mean to meet the expectations and 
wishes of the people; if they do not mean to 
vote for the taxes, I call upon them to come out 
openly and fairly, and not work behind the scenes, 
but declare their opposition; the forces can then 
be counted on each side of the House; and if we 
are too weak to pass the bills for the raising of 
revenue, we can, at least, save some expense to 
the nation by going home. 

You cannot complain that the Federal gentle- 
men have impeded you in this business of taxa- 
tion; they have told you that they will not vote 
for taxes, because they were opposed to the war; 
but they throw no obstacles in your way. You 
are the majority, and can raise any revenue in 
spite of all opposition, if you have independence 
enough to act with unity, like men. Who can 
you blame, then, but yourselves for this shuffling 
delay and indecision? This is not the time to 
talk of the justice or necessity of the war; that 
you should have thought of sooner. When it 
was declared, you said it was not only just. but 
absolutely necessary ; and you have pledged your- 
selves to support the Administration in the means 
and aid it in the management of this war. You 
have called the sons of freedom to arms, and your 
call has been obeyed. Thousands have rallied 
around the national standard, and many of the 
brave have already fallen to support your opin- 
ions and their country’s rights. For support, the 
warriors of the Union look to you as the col- 
lected virtue and wisdom of the nation. You 
must provide money for your soldiers; you must 
support and furnish them with the munitions of 
war. And can all this be done without taxation? 
Where are your millions? In your Treasury? 
No, sir. I believe the public coffers have an 
empty sound. To the magnanimity of the peo- 


ple you must surely look; call on them now for 
money, and, my life on it, they will not hesitate 
to meet your demands. As freemen, contending 
for their rights, the people will never withhold 
their money when the object to be attained is 
worth it. Who is there, then, that voted for this 
war, that will now hang back and refuse his as- 
sent to those taxes? Can the one be supported 
without the others? Shall he who was among 
the first to assist in raising the standard of war, 
in calling the nation to arms, be the first in the 
hour of peril and misfortune to desert his post 
and his principles? F trust, sir, for the honor of 
the country, none will act so miserably mean; 
so disgraceful to himself; so ruinous to the in- 
terest and credit of the nation. Butif any man 
shall shrink from the high responsibility he has 
drawn on himself, I warn him of the fate he may 
expect; of the bitter anguish he shall feel; for 
woe shall light on him in the curses and execra- 
tions of his country; history shall mark his name 
with infamy; it shall descend as an example of 
disgrace to future generations; and it will be 
mercy in that Being who holds in his hand the 
destinies of nations, and who judges of the ac- 
tions of men, if he does not more than damn the 
man who shall thus basely desert his country. 

Mr. Sutpypro.—Mr. Chairman: If I under- 
stand the motion of my honorable colleague, 
(Mr. TayLor,) it is to strike out the second sec- 
tion of the bill before the Committee, with a view 
to move to enhance the several duties imposed 
therein. If so, I hope his motion may prevail; 
and, therefore, I rise to offer to the Committee a 
few remarks on the subject. 

Sir, I wish to reserve to myself the right of an 
ultimate opinion, which now may not be formed, 
upon the propriety or impropriety of the passage 
of any of the tax bills reported by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and, in the end, to vote 
against or for them, as my judgment shall then 
dictate. I shall now only urge the propriety, if 
we must have taxes, to make domestic distilled 
spirits bear its full proportion. 

That this is more suitable than a direct tax, I 
have no doubt, and will operate more benignly 
upon the Union; and I think I can show that it 
will be vastly less injurious, and less oppressive 
than a land tax. 

A direct tax is paid in by constraint ; an indi- 
rect tax by choice. In the former case, it is the 
imperious, unrelenting mandate of the law, that 
draws forth, even from the meagre purse of pov- 
erty, its last pittance; while in the latter, it is 
wholly a matter of choice, which the consumer 
may regulate according to his necessity or pros- 
perity. If the crops of the farmer are cut short, 
his cattle die, or if, in any way, he is unfortunate, 
he can, by the exercise of common prudence, re- 
lieve himself from the burden of this tax, by 
drinking no spirits, or he can drink less, and pay 
less. But, sir, with your land tax, there is no 
such alternative—crops may he blighted, cattle 
die, and yet the inexorable scowl of a collector 
pays the wretched unfortunate his annual visit— 
the hand of law draws forth the last cent of his 
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hard earnings, and that, too, which may be in- 
dispensable for the common comforts of his fam- 
ily. Sir, this is too often a wretched source from 
which to draw a revenue, for, really, humanity 
shudders at the idea of burdening beyond endu- 
rance the honest but indigent man. 


It is said that the farmer who owns land must 
be able to pay the demands of the Government, 
having a proportionable fund in his hands. Sir, 
it is not a necessary consequence that a man has 
the ability to pay because he is in possession of 
real property. Firstly, because he may not own 
the land he occupies; and secondly, because, al- 
though he may havea legal title, it may be en- 
cumbered by a mortgage, to the last cent of its 
value. 

I trust the Committee do not need to learn that, 
in many parts of the United States, the possess- 
ors of land have no interest in the soil but a naked 
possession. Driven by necessity, they obtain, 
and are only able to obtain this most miserable 
and precarious of all titles. Too poor to pur- 
chase, or to hire, they are constrained to drop 
themsclves and families on some uncultivated 
spot, and by patient toil and perseverance have 
become enabled to subsist. If you levy a direct 
tax, from this source you will draw a consider- 
able portion of your revenue. 

Aguin, sir, much of the real property in some 
parts of the Union is leased to men of very slen- 
der means, and most generally does the landlord 
require in the lease, that his tenant shall pay the 
taxes. Whatever disasters, therefore, the tenant 
may experience, yet he must pay. He is bur- 
dened, the owner escapes. I make these remarks 
to show that you are not, in laying a direct tax, 
imposing it upon wealth, but, in too many cases, 
upon indigence, absolute poverty, and a poverty, 
too, which human foresight could not prevent; 
but one which may be brought on by sickuess, or 
loss, or both. i 


The wisest object of all Government is, to. tax 
the wealthy, and not the indigent; to tax the lux- 
uries, and not the necessaries of life. 

It is a fact, not to be disputed, that a vast many 
of the hardy and enterprising emigrants who 
have ventured to plant themselves in the wilder- 
ness, and who have purchased their lands wholly 
on credit, have undergone almost every privation, 
have. found much difficulty in saving what has 
cost them so much fatigue, for the want of funds 
to pay the interest; and, perhaps, the instalment 
of their purchase would be through men who 
would pay much of this tax; and to such a man, 
a tax, superadded to the ordinary taxes of the 
State, may become a burden not to be borne. It 
may be the ruin, and break down the spirit of an 
honest, industrious, and indispensable portion of 
the community. 

In a tax of this nature you may expect to cre- 
ate much discontent, and you do so because you 
do not leave to the citizen the exercise of his vo- 
lition; and I have always believed that it was 
an interesting and important object with lawgiv- 
ers, so to frame their laws as they will tend to 


preserve a good understanding between the gov-. 
ernors and the governed. 

Yes, sir, preserve the affections of your citi- 
zens, and you have all you want. Once break 
that cord of affection, and you have nothing left. 
If this position is true, it requires no very accu- 
rate discernment to discover which is the true 
course, and a little knowledge of the disposition 
of men will evince the truth of thisaxiom: That, 
while men will sufer much when left to choice, 
they will endure bat little without murmuring, 
when constrained by power so to submit. 

Sir, if you make domestic distilled spirits the 
object of taxation, it must be seen, that if any 
part of the tax is paid,it is a voluntary payment. 
It is therefore not felt or complained of, being paid 
only by the man who chooses to be taxed. If he 
considers this commodity convenient or agreeable 
to him, he purchases it with its encumbrance, he 
knows what he buys, and is left at liberty to buy 
or not to buy—no reasonable man caa or will 
complain. 

Bat, sir, there are other considerations which 
operate strongly un my mind in favor of the mo- 
tion of my honorable colleague ; and, before I 
proceed to mention them, I beg leave to introduce 
to you an honorable gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr. IncersouL) whom I see in his place ; 
and I am the more induced to do it seasonably, 
from a strong sense of justice to that gentleman, 
who travelled so far.out of his way, in his speech 
of yesterday, to visit me. I say he travelled out 
of his way; for I well know I was not in his 
way—that I had no connexion, directly or indi- 
rectly, with the course-he was running; and yet, 
sir, I well know he run so directly foul of me, had 
he not stumbled, he most unquestionably would 
have run over me. . í 

The honorable gentleman began by telling the 
Committee that I had come forward in a speech, 
with religion in my heart, and polities in my 
head. As to the first, sir, 1 will only say, that Í 
humbly hope I have religion in my heart, and if 
I have, I ought to thank with fervent gratitude 
that good Author of my being, who has bestowed 
upon me this precious gift; and I really wish that 
I could with sincerity reciprocate this charge: 
with that gentleman (Mr.Incersouu.) Whether - 
I can or not, I am yet to learn; and whether he» 
has that religion or not in his heart, is a matter 
between his own soul and a God of Justice as 
well as Mercy, to whom he is responsible, and. 
before whom he must hereafter appear. and: 
answer. es 

The gentleman next expressed his total igno- 
rance of the district I represented. This igno- 
rance I presume, sir, will not surprise the Com- 
mittee; first, because I have led an obscure life, 
in comparison with some gentlemen ; and sec- 
ondly, because the Committee cannot suppose 
that the honorable gentleman, whose great mind 
plays with no less toys than great cities, like his 
own dear Philadelphia, kingdoms and empires, 
should know the obscure district which I repre- 
sent. Why, sir, the honorable gentleman wields a 
Napoleon and Frederick with all theirarmies and 
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Empires as casy as he would toss a guinea; he 
shoulders a continent with as much facility as a 
farmer would shoulder his bushel of wheat. He 
strides from the rock of Gibraltar to Kamschatka 
with one colossal step—from there to Moscow 
with another. Heat the same instant stamps the 
Prussian monarchy in the dust with one foot, 
kicks the breath out of John Bull with the other, 
and washes his hands in the Dwina. Why, sir, 
he compounds polities, morality, ethics, mineral- 
ogy, history, law, chemistry, astronomy, philoso- 
phy, patriotism, and whiskey, into one composi- 
tion, with as much case as the druggist pounds and 
compounds soap and aloes for pills. Really, sir, 
I could have no reason to expect the gentleman 
could condescend to know the district whose hum- 
ble representative I am. But, sir, I will give 
the gentleman some information on this subject ; 
and first, permit me to tell him, if I am.to receive 
his moral and political principles as a sample of 
his constituents, I can assure him, that itisa high 
consolation to me that I do not represent the dis- 
trict of Philadelphia. But Ido represent a dis- 
trict of plain farmers, who earn their bread by 
the sweat of their brow, who are affectionate, 
generous, sincere, and should their rights ever be 
invaded, their enemies will find they are brave; 
they are a people, sir, who labor six days, and 
who worship their God one. 

It is true, that money in my district is not so 
abundant, nor does it possess the active principles 
or power which the gentleman mentions, nor has 
it so much patriotism, that when the govern- 
mental box is opened, like a tame pigeon, it will 
run or fly instantly into the cage. No, sir, money 
in my district has no such convenient property, 
even at seven and a half per cent.. as it has in the 
district of the gentleman. 

If the gentleman has any more of this travel- 
ling money, call it what he pleases, soul or body 
of war, I sincerely wish that some of it may stray 
to the North, and save my poor desponding con- 
stituents from that ruin, which the indiscreet 
measures of those he calls his friends have 
brought upon them. If the gentleman will send 
but a few dozen of genuine bank notes into m 
obscure district, I will obligate myself, that my 
constituents shall release to the gentleman and 
his constituents, all the blessings of war and di- 
rect taxes. 

Sir, the gentleman’s speech delivered yesterday 
was a very great speech, and if you judge of its 
merits by its superficial contents, (not weight,) 
length and breadth, by the foot, board measure, 
the speech has rarely been matched by any speech 
either of ancient or modern times, from the days 
of Isocrates, down to the honorable gentleman, 
from the great and patriotic whiskey-hating city 
of Philadelphia. 

Now, sir, one word about whiskey. The gen- 
tleman has told us his city drinks no whiskey ; of 
course I presume the gentleman drinks none, and 
from the very exalted reputation he has in such 
a glowing manner given to Mr. Gallatin, I should 
presume he drinks none, and yet, sir, he (Mr. In- 
GERSOLL) tells us, that the Secretary of the Trea- 
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sury is now more than halfseasover. Sir. if the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania has not 
imbibed whiskey, he must have inhaled some- 
thing at least as exhilarating, he must have 
snuffed a full portion of oxygen; for sir, it is im- 
possible that the gentleman should be delivered 
of so great a speech, which, if measured as before 
mentioned, would entitle him to rank with the 
distinguished orators of the House—a speech 
which the gentleman acknowledges he has car- 
ried for three instead of nine months, since its 
first inception, or rather conception—without 
some powerful inspiration, and that he had this 
aid, no one who heard him could doubt, for really 
sir, my mind was very much bewildered, or the 
gentleman was farther over seas than the honor- 
able whiskey-hating Secretary of the Treasury. 

Now, sir, if the Committee will forgive me for 
this long digression, which really has nothing to 
do with my honorable colleague’s motion (Mr. 
TayLor) no more than two hours and a half of 
the honorable gentleman’s (Mr. INGERSOLL) 
speech had with the subject then under consid- 
eration, and which digression I have made with 
no other motive than to pay the gentlemana debt 
of courtesy, which I really and honestly owed 
him for travelling so far to visit me, I will settle 
a small account with the gentleman which has 
some connexion with this subject. 

If T understood the gentleman, he stated ex- 
pressly that morality and taxes had no connexion. 
Now, sir, I appeal to the good sense and moral 
feelings of the Committee, to refute a statement 
so absurd, and by that good sense and those feel- 
ings it will most undoubtedly be proved to be in- 
correct. Sir, is it nothing to a Legislature, 
whether their laws promote or destroy public, 
moral, and private virtue? without which, let me 
tell the gentleman, (Mr. INGERSOLL) no Govern- 
ment ever did or ever will long remain, no coun- 
try ever was, or ever will be prosperous, 

It is the want of virtue, and the want of piety 
in law-makers, that court the angry frowns of 
Ompipotence upon their country, which will at 
one time or other meet with the blighting curse, 
that shall wither and destroy all prosperity, peace, 
and even hope itself. 

To me, sir, it appears of great importance, that 
our laws shculd be so framed as to cherish the 
morals of our countrymen, to prohibit their vices, 
to punish the evil doer, and hold forth strong in- 
ducements for men to be industrious, prudent, and’ 
upright. I consider, sir, that a severe tax on 
ardent liquors will produce this effeet. If it is 
high priced, the intemperate who have not ample 
means to purchase, will drink less, and thereby 
contract sober habits. If itis very low and easily 
obtained, it will be but a bait that will invite to 
intoxication. For my part I am very willing, if 
we must have internal taxes, to tax thoroughly 
that which tends te the promotion of evil, and to 
leave unburdencd that from whose breast we de- 
rive the nurture which sustains life. 

Sir, I will make but one more remark. It is 
but justice that the burdens as well as the benefits 
resulting from our Union, should be equally 
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borne. Those who live near the seaboard pay a 
large revenue to the Government, which is laid 
on imported liquors, while the more remote part 
of the Union pay little or nothing. Certainly, 
sir, it must be perfectly reasonable, that they too 
should contribute their share, at least, in some pro- 
portion to the advantages they experience. For 
these reasons, I hope sir, the motion may meet 
the approbation of the Committee. 

The question was then taken on striking oul 
the second section of the bill and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 73, nays 68. 

The Committee of the Whole then rose, and 
reported the bill with this and other amend- 
ments, 

The' House proceeded to consider the report 
of the Committee of the whole House. The 
question on concurring with the Committee in 
striking out the second section of the bill was 
taken by yeagand nays, and decided in the nega- 
tive. For concurrence 81, against it 82, as fol- 
lows: 

Yras—Messrs. Avery, Baylies of Massachusetts, 
Bigelow, Bowen, Bradbury, Bradley, Brigham, Bur- 
well, Chappell, Cilley, Clopton, Comstock, Cooper, 
Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Denoyelles, Dewey, Ely, Farrow, Fisk of Vermont, 
Fisk of New York, Forncy, Forsyth, Gaston, Geddes, 
Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Grosvenor, Hale, 
Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Howell, Hubbard, Hufty, 
Hungerford, Kennedy, Kent of New York, Kerr, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lovett, Markell, Ma- 
con, McKim, Miller, Moffit, Murfree, Parker, Picker- 
ing, Pickens, Pitkin, John Reed, Rich, Richardson, 
Ridgely, Sage, Schureman, Sharp, Sherwood, Ship- 
herd, Smith of New Hampshire, Smith of New York, 
Stockton, Strong, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Taylor, 
Telfair, Thompson, Vose, Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, 
Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, and Wright. 

Navs—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Benson, Bibb, Boyd, Breck- 
enridge, Brown, Caperton, Caldwell, Calhoun, Cheves, 
Clark, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis 
of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Evans, 
Findley, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Gloninger, Grif- 
fin, Grundy, Hall, Hopkins of Kentucky, Humphreys, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Rhode Island, 
Jackson of Virginia Kent of Maryland, Kershaw, 
Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lowndes, 
Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, 
Nelson, Newton, Oakley, Ormsby, Pearson, Piper, 
Pleasants, Post, Potter, William Reed, Rea of Penn- 
sylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Ringgold, Roane, Rob- 
erts, Robertson, Sevier, Seybert, Sheffey, Smith of 
Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Tannehill, 
Troup, White, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
and Yancey. 

So that the amendment of the Committee of 
the Whole was disagreed to, the second section 
reinstated, and the bill was again referred to the 
same committee. 


Tuorspay, July 1. 
Mr. Arcuer presented sundry documents in 
relation to the petition of John Pitchlyn; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


On motion of Mr. MıLLeER, the select commit- 
tee were discharged from the petition of Theo- 
philus Barbaric, and the petitioner had leave to 
withdraw his petition. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “to prohibit 
the citizens of the United States from carrying 
on any trade or traffic with the dominions or de- 
pendencies of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland ;” also a bill “authorizing 
the President of the United States to cause to 
be built barges for the defence of the ports and 
harbors of the United States ;” also, a bill “to in- 
corporate a fire insurance company, in the town 
of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia ;” in 
which bills they desire the concurrence of this 
House. The Senate have also passed the hill 
from this House, “ to reward the officers and crew 
of the sloop of war Hornet,” with an amendment, 
in which they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 

The first mentioned bill of the Senate was 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to morrow. 

The second mentioned bill of the Senate was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on the 
Naval Establishment. 

The third mentioned bill of the Senate was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

The amendments proposed by the Senate to 
the bill “to reward the officers and crew of the 
sloop of war Hornet,” were read, and referred to 
the Committee on the Naval Establishment. 

WAYS AND MEANS. 

An engrossed bill for the assessment and col- 
lection of direct taxes and internal duties was 
read the third time; and, on the question that 
the same do pass, it passed in the affirmative— 
yeas 94, nays 63, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Archer, 
Bard, Barnett, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, Caldwell, 
Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, 
Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, 
Denoyelles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Evans, Farrow, 
Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, 
Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Grif- 
fin, Grundy, Hall, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkins of Ken-' 
tucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hungerford, Hyneman, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Jackson of Virginia, Kent of Mary- 
land, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, . 
Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKee, Mc-. 
Lean, Montgomery, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, 
Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, Ringgold, Roane, 
Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, 
Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Tannehill, 
Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsyl- 
vania, Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 

Naxs—Messrs. Baylies of Mass., Benson, Bigelow, 
Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Butler, Ca- 
perton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Culpeper, Daven- 
port, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Geddes, 
Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hale, Hanson, Howell, 
Jackson of Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of New 
York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Markell, 
Miller, Moffit, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, 
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Mr. Conpicr moved to be permitted to record 


his vote in the affirmative; which was deter- 


mined in the negative. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill, which has been 
recommitted to this Committee, laying a duty on 
licenses to distillers of spirituous liquors. 

Mr. TayLor renewed the motion which he 
made yesterday with success, in the Committee 
of the Whole, but which was reversed by a ma- 
jority of one vote in the House, viz: to strike 
out the second section of the bill, which imposes 
specific duties, according to the length of time 
for which the license is renewed, of cents 
for each gallon of the capacity of every still. 

The question on the motion was decided in 
the negative: For the motion 65, against it 81. 

Mr. Fisk then moved an amendment, the ob- 
ject of which was to increase the duty on the 
capacity of the still to thirty-three and a third per 
cent. more than it now stands in the bill; which 
motion was decided in the negative: For the 
motion 70, against it 78. 

Sundry other amendments were proposed and 
discussed, some of which were adopted and 
others rejected. 

Afier this bill was gone though, the Commit- 
tee took up the bill for laying a direct tax, and, 
having made progress, the Committee rose and 
reported progress ; and the House adjourned. 


Frivay, July 2. 


Mr. Newron, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, reported.a bill establish- 
ing the town of Mobile a port of entry; which 
‘was read. twice, and ordered to be engrossed, and 
read the third time to-day. 

Mr. Crawrorp, from the committce appointed 
on the petition of James Lloyd, made a report; 
which was read, and the resolution therein con- 
tained concurred in by the House, as follows: 

Resolved, That the- petition of James Lloyd; 
with the-accompanying documents, be referred to 
the Secretary of the Navy, and that he be direct- 
ed to make such inquiries and experiments on the 
subject as he may think necessary, and report the 
result thereof to this House, or otherwise employ 
the petitioner in the service of the United States, 
as he may think himself warranted from the na- 
ture of the discovery, and the result of the expe- 
yiments made thereon under his direction. 

Mr. Nexson, from the Committee on the Na- 
val Establishment, reported the agreement of the 
Committee to the amendments proposed by the 
Senate to the bill “to reward the officers and 
crew of the sloop of war Hornet.” 

Ordered, That the said amendments be com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole to-day. 


barges for the defence of the ports and harbors of 
the United States.” 

Ordered, That the said bill be committed to a 
Committee of the Whole to-day. 

The House then resolved itself intoa Commit- 
tee of the Whole, on the bill last mentioned. 

After a short but animated debate on this bill 
the Committee rose, and reported the bill to the 
House; which was ordered to be engrossed for a . 
third reading, in the following words: 


« Be it enacted, &c., That, for the protection of the 
ports and harbors of the United States, the President 
shall cause to be built, without delay, such number of 
barges as he may deem necessary, to be armed, equip- 
ped, and manned as he may direct, of a size not less 
than forty-five fect long, and capable of carrying heavy 
guns.” 

The bill was subsequently read a third time, 
and passed, without a division. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. Fisk, from the Committee of Elections, to. 
whom was referred a resolution directing an in- 
quiry into the legality of the election of Jonn M. 
Bowers, -a sitting member from the State of - 
New York, made the following report: 


That, by a return of the votes from the fifteenth dis- 
trict, in said State, it appears that John M. Bowers had 
4,287 ; Isaac Williams, junior, 4,129; Isaac Williams 
434; John M. Bowey 1; several other persons, in 
all 17. 

From this statement, it results that John M. Bowers 
had a majority of 158 votes over Isaac Williams, jun. 

y the affidavit of Luther Bissell, and the statement 
of the sitting member, it appears that there are three 
persons of the name of Isaac Williams, residing with- 
in the district, one of whom is designated by the ‘addi- 
tion junior; and it is candidly admitted by Mr. Bowers, 
that Isaac Williams, junior, and John M. Bowers, were - 
the. only candidates at this election, within his knowl-. 
edge. It appears probable to the Committee that the. 
votes given to John Bowers and John M. Bowey were: 
all intended for John M. Bowers; and that those given ` 
for Isaac Williams were intended for Isaac Williams,’ 
junior; which opinion seems to be strengthened by ` 
the fact that, in four towns in said district, nearly ‘one 
hundred votes were given in each for Isaac Williams,” 
and not one for Isaac Williams, junior. If this bead- . 


mitted, 
Isaac Williams, junior, will have - - - 4,563: 
John M. Bowers, - - - - - - 4,358 


—_— 


Leaving to Isaac Williams, junior, a majority of 205 - 


But the Committce arc of opinion that further evi- ` 
dence is necessary, to form a correct decision ; and, in 
order to afford time to procure the same, they respect- 
fully submit the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the further consideration of this 
subject be postponed to the first Wednesday of the 
next session of Congress.” 

The report was concurred in. 


DEFENCE OF MARITIME FRONTIER. 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of 


Mr. Netson, from the same committee, also re- | the Whole, on the bill to amend the act in addi- 
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tion to the act for raising an additional military 
force. f 

The first section of the bill authorizes the en- 
listment (at the discretion of the Executive) of 
five of the regiments of what are usually called 
the twelve months’ men (authorized by an act of 
last session) to be for and during the war, instead 
of twelve months, to be limited, as to service, to 
the defence of the seaboard of the United States, 
or of such part thereof as the President may select 
and determine. 

This section having been read— 

Mr. Troup explained the views of the Military 
Committee in recommending the passage of this 
bill. He spoke of the state of defence of our sea- 
board. It would be indiscreet and imprudent, he 
said, to enter into an explanation of the state of 
our seaports, as to their relative state of defence. 
It was true, that all our seaports might not be per- 
fectly defended; but the situation of the United 
States in this respect was pretty much the situa- 
tion of every country engaged in a state of war. 
It was never practicable for any Government to 
place beyound the reach of insult every point of 
its frontier. If our population were a thousand 
times more dense, if our military resources were 
a thousand times greater, we should not be able 
effectually to protect our seacoast. When we look 
at Holland and France, with their dense popula- 
tion, and multiplied resources, and find that they 
are not at all times exempt from apprehension 
and danger, we feel the less disposition to be dis- 
satisfied at the present state of our maritime for- 
tifications and defence. Notwithstanding the de- 
fence of our harbors is by no means perfect; it is, 
at least, respectable, and nearly complete, so far 
as fortifications are efficient to that end. Mr. T. 
said, he could go further than this, and say that 
the maritime cities of Europe are not generally 
better defended than ours. Supposing for a mo- 
ment that the fortifications on our seaboard could 
be extended into a line of battery or redoubt 
along the coast, you would have a heavy piece 
of artillery at every distance of one thousand 
four hundred yards. This must be considered at 
least a tolerable defence. A few additional forti- 
fications, however, were yet required, and a force 
adequate to man them. True it was, Mr. T. 
said, that we had men in abundance in service, 
militia, and volunteers; but militia and volun- 
teers would not do for garrison duty. 
be idle for him at this day to enter into an argu- 
ment to show that this species of force was not 
serviceable for garrison duty. It was necessary 
to substitute this force by one of a different de- 
scription, better qualified for that duty. It was 
therefore proposed to raise five regiments of men 
exclusively for this purpose; which, with five 
regiments of the twelve months’ men authorized 
to be raised on the Atlantic border, and five regi- 
ments of other troops to be retained in service, 
would make an aggregate of fifteen thousand 
men for the defence of our maritime frontier. 

Mr. T., however, wished so to modify the bill 
as that the destination of this force should be sub- 
ject to be changed by act of Congress, if Con- 
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gress should hereafter deem it expedient; and he 
moved an amendment to that effect. 

After a desulutory debate, in which Messrs, 
Troup, GuoLson, Wricatr, CLAY, Grosvenor, 
BRADLEY, and TAYLOR, took part, principally turn- 
ing on the propriety of enlisting men for a parti- 
cular service or destination, this amendment was 
negatived—58 to 52. 

Mr. BraDLey moved to strike out the whole of 
that part of the section which restricts these men 
to a particular service; which motion was neg- 
atived. 

The remaining sections of the bill, relating to 
minor amendments in the existing laws relating 
to the army, were struck out, on motion of Mr. 
Troup, and the billas amended was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 


- CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the report of the Committee 
of Elections, unfavorable to the petition of John 
Taliaferro, contesting the election of John P. 
Hungerford. 

At the usual hour of adjournment the Commit- 
tee rose, after much debate, without having gone 
through the business, and were refused leave to 
sit again, and the House adjourned. 


Sarurnay, July 3. 

Mr. Sevzerr presented a petition of William 
Thornton, keeper of the Patent Office, praying an 
increase of compensation, and that the privilege 
of franking may be extended to him in his offi- 
cial capacity.—Referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

The engrossed bill establishing the town of 
Mobile a port of entry, was read a third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. Benson laid upon the table a resolution to 
the following effect, with an intimation that he 
should call for its consideration on Monday : 

« Resolved, That a committee be appointed by this 
House, jointly with a committee to be appointed by 
the Senate, to consider what business is necessary to be 
done before the adjournthent of Congress, and to re- 
port at what time the two Houses may adjourn.” 


On motion of Mr. Buss, the further considera- 
tion of the supplemental report of the Committee 
of Elections, on the contested election of John P. 
Hungerford, was postponed until Monday next. 


PUNISHMENT OF PIRACY. 


Mr. IxGERsOLt, after a number of pertinent re- 
marks on the present defects of the law providing 
for the punishment of piracy, and on the jarring 
decisions made by the judiciary officers thereon, 
and also on the present vexatious and difficult 
mode of taking depositions to be read in the courts 
of the United States, offered two resolutions for 
inquiry into the propriety of amending the laws 
in these respects. These resolutions he proposed 
to lay on the table, to be called up at the next ses- 
sion of Congress. On the suggestion of the Speak- 
er, that this course was contrary to the rules, ac- 
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cording to which a postponement beyond the 
session is tantamount to a general or indefinite 
postponement, the House refused to consider the 
resolutions, which now, of course, lie on the table. 
The resolutions are as follows: 

1. Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so al- 
tering that part of the thirteenth section of the act of 
the 24th September, 1789, entitled “ An act to estab- 
lish the Judicial Courts of the United States,” as re- 
lates to the regulations for taking depositions to be 
read in the courts of the United States, as will afford a 
more certain and less defective mode of taking deposi- 
tions and testimony in general, than is now prescribed 
by the said section of the said act. 

2. Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the several laws of the United States relat- 
ing to that subject, as more effectually to define the 
crimes of piracy and robbery on the high seas, and 
provide the punishment therefor, and that the said 
committee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


BILLS FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “for the relief 
of Thomas Denney ;” also a bill to relinquish the 
claims of the United States to certain goods, 
wares, and merchandise, captured by private 
armed vessels;” in which bills they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 

The first mentioned bill from the Senate was 
read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole oa Monday next. 

The second mentioned bill from the Senate 
was read twice and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

The House spent some time in Committce of 
the Whole, on the bill for laying a direct tax, 
and having risen at the usual hour, the Com- 
mittee obtained leave to sit again. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee of the Whole 
to the bill laying duties on licenses to distillers of 
spirituous liquors, and the same being again read 
were concurred in by the House. 


A motion was then made by Mr. Tavuor, fur- 
ther to amend the bill by striking out the first and 
second sections, after the enacting clause, and to 
insert the following: 

That, upon all spirits which, after the first day of 
January next, shall be distilled within the United 
States, wholly or in part, from molasses, sugar, or other 
foreign materials, there shall be paid for their use, the 
duties following, that is to say: 

For every gallon of those spirits, of the first class of 
proof, ten cents; for every gallon of those spirits, of 
the second class of proof, eleven cents; for every gal- 
ion of those spirits, of the third class of proof, twelve 
cents; for every gallon of those spirits, of the fourth 
class of proof, fourteen cents; for every gallon of those 
spirits of the fifth class of proof, eighteen cents; and 
for every gallon of those spirits of the sixth class of 
proof, twenty-five cents. And, upon all spirits which, 
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States, from materials of the growth or produce of the 
United States, there shall be paid the duties following, 
that is to say: 

For every gallon of those spirits of the first class of 
proof, seven cents; for every gallon of those spirits of 
the second class of proof, cight cents; for every gallon 
of those spirits of the third class of proof, nine cents; 
for every gallon of those spirits of the fourth class of 
proof, eleven cents; for every gallon of thosc spirits of 
the fifth class of proof, thirteen cents; and, for every 
gallon of those spirits of the sixth class of proof, eigh- 
teen cents. 

The question was taken on Mr. Taytor’s 
amendment, and there appeared—yeas 82, nays 
82, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Avery, Baylies of Massachusetts, 
Benson, Bigelow, Bowen, Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, 
Bradley, Brigham, Burwell, Butler, Champion, Cilley, 
Clopton, Comstock, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Denoyelles, Dewey, Ely, Farrow, 
Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forsyth, Gaston, 
Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Grosvenor, Hale, Hasbrouck, 
Hawes, Howell, Hubbard, Hufty, Hungerford, Ken- 
nedy, Kent of New York, Kerr, King of Massachu- 
setts, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lovett, Mark- 
ell, McKim, Miller, Moffitt, Moseley, Parker, Pickering, 
Pitkin, Post, John Reed, Rich, Richardson, Ruggles, 
Schureman, Sherwood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of 
New Hampshire, Smith of New York Stockton, 
Strong, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Taylor, 
Telfair, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, 
Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, 
Winter, Wood, Wright. 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Archer, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Breckenridge, Ca- 
perton, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Penn- 
sylvania, Dawson, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Evans, Find- 
ley, Forney, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Gloninger, 
Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hopkins of 
Kentucky, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jack- 
son of Rhode Island, Jackson of Virginia, Kent of 
Maryland, Kershaw, Kilbourn, Lewis, Lowndes, Lyle, 
McCoy, McKee, Mclean, Montgomery, Moore, Nel- 
son, Newton, Oakley, Ormsby, Pickens, Piper, Pleas- 
ants, Potter, William Recd, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
of Tennessee, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sevier, Sey- 
bert, Sharp, Sheficy, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of 
Virginia, Stanford, Tannehill, Troup, Ward of New 
Jersey, White, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and 
Yancey. 


The Speaker declared himself in the nega- 
tive; so the said amendment was rejected. 

Mr. Grunpy moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing thereto a clause limiting the duration of this 
act to the end of the present war. 

Mr. Fisk moved to amend this amendment so 
as to limit the duration of the law to one year, 
and to the end of the next session of Congress 
thereafter. This motion was negatived, yeas 54. 

After some objections to the motion of Mr. 
Gronpy by Mr. Monrcomery and Mr. Fisg, 
and in reply thereto by Mr. Bins, the question 
thereon was decided in the afirmative—yeas 85, 
nays 43. 

Mr. Kine, of Massachusetts, moved further to 
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amend the bill, by adding-a new section thereto, 
as follows: ` 


And for the encouragement of the export trade of 
the United States :— ` 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That, if any 
quantity, not less than one hundred gallons, of the 
spirits distilled at any of the stills, whereupon any of 
the duties imposed by this act shall have been paid, or 
secured to be paid, shall, after tbe day of 
next, be exported from the United States, to any for- 
eign port or place, there shall be an allowance to the 
exporter or exporters thercof, by way of drawback, a 
sum equal to the duties on the still or stills while em- 
ployed in distilling the quantity of spirits so to be ex- 
ported, of which a true account shall be given by the 
distiller, on oath, deducting from such drawback, half 
a cent per gallon, and adding to the allowance upon 
spirits distilled within the United States from molasses, 
which shall be so exported, ten cents per gallon, as an 
equivalent for the duty upon molasses; which draw- 
back shall be under the same provisions, restrictions, 
and limitations, as drawbacks on foreign goods, wares, 
and merchandise, entered for exportation, or entitled to 
a drawback, agreeably to “An act to regulate the collec- 
tion of duties on imports and tonnage ;” mutatis mu- 
tandis ; and substituting the collector of internal du- 
ties for the collector of customs. 


And the question thereon being taken, it was 
determined in the negative. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Kına, of Mas- 
sachusetts, to insert, before the word “domestic,” 
in the fifth line of the second section, the words 
“ foreign or,” and to strike out from the said sec- 
ond section, the following words: 

For a still or stills employed in distilling spirits from 
foreign materials, for a license for the employment 
thereof, for and during the term of one month, twenty- 
five cents fur every gallon of the capacity of every such 
still, including the head thereof; for a license for and 
during the term of three months, sixty cents for each 
gallon of its capacity as aforesaid; for a license for 
and during the terms of six months, one hundred and 
five cents, for each gallon of its capacity as aforesaid ; 
for a license for one year, one hundred and thirty-five 
cents for each gallon of its capacity aforesaid. 

And the question thereon being taken, it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 67, nays 83, as 
follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Archer, Beall, Bigelow, Boyd, Brig- 
ham, Burwell, Caperton, Champion, Cheves, Cooper, 
Cox, Creighton, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dewey, Ely, Geddes, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Hale, 
Hall, Howell, Hungerford, Jackson of Rhode Island, 
Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, King of Mas- 
sachusetts, Lovett, Macon, Markell, McLean, Miller, 
Moffitt, Moseley, Nelson, Oakley, Pearson, Picker- 
ing, Pitkin, Pleasants, Post, Potter, John Reed, Wil- 
liam Recd, Rich, Richardson, Ruggles, Schureman, 
Seybert, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New 
Hampshire, Smith of New York, Stockton, Stuart, 
Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Vose, Ward of Massa- 
chusetts, Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson 
of Massachusetts, and Wood. 

Nays——-Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Avery, Bard, Barnett, Bibb, Bowen, Bradley, Butler, 
Caldwell, Calhoun Chappell, Clark, Clopton, Condict, 
Conard, Crawford, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, 
Desha, Duvall, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk 
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of Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Franklin, 
Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, 
Grundy, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hub- 
bard, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of 
Virginia, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King 
of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lewis, Lowndes, Lyle, 
McCoy, McKee, McKim, Moore, Murfree, Newton, 
Ormsby, Pickens, Piper, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
of Tennessee, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, 
Sevier, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Vir- 
ginia, Stanford, Strong, Tannchill, Telfair, Troup, 
Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsyl- 
vania, Wright, and Yancey. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Braptey fur- 
ther to amend the bill by adding to the second sec- 
tion the following proviso: Provided, That there 
shall be paid upon each still employed wholly on 
thedistillation of roots, but one-half the rates of du- 
ties above mentioned, according to the capacity 
of such still. And the question thereon being 
taken, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 
74, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Avery, 
Barnett, Bibb, Bowen, Bradley, Butler, Caldwell, Cal- 
houn, Chappell, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, 
Davis, of Penusylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, Duvall, 
Earle, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk 
of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, 
Glasgow, Gloninger, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, 
Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jack- 
son of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, 
Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, Lefferts, 
Lyle, McCoy, McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, Nel- 
son, Newton, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea 
of Pennsylvania, Rich, Roberts, Sevier, Sharp, Ship- 
herd, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Vir- 
ginia, Strong, Tannehill, Tayler, Telfair, Thompson, 
Troup, Vose, Webster, White. Whitehill, Wilson 
of Massachusctts, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, 
and Yancey. 

Naxs—Messrs. Archer, Bard, Baylies of Massachu- 
setts, Beall, Bigelow, Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, Breck- 
enridge, Brigham, Burwell, Caperton, Champion, 
Cheves, Clark, Cox, Creighton, Culpeper, Davenport, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, 
Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Hopkins of Kentucky, How- 
ell, Hufty, Hungerford, Hyneman, Irwin, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of North Caro- 
lina, Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, Markell, Macon, McKee, 
Miller, Moffitt, Moseley, Oakley, Ormsby, Pearson, Pick- 
ering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, William Reed, 
Rhea of Tennessee, Ringgold, Roane, Robertson, Rug- 
gles, Schureman, Scybert, Sheffey, Sherwood, Smith of 
New York, Stanford, Stockton, Sturges, Taggart, 
Tallmadge, Ward of Massachusetts, Ward of New 
Jersey, Wheaton, Wilcox, Winter, and Wood. 

The bill was further amended; and a motion 
was made by Mr. Kina to insert the following 
proviso to the end of the twenty-ninth line: Pre- 
vided, That the Collector of laternal Duties be 
authorized to deduct, from the duty on stills em- 
ployed in distilling spirits from molasses, the 
amount of duties paid on the molasses so distilled, 
on the exportation of said spirit within six months 
from distilling thereof, and in quantity, not less 
than one hundred gallons. 

On motion of Mr. Biss, the bill was then or- 


dered to lie on the table, 


891 
-H. or R. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
The Ways and Means. 


392 


Ju.y, 1813. 


Monpay, July 5. 

Mr. Fisx, of New York, presented a petition 
of sundry aliens, lately residing in the city of 
New York, and now remaining at Fishkill, in 
the State of New-York, stating their intention 
to hecome citizens of the United States, having 
taken the preparatory steps; and praying per- 
mission to return to the city of New York for 
the purpose of pursuing their usual avocations, 
under such restrictions as Congress may think 
proper to prescribe.—Referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

The Speaker laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of War on the petition of 
William Tatham, referred to him at the last ses- 
sion of Congress.—Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Benson, the House pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution, submitted by 
him on the third instant, relative to an adjourn- 
ment of Congress; and the same being again 
read, was concurred in by the House; and Mr. 
Benson, Mr.-Gronoy, Mr. Hyneman, Mr. TEL- 
pair, and Mr. McCoy, were appointed the com- 
mittée on the part of this House. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


‘The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill laying duties on licenses to distillers of spir- 
ituous liquors. 

The question recurred on the proviso proposed 
by Mr. Kina, of Massachusetts, and depending 
on Saturday ; on which Mr. Kine withdrew the 
said proviso. 

A motion was then made by Mr. PITKIN to re- 
commit the bill ta the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with instruction to report a section or 
sections allowing a drawback on the exportation 
of spirits distilled from foreign materials; and 
negatived—yeas 42, nays 108, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Baylies. of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, Brigham, Champion, Coop- 
er, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, 
Howell, Jackson of Rhode Island, King of Massachu- 
setts, Lovett, Markell, Moffit, Moseley, Oakley, Pick- 
ering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, Ruggles, Sher- 
wood, Schureman, Shipherd, Smith of New Hamp- 
shire, Smith of New York, Sturges, Tallmadge, 
Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, 
Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, and Wood. 

Nixys—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, 
Breckenridge, Burwell, Butler, Caperton, Caldwell, 
Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, Com- 
stock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Cul- 
peper, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, 
Duvall, Eppes, Evans, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, 
Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Geddes, 
Gholson, Glasgow, Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Gourdin, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hopkins of 
Kentucky, Hubbard, Hufty, Hungerford, Hyneman, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, Ken- 
nedy, Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, 
Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, 
Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKee, McKim, Mc- 
Lean, Montgomery, Moore, Murfrec, Nelson, Newton, 
Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, 


Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, 
Sheffey, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of 
Virginia, Stanford, Strong, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, 
Troup, White, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
Wright, and Yancey. 

Mr. Kina, of Massachusetts, then moved to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with instruction to equalize the duties on 
the stills employed in distilling from both foreign 
and domestic materials. Negatived. 

The question was then taken that the bill be 
engrossed and read the third time, and passed in 
the affirmative—yeas 99, nays 51, as follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Barnctt, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Bradley, 
Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, 
Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Craw- 
ford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, 
Duvall, Eppes, Evans, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, 
Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Ghol- 
son, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, 
Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkins of Ken- 
tucky, Hubbard, Hungerford, Hyneman, Ingersoll, 
Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent 
of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North 
Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, 
McKee, McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Mur- 
free, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, 
Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, 
Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sevier, 
Seybert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, 
Smith of Virginia, Strong, Tannehill, Taylor, ‘Telfair, 
Troup, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wood, 
Wright, and Yancey. 

Nays—Messrs. Baylies of Mass., Bigelow, Bowers, 
Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, 
Champion, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Desha, 
Ely, Geddes, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Hale, Howell, 
Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of 
Massachusetts, Lovett, Markell, Miller; Moffit, Moseley, 
Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, Ridgely, 
Ruggles, Schureman, Sheffey, Shipherd, Smith of New 
Hampshire, Smith of New York, Stanford, Sturges, 
Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vose, W ard of Mas- 
sachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wil- 
son of Massachusetts, and Winter. 

The bill was then ordered to be read the third 
time to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the tax bills. ‘The bill to lay and 
collect a direct tax within the United States, 
was then taken up, and discussed. amended and 
reported to the House, and the Committee ob- 
tained leave to sit again, on the remaining bills. 

The House then proceeded to consider the: re- 
port of the Committee of the Whole on the di- 
rect tax bill; but adjourned before having gone 
through the same. 


Touespay, July 6. 

Mr. Trove, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported the bill from the Senate, “ for 
the relief of infirm, disabled, and superannuated 
officers and soldiers of the late and of the present 
Army of the United States,” without_amend- 
ment; and the bill was committed to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 
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The engrossed bill to lay. a duty on licenses to 
distillers of spirituous liquors, was read a third 
time. l 

[This bill proposes a duty on licenses to dis- 
tillers, as follows: For the employment of a still 
or stills employed in distilling spirits from do- 
mestic materials; for two weeks, nine cents for 
each gallon of the capacity thereof, including the 
head; for one month, eighteen cents; for two 
months, thirty-two cents; for three months, forty- 
two cents; for four months, fifty-two cents ; for 
six months, seventy cents ; for one year, one hun- 
dred and eight cents for each gallon of its capa- 
city as aforesaid. For a license for the employ- 
ment of a still or stills in the distillation of spirits 
from foreign materials: for one month, twenty- 
five cents for each gallon of its capacity; for 
three months, sixty cents; tor six months, one 
hundred and five cents; for one year, one hun- 
dred and thirty-five cents for each gallon of its 
capacity. And for every boiler, however con- 
structed, employed in distilleries by steam, dou- 
ble the amount on each gallon of its capacity, 
which would be payable for said license it grant- 
ed for the same terms and to employ the same 
materials for a still.] 

The bill was passed, by the following vote: 

Yeas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Archer, 
Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, Cald- 
well, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clopton, Comstock, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Penn- 
sylvania, Denoyelles, Duvall, Earle, Evans, Farrow, 
Findley, Fisk of New York, Forsyth, Franklin, Ghol- 

son, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, 
Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, 
Hungerford, Hyneman, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of 
Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, Macon, Mc- 
Coy, McKee, McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, New- 
ton, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rhea of Tennessee, 
Rich, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sevier, Skinner, 
Smith of Pensylvania, Smith of Virginia, Strong, Tan- 
nehill, Taylor, Telfair, ‘Troup, Ward of New Jersey, 
Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wood, Wright, 
and Yancey—85. 

Naxys—Messrs. Baylies of Mass., Benson, Bowers, 
Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Champion, Cilley, 
Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Desha, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, 
Howell, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, 
King of Massachusetts, Lovett, Markell, Moffit, Mose- 
ley, Oakley, Pearson, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, 
William Reed, Ruggles, Schureman, Shipherd, Smith 
of New Hampshire, Smith of New York, Stanford, 
Stockton, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, 
Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, 
White, Wilcox, and Winter—49. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee of the whole 
House to the bill to lay and collect a direct tax 
within the United States. 

And the said amendments being read, at the 
Clerk’s table, a motion was made by Mr. Fisx, 
of New York, to disagree to the amendment to 
strike out the words “one hundred and seventy 
thousand two hundred and seventy dollars,” the 
sum proposed by the said bill to be levied and 
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collected within the city and county of New 


York: When, a motion was made by Mr. Post, 


that the bill be recommitted to the Committee 
of Ways and Means; and, the question being 
taken, it, was determined in the negative. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Fisk, to disagree to the said amendment; 
and passed in the affirmative. 

One other amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee of the whole House, was also disagreed 
to, and the residue of the said amendments were 
concurred in by the House. 

A motion was then made by Mr. BURWELL 
further to amend the bill, by striking out there- 
from that part which apportions the tax on the 
several counties of Virginia, and, in lieu thereof, 
to insert the following: 
“On the county of — 


Lee - 
Washington 
Grayson -~ 
Russell - 
Wythe - 
Tazewell - 
Botetourt - 
Montgomery 
Giles - 
Monroe - 
Greenbriar - 
Kanhawa - 
Cabell - 
Mason - 
Randolph - 
Harrison - 
Wood - 
Monongalia - 
Ohio - 
Pendleton - 
Hardy - 
Hampshire - 
Rockbridge - 
Augusta - 
Rockingham 
Shenandoah 
Frederick - 
Berkley and 
Jefferson - 
Bedford - 
Patrick - 
Henry. - 
Franklin - 
Campbell -~ 
Charlotte - 
Pittsylvania - 
Halifax - 
Mecklenburg 
Lunenburg - 
Brunswick - 
Nottaway - 
Pr. Edward - 
Buckingham 
Cumberland 
Amelia - 
Powhatan - 
Dinwiddie & 
town of Pe- 
tersburg -~ 


$347 50 
1,894 50 
"233 50 
1,336 00 
1,538 50 
1,267 00 
3,114 50 
1,312 50 
540 50 
1,030 50 
1,706 50 
2,167 50 
1,646 50 
1,130 50 
5,465 50 
2,672 50 
1,338 50 
2,992 50 
1,907 60 
1,195 50 
2,305 50 
1,428 50 
2,126 50 
3,795 50 
3,391 50 
6,739 50 
6,162 50 
5,978 50 
11,876 50 


13,022 50 
5,233 50 
770 50 
1,304 50 
2,004 50 
3,852 50 
3,090 50 
4,363 50 
6,786 50 
6,866 50 
3,821 50 
4,879 50 
4,322 50 
4,414 50 
5,741 50 
4,715 50 
5,002 50 
3,899 50 


8,192 50 


“On the county of— 
Chesterfield - $6,440 50 


Pr. George - 
Greenville - 
Sussex - 
Southampton 
Surry ~ 
Isle of Wight 
Nansemond - 
Norfolk and 

borough - 
Princess Ann 
Elizab’h City 
Warwick - 
York - 
James City - 
New Kent - 
Charles City - 
Henrico - 
Goochland - 
Hanover - 
Amherst and 
Nelson - 
Albemarle -~ 
Fluvanna - 
Orange - 
Madison - 
Culpeper - 
Fauquier - 
Pr. William - 
Stafford - 
Loudon - 
Fairfax -. 
Spottsylvania 
Louisa — - 
Caroline ` 
King George - 
Westmorel’d - 
Richmond - 
Northumber’d 
Lancaster - 
King William 
King & Queen 
Essex - 
Middlesex - 
Gloucester - 
Matthews -~ 
Accomac - 
Northampton 


Total 


2,988 50 
2,635 50 
3,945 50 
4,656 50 
2,244 50 
2,688 50 


3,203 50 ~ 


9,857 50 
2,417 50 

839 50 

855 50 
1,373 50 
1,525 50 
2,687 50 
2,154 50 
8,050 50 
4,555, 50 
6,049 50 


9,513 00 
9,497 50 
2,131 60 
5,206 50 
4,247 50 
8,692 50 
8,940 50 
5,251 60 
3,579 50 
8,130 50 
6,354 50 
6,262 50 
4,425 50 
7,104 50 
2,736 50 
3,514 50 
2,624 50 
3,016 50 
1,954 50 
3,454 50 
2,860 50 
3,336 50 
1,941 50 
3,397 50 
1,611 50 
5,139 50 
3,107 50 


$361,037 50 
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And the question thereon being taken, it was | McKee, McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, 


determined in the affirmative—yeas 87, nays 50, 
as follows: . 

Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Bard, 
Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Breckenridge, Burwell, 
Butler, Caperten, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, 
Clark, Clopton, Condict, Conard, Cox, Crawford, Cul- 
peper, Denoyelles, Desha, Earle, Findley, Forney, 
Franklin, Gholson, Gloninger, Goodwyn, Gourdin, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hubbard, 
Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Vir- 
ginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kershaw, Kilbourn, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Ma- 
con, McKim, McLean, Miller, Moore, Murfree, New- 
ton, Parker, Pearson, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Post, 
Potter, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rich, Roaue, Roberts, 
Robertson, Schureman, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Shefiey, 
Sherwood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, 
Stanford, Tallmadge, ‘Tannehill, Thompson, Troup, 
Webster, and Yancey. 

Nays—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
Boyd, Bradbury, Brigham, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, 
Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Ely, Fisk of New 
York, Geddes, Glasgow, Grosvenor, Hawes, Howell, 
Hungerford, Kent of New York, Kerr, King of Massa- 
chusetts, Lewis, Lovett, McCoy, Moffitt, Montgomery, 
Moseley, Oakley, Pickering, Pitkin, John Reed, Wil- 
liam Reed, Ruggles, Sage, Smith of New Hampshire, 


Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Roano, 
Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of 
Virginia, Stanford, Strong, Telfair, Whitehill, Wilson 
of Pennsylvania, Wright, and Yancey. 


And the House adjourned. 


` Wepnespay, July 7. 


Mr. Benson presented a petition of Benjamin 
B. Blydenburgh and Peter A. Jay, complaining 
of the undue election and return of Ebenezer Sage 
and John Lefferts, as two of the members from 
the State of New York, and praying to be admit- 
ted to seats in the House in place of the said 
Sage and Lefferts.—Referred to the Committee 
of Elections. 

Mr. McKesg, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill giving further time for 
registering claims to lands in the Jate district of 
Arkansaw, in the Territory of Missouri; which 
was read twice and committed to a Committee 
cf the Whole on Monday next. 

On motion of Mr. McKre, the Committee on 
the Public Lands were discharged from the con- 
sideration of such petitions and other subjects 


Smith of New York, Smith of Virginia, Stuart, Stur- | referred to them, upon which no report has been 


ges, Taggart, Taylor, Vose, Ward, of Massachusetts, 
Wheaton, White, Whitehill, Wilcox, Wilson of Mas- 
sachusetts, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and Winter. 


A motion was then made, by Mr. PITKIN, fur- 
ther to amend the bill by striking out the follow- 
ing: 

“ Which several quotas on the counties of the State 
of Ohio, are exclusively of the taxes on lands lying in 
the said counties, respectively, and owned by persons 
not residing in the State.” 

“ And on lands owned by persons not residing in the 
State, $61,529 91.” ; z 7 


And the question thereon being taken, it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 62, nays 81, as 
follows: 


Yxras—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caper- 
ton, Champion, Cheves, Cilley, Clark, Cooper, Cox, 
Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis 
of Pennsylvania, Dewey, Duvall, Ely, Geddes, Gros- 
venor, Hale, Howell, Hufty, Hungerford, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of Massachu- 
setts, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Markell, Miller, Mont- 
gomery, Moseley, Oakley Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, 
Post, Potter, John Reed, Wm. Reed, Ridgely, Schure- 
man, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of N. York, 
Stockton, Sturges, Tallmadge, Taylor, Vose, Ward of 
New Jersey, Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wil- 
son of Massachusetts, and Winter. 

Naye—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Boyd, Butler, 
Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clopton, Comstock, Con- 
dict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Denoyelles, Desha, 
Earle, Farrow, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Forsyth, 
Franklin, Gholson, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grun- 
dy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hub- 
bard, Hyneman, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, 


made. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill “to incor- 
porate a company for making a certain turnpike 
road in the county of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia,” with amendments; also, a bill “to 
incorporate a company for making a certain turn- 
pike road in the county of Alexandria. in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” also with amendment; in 
which amendments they desire the concurrence 
‘of this House. 

The amendments were then severally read, and 
concurred in. ` 

Mr. Catuown, from the Committee on Fr- 
eign Relations, reported the bill from the Senate, 
“supplementary to the acts heretofore passed 
upon the subject of an uniform rule of naturali- 
zation,” with amendments; which were read, and, 
with the bill, committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Friday next. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill to lay and collect a direct tax within the Uni- 
ted States. 


A motion was made by Mr. Harris, further to 
amend the bill, by adding to the end of the 499th 
line of the second section, the following proviso: 

Provided, That, so far as respects the State of T'ennes- 
see, the principal assessors, respectively, within twenty 
days after they shall have finished hearing appeals, 
shall not proceed to make out lists containing the sums 
payable according to the assessments upon every ob- 
ject of taxation, as is required by the 15th section of 
“An act for the assessment and collection of direct 
taxes and internal duties,” but shall, within that time, 


Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, | make out and cause to be transmitted to the principal 
King of N. Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, | assessor of the fifth district at Nashville, in said State, 
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a true and perfect copy of the assessments made in 
each county in his assessment district: And provided, 
That, if there be no failure, either on the part of the as- 
sistant assessors in making their returns, or on the part 
of the principal assessors in causing copies to be trans- 
mitted as aforesaid, the said principal assessor of the 
fifth district shall immediately proceed to ascertain the 
quota of each county in the ‘State, by making it bear 
the same proportion to the whole quota of the State as 
the assessed value of the property subject to the direct 
tax in each county bears to the assessed value of the 
property subject to said tax in the whole State ; which 
apportionment shall be adopted and taken by said State, 
instead of the one hereinbefore provided. And the prin- 
cipal assessor of the fifth district, having thus made the 
apportionment, shall proceed to make out lists in confor- 
mity with the provisions of the aforesaid 15th section 
of the before recited act, and these provisoes, and shall 
immediately transmit a copy thereof to each principal 
collector within the State. 


Mr. Post moved to amend the amendment by 
inserting the word “New York,” after the word 
“Tennessee? And the question thereon being 
taken, it passed in the affirmative. 

On motion of Mr. Prrxin, the said amendment 
was further amended by inserting the word “Con- 
necticut,” after “New York.” 


On motion of Mr. Brantey, the said amend- | tion shall now be put; 


ment was further amended by inserting the word 
“ Vermont.” 

On motion of Mr. Warn, of Massachusetts, 
the said amendment was further amended by in- 
serting the word “ Massachusetts.” 

On motion of Mr. McCoy, the said amend- 
ment was further amended by inserting the word 
t Virginia.” 

On motion of Mr. Srocxron, the said amend- 
ment was further amended by inserting the word 
“ New Jersey.” 

On motion of Mr. Forney, the said amend- 
ment was further amended by inserting the word 
t North Carolina.” 

On motion of Mr. Curves, the said amend- 
ment was further arnended by inserting the word 
€ South Carolina.” ; 


Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsyl- 
vania, and Yancey. $ 

Nars—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bowen, Boyd, Bradbury, Bradley, Breckenridge, Brig- 
ham, Burwell, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, 
Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dewey, Ely, Franklin, Gaston, Geddes, Gloninger, 

} Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hale, Hanson, Harris, Has- 
brouck, Hawes, Howell, Hubbard, Hufty, Humphreys, 
Hungerford, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New 
York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Markell, 

| McKee, Miller, Moffitt, Montgomery, Moseley, Mure 
free, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, 
John Reed, Rhea of Tennessce, Ruggles, Schuremaniy 
Sharp, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith 
of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, 
Tallmadge, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, 
Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, 
Winter, Wood, and Wright. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Pirin, fur- 
ther to amend the bill by inserting the foregoing 
proviso, proposed by Mr. Harris, with all the 
amendments which had been made thereto by 
the House, after the 499th line of the second 
section. 

The Speaker decided it to be out of order, as 
the House have determined that the main ques- 

which main question is, 
“ Shali the bill be engrossed and read the third 
time?” which puts aside the amendment pro- 
posed, and precludes further amendment. 

From which decision of the Speaker, Mr. Prr- 
kiN appealed to the House. 

The question was then taken, “Is the decision 
of the Chair correct?” and passed in the affirma- 
tive—yeas, 98, nays 68, as follows: 

YVeras—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, 
Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, 
Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, 

i Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, 
‘Duvall, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Ver- 
mont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, 
i Gholson, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grosvenor, Grun- 
dy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hub- 
hard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, 


The previous question was called for by Mr. | Jackson of Va., Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, 
Gnorson, and being demanded by a majority of! King of North Carolina, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, 
the members present, it was taken in the form | McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, 


prescribed by the rules of the House, to wit: 
“ Shall the main question be now put?” and 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 83, nays 78, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Butler, Caldwell, 
Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Copton, Comstock, 


Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Pa., | 


Denoyelles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Evans, Farrow, 
Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Forsyth, Gholson, 


Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, 
Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, 
Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Vir- 
ginia, Strong, Tannchill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Ward 
i of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
| Wood, and Yancey. 
Naxs—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brig- 
i ham, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Dav- 


Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Hopkins of | enport, Davis, of Mass., Dewey, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, 


Kentucky, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jack- 
son of Virginia, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, 
McCoy, McKim, McLean, Moore, Nelson, Newton, 
Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pa., 
Rich, Richardson, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robert- 


| Gloninger, Goldsborough, Hale, Hanson, Howell, Hun- 
gerford, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of Now York, 
King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Markell, Mc- 
Kee, Miller, Moffitt, Montgomery, Moseley, Oakley, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, 
William Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, Sheffey, 


gon, Sevier, Seybert, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New Hampshire, Smith 


Virginia, Strong, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, 


of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, 
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‘The said main question was then taken; to wit: 
“Shall the said bill be engrossed, and read the 
third time?” And passed in the affirmative—yeas 
96, nays 73, as follows: 

Vxas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, 
Brown, Burwell, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, 
Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Craw- 
ford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyclles, 
Desha, Duvall, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of 
Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Frank- 
lin, Gholson Gloninger, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, 
Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, 
Humphreys, Hungerford, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ing- 
ham, [rwin, Jackson of Virginia, Kerr, Kershaw, Kil- 
bourn, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, 
Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McKim, McLean, Montgome- 
ry, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Pick- 
ens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of 
Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robert- 
son, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsyl- 
vania, Smith of Virginia, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, 
Troup, Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of 
Pennsylvania, Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 

Nars—Measrs. Baylies of Mass., Benson, Bigelow, 
Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, Bradley, Breckenridge, Brig- 
ham, Butler, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, 
Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dewey, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Goldsborough, Grosve- 
nor, Hale, Hasbrouck, Howell, Hubbard, Hufty, Jack- 
son of Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of New York, 
King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Markell, Miller, 
Moffitt, Moseley, Oakley, Parker, Pearson, Pickering, 
Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, William Recd, Rich- 
ardson, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, Shoffey, Sher- 
wood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of New Hampshire, 
Smith of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Strong, Stu- 
art, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vose, 
Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson of Mas- 
sachusetts, and Winter. 

The bill was then ordered to be read the third 
time to-morrow. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, to whom was committed 
the bill for the assessment and collection of direct 
taxes and internal duties, and on the several bills 
committed to the said Committee of the Whole; 
and, after some time spent therein, the Commit- 
tee rose, and reported the bill to establish the of- 
fice of Commissioner of the Revenue, with amend- 
ments; and also, the bill laying duties on sugar 
refined within the United States, with amend- 
ments ; and also, the bill laying duties on sales at 
auction of merchandise, and of ships and vessels, 
with amendments; and asked leave to sit again 
on the other subjects referred to them; which 
was granted. 

The amendments reported to the bill to estab- 
lish the office of Commissioner of the Revenue, 
were concurred in by the House, and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed, and read the third 
time to-morrow. 

The amendments reported to the bill laying 
duties on sugar refined within the United States, 
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were concurred in by the House, except the 
amendment to the end of the third section, which 
was disagreed to; and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed, and read the third time to-morrow. 

‘The amendments reported to the bill laying du- 
ties on sales at auction of merchandise, and of 
ships or vessels, were concurred in by the House. 
The bill was then further amended, and ordered 
to be engrossed, and read the third time to-mor- 
row. 


Tuorspay, July 8. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “ making an 
appropriation for finishing the Senate Chamber, 
and repairing the roof of the north wing of the 
Capitol ;” also, a bill “ providing for the further 
defence of the ports and harbors of the United 
States ;” also, a bill “for the relief of the owners 
of the ships called the Good Friends, the Ama- 
zon, and the United States, and their cargoes ;” 
in which bills they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 


ARMING THE MILITIA. 


Mr. Troop, from the Military Committee, who 
were directed to inquire into the expediency of 
amending the laws for arming the whole body of- 
the Militia, so far as respects the distribution of 
the arms, made a report of considerable length, 
stating generally, as the opinion of the commit- 
tee, that it will be inexpedient to make any 
amendment to the said acts. This report was 
read, and ordered to lie on the table, It is as 
follows: 

That the funds appropriated by the act of 23d April, 
for arming the whole body of the Militia, amounted, on 
the 23d day of April last, to one million of dollars ; 
that, of this sum, ninety-four thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-two dollars have been actually expended ; 
and,that the whole number of arms procured, up to this 
day, amounts to 34,477 stands, all derived under con- 
tracts of supply; that of these the following disposition 
has been made, viz: 


New Hampshire - - - - 1,000 
Vermont - - - - - 2,500 
Rhode Island - ~- - - 1,000 
New Jersey - - - - 1,000 
Delaware - - - - - 500 
North Carolina - - - - 2,130 
South Carolina - - - - 2,000 
Georgia - - - - - 1,000 
Ohio - - - - - - 1,500 
Kentucky - - - - - 1,500 
Tennessee - - - - - 1,500 
Illinois ‘Territory - - - 218 
Louisiana - - - - - 250 
Since the 24th December, 1812. 
Connecticut - - - - 5,000 
New York - - . - - 2,000 
Maryland - - - - - 1,500 
Louisiana - - - - - 1,500 


Before the 24th December, 1812. 


Ohio 
District of Columbia 


1,500 
2,200 
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Making an aggregate of 26,000 stands delivered, and 
leaving a balance of 8,477 stands, subject to future dis- 
tribution. 

That the aforesaid distribution has been made in 
virtue of the authority conferred by the third section of 
the act of April, 1808, which is as follows: “ That all 
the arms procured in virtue of this act, shall be trans- 
mitted to the several States composing this Union, and 
Territories thereof, to cach State and Territory, res- 
pectively, in proportion to the number of effective mi- 
litia in cach State and Territory; and by each State 
and Territory to be distributed to the militia in such 
State and Territory, under such rules and regulations 
as shall be by law prescribed by the Legislature of each 
State and Territory.” 

The language of this section is clear, and admits of 
but one construction; the proportion to which each 
State is entitled is secured by it; each State having 
contributed its just proportion of money to the pur- 
chase, each State is entitled to receive its just propor- 
tion of arms. “Shall be transmitted to each State and 
Territory, respectively, in proportion to the number of 
effective militia in each State and Territory.” Trans- 
mitted. When? “At such time as the Executive may 
deem proper.” 
opinion of your committee, of which the lenguage of 
the section is susceptible. If the intention of the Le- 
gislature had been to bind the Executive to a simulta- 
neous or periodical transmission, the language of the 
section would have been different: ‘shall be trans- 
mitted at the same time,” or “shall be transmitted 
annually, or biennially, or triennially,” would have 
been the language of the Legislature. The time of 
transmission not being specified, therefore, but left, as 
your committee conclude, to a sound Executive discre- 
tion, the question is, whether any alteration in the act 
of April, 1808, be, in this respect, expedient ? 

In legislation it is extremely difficult, and frequent- 
ly impossible, to foresee all the exigencies which may 
arise under a particular act, and, consequently, ex- 
tremely difficult, and frequently impossible, to make 
adequate provision for them. In some cases, even the 
Legislature foreseeing a possible exigency, it would 
be unwise to anticipate and provide for it by the ex- 
press letter of the law. Would it become the Legisla- 
ture of the Union, for instance, to anticipate the rebel- 
lion of a State against the authority of the United 
States, and to enact that “no State, in actual rebellion 
against the United States, should be entitled to receive 
its proportion of arms?” Your committee presume not. 
A legislation of this character would, to say nothing of 
the violence it would offer to the enlightened sensibil- 
ity of the National Legislature, be the means, when 
frequently indulged, of bringing about that very state 
of things which cannot be thought of without horror, 
and which ought not to be spoken of at all. In every 
act of legislation, therefore, something must be left 
to implication; something must be left to discretion. 
But there are other considerations which, in the opin- 
ion of your committee, justify the discretion as to the 
time of transmission. 

A war unexpectedly breaks out; a particular sec- 
tion is exposed to the assaults of the enemy ; that sec- 
tion is destitute of arms; shall the enemy be suffered to 
advance, to lay waste with fire and sword, because the 
President is bound by the letter of the law so to dis- 
tribute the arms as that each State shall, at the same 
time, receive a proportion exactly equal to the number 
of its effective militia! No, would be the exclamation 


This is the only construction, in the | 


from one end of the Union to the other; let the safety 
of a part be consulted, though the whole suffer incon- 
venience. Yet, were such the letter of the law, the 
Executive would, under any circumstances, be bound 
to respect it. The act of the 23d of April, 1808, was 
passed in a season of profound peace; contemplating. 
future wars, it looked to no particular war; it had just 
gone into operation, had scarcely developed its first 
fruits, when the present war broke out. The war 
found the militia badly armed ; it found particular por- 
tions of them worse armed and more exposed: than. 
others. Would it have been wise, under these cir- 
cumstances, to distribute 30,000 stands of arms eyually 
among 800,000 militia? Or would it have been wiser 
to consult the wants and expusure of particular por- 
tions? i 

But. suppose it were expedient, in the opinion of 
your committee, to define with precision the time of, 
transmission; what pcriod ought to be selected? Ifa 
yearly, or biennial, or tricnnial distribution, were 
adopted, it might happen, by casualty or accident, that, 
within the period limited, no arms were received, or so 
few, that the expense and trouble of distribution would. 
exceed the expense of manufacture; and what would 
the distribution of a dozen or an hundred stands of 
arms avail the militia of a great State? They would 
be lost in the transmission, or suffered by the States to’ 
lie neglected and forgotten. In the distribution by 
the States themselves, among their own militia, it is 
more than probable they would be governed by the 
same principle as that by which the recent disposition 
by the United States has seemed to be regulated. 
Woulda State having one thousand companies of mili- 
tia so scrupulously consult the principle of equality, in 
the distribution of one thousand stand of arms, as to 
give one musket and hayonet to each i fat It 


may fairly be presumed not; the wants, the frontier 
positiyn, and the exposure of particular parts of the 
State, would be much more likely to regulate the dis- 
tribution: those of the militia, to be sure, from whom, 
for the moment, they were withheld, might complain 
of a departure from the principle of exact equality, but 
with what concern would the Legislative body of such 
State regard such complaints? 

For these, and various other reasons, which might 
be adduced, but with which your committee forbear to 
trouble the House, they are of opinion that, for the 
present at least, the act of April, 1808, requires no al- 
teratious. They are the more confirmed in this opin- 
ion, because they have reason to believe that there has 
been no misconstruction of the Jaw ; that the seeming 
irregularity which has taken place has grown out of 
the exigency of the times; that a disposition exists to 
correct such irregularity, as soon as circumstances will 
admit; that the correction is, in fact, at this moment 

| proceeding ; that, in due time, all the States must and 
will receive their respective proportions of arms; and, 
in fine, that the immediate representatives of the peo- 
ple in Congress, inspecting, as they do, with never- 
ceasing vigilance, the execution of this, as well as eve- 
ry other law, stand ready to apply the remedy when- 
soever right, or justice, or expediency, shall seem to 
them to demand it. 


Commutrtret Room, June 30, 1813. 
Sin: Lam directed, by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom has been referred a resolution in- 
structing them to inquire what alterations are necessa- 
ry in the act of the 23d of April, 1808, providing for the 
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arming the whole body of the militia of the United | remonstrance was not calculated to satisfy. Be- 
States, to ask information on the following points, viz: | cause he was willing that the people should be 
Ist. What number of arms have been received by | correctly informed, and that the misrepresenta- 
the United States since the 24th day of December, | tions in the memorial should be corrected, he 
1912, under contracts or purchases, for carrying into | moved that the House now proceed to a consid: 
effect the aforesaid act of the 23d April, 1808 eration of the remonstrance, with a view to refer 
2d. Whether since pe oer day H Doceraber, 1812, | it to a select committee, to report thereon 
any further disposition has been made of the arms ac- m . 4 3 
quired under the act of 23d April, 1808, and, if any PE e SA EDE Ue te memorial Was 
further disposition, to what amount, to what States follows: y a hay j as 


and Territories, and the number to cach, respectively ? : 
$d. By what authority cight thousand oe hundred Yeas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Archer, Avery, 
stand of arms have been, as appears by a report from | Bard, Barnett, Baylies of Massachusetts, Bibb, Bige- 
your Department, made to the House of Representa- | low, Bowen, Bradbury, Bradley, Breckenridge, Brig- 
tives 24th December, 1812, loaned to several States | ham, Butlcr, Caperton, Caldwell, Cilley, Clopton, 
and Territories, and whether the arms so loaned were | Comstock, Condict, Crawford, Culpeper, Davenport, 
arme acquired under the authority of the aforesaid act | Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Pennsylvania, De- 
of the 23d of April, 1808 ? noyelles, Dewey, Ely, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, 
Or any other information in possession of your De- | Franklin, Geddes, Glasgow, Goldsborough, Goodwyn, 
partment touching the distribution of arms acquired un- i Griffin, Grosvenor, Grundy, Hale, Hall, Hanson, Has- 
der the act of 1808, and which will enable the commit- | brouck, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hungerford, Ingersoll, 
tee to comply with the instruction of the House. Irwin, Kent of New York, Kilbourn, King of Massa- 
i ‘ chusetts, Lefferts, Lewis, Lovett, Lyle, Macon, Mc- 
. | Coy, McKim, McLean, Moseley, Nelson, Newton, 
Wan DeranTmeNT, July 6, 1813. | Oakdey, Ormsby, Parker, Pickering, Pitkin, John Reed, 
Sm: In reply to the note you did me the honor to | Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of ‘l'ennessee, Rich, Ring- 
write to me on the 30th ultimo, I beg leave to state, | gold, Roane, Ruggles, Sevier, Sharp, Sherwood, Ship- 
that two thousand eight hundred and thirty-seven | herd, Skinner, Smith of New Hampshire, Smith of 
stands of arms have been received into the public ; New York, Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Strong, Stu- 
stores gince December, 1812, under contracts made | art, Taggart, Tallmadge, Tannehill, ‘Taylor, Thomp- 
pursuant to law; and that deliveries of arms, since son, Troup, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Ward of 
that period, to the amount of seven thousand stands, New Jersey, Wheaton, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachu- 


have been made, as follows, viz: | setts, and Wood. 
2,000 to the State of Connecticut. | Naxs—Messrs. Beall, Benson, Boyd, Burwell, Cal- 
2,000 to the State of New York. | houn, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Conard, Cox, Creigh~ 
1,500 to the State of Maryland. i ton, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Forney, 
1,500 to the State of Louisiana. ! Gaston, Gholson, Gourdin, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins 


The arms stated in the report of December last to j of Kentucky, Howell, Hufty, Hyneman, Ingham, 

have been doaned, were, in part, acquired under the | Jackson of Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of Mary- 

act of the 23d of April, 1808, viz : j land, Kerr, Kershaw, King of North Carolina, Lowndes, 
1,500 delivered to Major General Wadsworth, of ; Markell, McKee, Miller, Moorc, Murfree, Pickins, Pi- 

Ohio; and, ý per, Pleasants, Post, Potter, Ridgely, Roberts, Robert- 
2,200 to the District of Columbia. And are con- | son, Sage, Schureman, Seybert, Sheffey, Stockton, 

sidered as furnished under that law. In the former of | Sturges, Telfair, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 

theso cases, the exigence growing out of the surrender | Wright, and Yancey. 

of General Hull did not leave to this Department time Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, then moved to refer it 

for the employment of the customary form of getting | 1. a select committee. _ 

the receipt of the Governor. The balance of loaned Mr. RORERTSON Moved to amend the motion 


r 2,900) was not acquired under the aforesaid act. | 
arma (2,300) Wa R } i so as to except from the general reference so much 


Accept, sir, the ac oe el Sad tas relates to the admission of Louisiana into the 


Aeh 
Hon. Mr. Tnour. | Union. ; 
Mr. Fisx agreed to modify his motion so as to 


REMONSTRANCE OF MASSACHUSETTS. incorporate that of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, said, that he had hoped | Mr. Krva, of North Carolina, moved to post- 
that some other gentleman than himself would | pone the further consideration of this subject to 
have moved to take up the memorial now lying Ì the 1st Monday in December next. 
on the table from the Legislature of Massachu-; Mr. Murrree moved that it lie on the table. 
setts, That paper contained statements highly | On these several motions a debate of about two 
important to the interests and character of the į hours took place. Those who advocated a refer- 
nation. If they were true, the people ought to | ence of the memorial to a select committee, did 
know it; if false, they ought to be refuted. Di-j}it on the ground that its misstatements of fact 
visions, Mr. F. said, prevailed in Republics, that : and its false reasoning merited refutation, which 
is, in all free Governments, at all seasons, but | would be an easy task, and was due to the official 
particularly in times of war. There existed now | and formal nature of this production. It was op- 
a considerable degree of uncasiness in the East- | posed by gentlemen of both parties, on the ground 
ern section of the Union, which this remonstrance | that the discussion of such a report as might be 
was not calculated to assuage. There was a | expected to be made on this memorial would oc- 
great thirst for correct information, which this | cupy too much time, and protracta session which 
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ought soon to draw to a close; and it was opposed 
also by some gentlemen as being inconsistent 
with the dignity of this House to enter into a 
mere political disputation with the Legislature of 
Massachusetts, or of any other State. 

The question to lay this memorial on the table 
was in the end negatived—yeas 48 ; and the post- 
ponement to December next agreed to by a large 
majority. 

THE WAYS AND MEANS. 

The bill for laying and collecting a direct tax 

within the United States was read a third time. 


[This bill proposes to lay upon the United States a 
direct tax to the amount of three millions of dollars, 
apportioned to the States respectively, as follows : 


a eea aaae ea 


New Hampshire - - - $96,793 37 
Massachusetts - - - 316,272 98 
Rhode Island - - - 34,772 18 
Connecticut - - - - 118,167 7L 
Vermont - - - - 98,343 7Ł 
New York - - - - 430,141 62 
New Jersey - - - - 108,871 83 
Pennsylvania - - - 365,479 16 
Delaware - - - - 32,046 25 
Maryland - - - - 151,623 94 
Virginia - - - 369,018 44 
Kentucky - - - - 169,928 76 
Ohio - - + - - 104,150 14 
North Carolina - - = 220,238 28 
Tennessee - - - - 110,086 55 
South Carolina - - - 161,905 48 
Georgia - - - - 94,936 49 
Louisiana -~ - - - 28,295 11 


The bill also apportions the quota of each State 
among the counties in said State. Each State may, 
prior to the Ist day of April, vary, by an act of its 
‘Legislature, the respective quotas imposed by this act 
on its several counties or districts, so as more equally 
and equitably to apportion the tax hereby imposed. 
Each State may pay its quota into the Treasury of 
the Unitcd States, and thereon shall be entitled to a 
deduction of fifteen per centum, if paid before the first 
day of March, 1814, and of ten per centum if paid be- 
foro the first day of May in the same year, &c.] 

Mr. Post moved to recommit the bill to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, His view was 
to obtain a different apportionment of the tax in 
the State of New York. 

The question on this motion was decided in 
the negative by yeas and nays, as follows: For 
recommitment, 54; against it, 100. 

Mr. WueaTon then moved to postpone the bill | 
to the first Monday in December next, for reasons 
which he assigned. 

The motion was decided in the negative by 
neatly the same majority as on the last vote. 

The question was then stated on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. Bricuam.—I will ask the indulgence of 
the House, while E make a few remarks on the 
question now under consideration ; and assign 
some reasons for the vote which I shall give on į 
this bill. Sir, there is an importance and con- 
sequence in this direct tax, which will affect, not 
only my constituents, but the people of the United 
States, very sensibly. The object of this bill is, 


| 


to take from the pockets of our constituents the 
profits of their industry, to the amount of three 
millions of dollars, to enable the constituted au- 
thorities to prosecute the war more rapidly, that 
is, to conquer and take the Canadas with more 
despatch. 

Sir, the war in which the country is involved, 
has lost its popularity, if it ever had any, by the 
constant defeats and disasters which have at- 
tended it, { have uniformly been opposed to the. 
war, and, of course, am opposed to this tax, and 
to all the: measures which have for their object 
the continuance of it. 

Sir, I was not an accessary before the fact, nor 
shall I be an accessary after the fact; the people, 
I know, are anxious for peace, and are opposed 
to the taxes for the continuance of the war. 
Some have flattered themselves that Congress, 
at the present session, would do something to fa- 
cilitate and hasten the restoration of peace, but 
those will be disappointed ; instead of peace, they 
must have taxes. Sir, we are not assembled to 
congratulate each other on the return of peace; 
no, we are assembled under an act of the 12th 
Congress, who declared war, and to do their work, 
a work which they dare not do, or did not choose 
to do—to tax the whole world—that is, to lay this 
whole community under contribution, to enable 
the constituted authorities to prosecute an un- 
promising and hopeless war; and now we, who 
are recently intrusted with the welfare and the 
peace of this great commonwealth, are called on 
to impose a heavy tax on this people, and to aug- 
ment the miseries and increase the burdens of 
our constituents to satisfy the immense exigen- 
cies of an offensive war,a war of conquest. Sir, 
we have already, by the war, deprived many of 
our fellow-citizens of the ordinary comforts of 
life, and destroyed the future prospects of a great 
portion of the community ; and shall we now de- 
mand their money, to continue a war so distress- 
ing? Sir, lam aware that it may be unpopular 
with the friends of the war to say anything in 
opposition to it; but itis difficult for me to say- 
thing for or against the proposition now under 
consideration, without adverting to the object to 
which the money shall be applied, if the tax 
shall be laid, and the money collected. It is 
said money is wanted to pay our debts; true, 
it is, that the country is involved in debt, and we 
have a large Military Establishment, a numerous 
army have been enlisted, and great expenses have 
been incurred, and toexecute their contracts, the 
Government have been obliged to negotiate loans 
to an unexampled amount, and to pay an extrav- 
agant interest; and now we must demand, as 
well of those who are opposed to the war, as of 
those who are its advocates, to contribute to its 
support and continuance. No, sir; abandon the 
war, restore peacc to the country, and then, those 
who are opposed to the present measures will do 
whatever is reasonable and just to discharge the 
public debt, and to support the credit of the 
nation. 

Sir, 
opposed to this tax, 


those who are opposed to the war, will be 
and, for myself, I believe 
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there are more than one half of the white free- 
men within the United States who are opposed 
to the continuance of the war ; the citizens of the 
Eastern States are induced, neither by interest or 
honor, to give countenance to the present system 
of warfare, they consider it destructive of the best 
interests of the country, and threatening the loss 
of their liberties; but, although they are impov- 
erished and distressed by the measures of their 
own Government, they are not subdued; they 
are not so beggared and debased as voluntarily to 
stretch out their necks to receive this yoke of 
war tax. 

The majority of the people in the State which 
I have the honor to represent, in part, never will 
do anything to support and protract the war, but 
what the Constitution and laws of their country 
oblige them to do; and, for-this plain reason, they 
are Americans, they love liberty, and hate op- 
pression, and cannot consent to be the instru- 
ments of their own destruction; and they see 
nothing which the Government can give as an 
equivalent or in exchange for the money which 
will be taken by this tax, either in right, in priv- 
ilege, in protection, or honor; therefore, they 
will view it oppressive. 

Sir,in my opinion, it is incumbent on the friends 
of the war and those who are desirous of taxing 
the people to enable the Administration to con- 
tinue it, to show to this House the necessity of it, 
and the advantages to be derived from it—for if 
this war is unnecessary, as I think it is, then, is 
it not correct to say, that the authors of it are 
mediately and in effect the executioners of those 
men who have been urged, and induced into the 
field by the temptation of high wages and bounty, 
and there fallen a sacrifice. Sir, the barren soil 
of the Canadas has been stained with the blood 
of Americans, and is there no man or body of 
men, who are responsible for this effusion of hu- 
man blood? The first blood which was ever shed, 
as we are told by high authority, cried from the 
ground against the wretch who occasioned it. I 
do not mean by this, to say that no war can be 
justified, but I mean this, that no war or shedding 
of blood can be justified but from necessity, and 
that all other wars are forbidden by reason, mo- 
rality, and religion. 

Sir, there is another and sufficient reason in my 
opinion, why this tax ought not to be imposed on 
the people of the United States to enable the con- 


of June 1812, and now ought not to impose this 
heavy tax on the people of the United States to 
support it. In relation to these decrees, it is very 
evident that the President and the majority of 
Congress, have been deceived by the arts and 
cunning of the French Government, and have 
been cheated into a war with the Government of 
Great Britain, much to the gratification of the 
great Napoleon. 

Sir, I do not mean by this to impeach the mo- 
tives, nor to treat the constituted authorities with 
disrespect, but I believe in my conscience that 
they have adopted a policy by mistake, or design, 
which, if persisted in, will be fatal to these Uni- 
ted States. Sir, I am willing that justice should 
be done to those who hold the destinies of this 
nation. Yes, sir, I wish impartial justice may 
be done them. 

In the meantime I will be just to myself and 
faithful to my constituents, who are opposed to 
this war, and are anxious for peace. Sir, if you 
ask what a solitary individual ean do to puta 
period to the existing calamities, the answer is, 
when a question of the character now before the 
House is presented for his negative, or his afirm- 
ative, he can say, no. It has been said, and that 
very correctly, if you intend men shall behave 
well, you must take away the temptation to do ill. 
So in the present case—if you are desirous of 
peace, you must withhold from those who delight 
in war the means to prosecute it. There is no 
treason in saying no. And when the question is 
propounded, whether my constituents shall be 
impoverished and distressed with the burden of 

| taxes, to support a destructive war, aud which io 
my opinion threatens a dissolution of the Union, 
I shall say no. 

Sir, the proposed taxes are to enable the coy- 
stituted authorities to support an army, farther 
to invade the Canadas, and to wrest from the 
hands of a foreign Power the property and juris- 
diction of that region; and success in this enter- 
prise, we all know, must drive the innocent to de- 
struction, which ought, if possible, to be avoided. 
The laws of humanity and justice forbid it. The 
war now rests on the subject of impressment, and 
must be prolonged and maintained to secure the 
rights of American seamen. Sir, the two Gov- 
ernments are not at issue on this fact. The Brit- 

i ish Government claim no right toimpress Amer- 
| ican seamen. She disclaims it; and professedly 


stituted authorities to carry on this war; namely, į claims no right but to the services of her own 
that it was declared not only hastily, and without | men in time of war—a right which we in theory 
preparation, but under a misapprebensicn of the | admit; and although abuses have taken place in 
state of facts in our foreign relations; for, if the | the exercise of this right, which has been cause 
Berlin and Milan decrees were not repealed until | of complaint, yet it never was thought just cause 
the 28th of April 1811, about which there is no | of war, until the days of modern policy. In the 
question, then it is clear to my mind that the | treaty negotiated by Mr. Monroe, it was reserved 
note of the Duke of Cadore of the 5th of August | for future adjustment. In the treaty made with 
1810, never was designed to be a repeal of these | Mr. Erskine, under the Administration of Mr. 
decrees; then the proclamation of the President | Madison, which seemed togladden the hearts ofall 


of the 2d of November, 1810, ought not to have 
been issued; the non-importation law of the 2d 
of March, 1811, ought not to have been passed, 
and Congress ought not have declared war, on 
the memorable and ever to be lamented 18th day 


parties, the impressment of seamen was not taken 
into the account. Sir, I see no connexion be- 
tween the continuance of this war and seamen’s 
rights. We shall find no seamen’s rights in the 
cold region of the Canadas—we have found no- 
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thing there but disaster; and itis time to pause, 
and to abandon this war; and if we are desirous 
of peace, go directly to the object, and propose a 
general armistice—negotiate an honorable peace, 
which will supersede the necessity of these taxes, 
and gladden the hearts of this great people, and 
liberate the oppressed. 

Mr. Cutperer addressed the Chair as follows: 

Sir: As the vote is to be recorded which I shall 
give upon this and sundry other bills connected 
with it, as component parts of one great system 
of internal tax—a system deeply affecting the 
best interests of my country—I rise to explain to 
this House some of the reasons which govern 
me in the course I expect to pursue. Iam anx- 
ious to see this session closed, and should not 
trouble the House with any remarks at present, 
were it not for certain attempts which have been 
made to forestall my proceeding upon this sub- 
ject. I allude to several publications in the news- 
papers, stating that I had pledged myself to my 
constituents to support the war, to vote for taxes. 
Sir, my constituents required nosuch pledge ; 
four-fifths of them believe with me, that, not- 
withstanding the encroachments of England and 
France, we were the most happy, free, and pros- 
perous nation on the globe; that we owed to the 
pacific policy of our Government, that happi- 
ness which astonished the world; that a perse- 
verance in this pacific course would have pre- 


served to us a great portion of that happiness | 


and.prosperity which war and its dire effects 
have deprived us of; and, therefore, war is at all 
times, and especially in this agitated state of the 
world, to be deprecated as the greatest of evils. ` 
Sir, Iam not pledged by my promise to sup- 
port or oppose any party in this House or coun- 
try; or to vote for or against any measure now 
before the House, or which may come before it. 
But lam pledged to meet every subject fairly, 
to weigh thein impartially, and vote on every 
question which comes hefore me, in the way that 
I deem most likely to promote the welfare of my 
county, and preserve to me an approving con- 
science. And this promise I am determined to 
perform while I am honored with a seat in this 
House, and blessed with the exercise of my fee- 
ble powers. With this determination I do, as 
every man, solicitous to preserve happiness to 
himself, his country, and his posterity, should do. 
Lask, what are we called on to make this great 
sacrifice for; for what reasons are we now re- 
quited to part: from the good old republican doc- 
trine of 797, ’98; and ’99, and by our vote sanction 
this practice, this system which at that time was 
declared to be subversive of our liberties, and 
our republican Constitution, by the very men 
who now call on us to support this system? To 
this we are told that war'makes taxes necessary ; 
that we must have money to support the war, 
and maintain public credit. Aud an honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky told us the other day 
that every man’who, either directly or indirectly 
voted for war, and does not now vote for taxés to 
support the war, must be damned by his own con- 
science ; that his constituents will certainly damn 


him, and if mercy does not prevent it, his Maker 
will more than damn him. 

Be it so, sir, since gentlemen will have it; none 
of these things move me; I have neither direct- 
ly nor indirectly voted for war. Iam, therefore, 
at liberty to ask, and I avail myself of the privi- 
lege of asking, what good has the war in which 
we are engaged done us? what advantage have 
we obtained by it? what are the objects of the 
war? and are we likely to obtain our objects by 
voting for taxes? For although I admit that we 
must pay a price for the benefit of living in soci- 
ety, that we must relinquish a share of our nat- 
ural liberty, and part with some of our property 
to secure the remainder; yet I contend that when 
individuals enter into sociéty, it is forthe mu- 
tual benefit of each other and of the community. 
That when a nation intrusts to a number of per- 
sons the right of levying war and imposing taxes, 
it is to enable them the better to repel foreign in- 
vasion, and maintain domestic tranquillity; and, 
therefore, Legislators should exercise that im- 
portant trust with prudence, and not hastily in- 
volve the nation in war; and, by aiming at a 
temporary good, or the accomplishment of some 
favorite object, strike at the fundamental princi- 
ples on which the happiness-and liberty of the 
nation rest; and make a breach at which tyranny, 
oppression, poverty, and ruin, may one day enter. 
The question recurs, what good has the war 
done? To this question, I presume every gen- 
tleman in the House will answer we have de- 
rived no benefit from the war. Neither our hap- 
piness, our liberty, our property, or our honor, is 
increased or better secured. What, then, are the 
objects of this war? To obtain information 
upon this subject, I have examined the report of 
the Committee of Foreign Relations to the sec- 
ond session of the twelfth Congress, in which 
report I find these words : 


“ That the Orders in Council should be repealed, 
and thet our flag should protect our seamen, were the 
only indispensable conditions insisted on ; that it hap- 
pened, that almost on the same day on which the Uni- 
ted States, after having been worn out with accumu- 
lated wrongs, had resorted to the last and only re- 
maining honorable alternative in support of their 
rights, the British Government had repealed condi- 
tionally its Orders in Council. That measure was 
unexpected; but, conditional as it was, it was admit- 
ted as having removed a great obstacle to accommo- 
dation. The other remained—the practice of im- 
pressment. Your committee consider it the duty of 
this House to explain to its constituents the rémain- 
ing cause of controversy, the precise nature of that 
cause, and the high obligation which it imposes.” 


From what has been stated, it appears that 
however great the sensibility to other wrongs, 
the impressment of our seamen was that alone 
which prevented an armistice, and in all proba- 
bility an accommodation, From this report it 
appears that one of the two causes of war, the 
Orders in Council, was removed almost on the 
same day in which the United States resorted to 
war, and before the British Government could 
possibly hear of our declaration of war. If, then, 
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sir, this remaining complaint is that alone which 
prevented an accommodation, tt 1s of the utmost 
importance to understand its precise nature and 
extent, and how far it is to be considered an ob- 
stacle in future to accommodations, and exam- 
ine our prospects of success; for, although the 
object may be desirable, it is bad policy to con- 
tend for it, and spill our blood, and spend our 
money, without a prospect of success. What, 
then, is the precise extent of this remaining cause 
of war? I have examined the President’s Mes- 
sage to Congress at the commencement of this 
session, and I find it contains what follows: 

“With respect to the important question of im- 
pressment, on which the war so essentially turns, a 
search for, or seizure of British persons or property on 
board neutral vessels on the high seas, is not a bel- 
ligerent right derived from the laws of nations; and 
it is obvious that no visit, or search, or use of force for 
any purpose on board the vessels of one independent 
Power, on the high seas, can in war or peace be sanc- 
tioned by the laws or authority of another.” 


Now, sir, if I understand this passage in the 
Message, free ships shall make free goods, or in 
other words, the flag shall cover and protect the 
property. If this is our demand, we may fight 
eternally, fur I have no idea that the maritime 
Powers of Europe, especially the British, will 
ever concede this point. But if it is only pro- 
posed to protect none but American seamen, I 
am not prepared to say the war is unjust, for I 
have believed for several years we have had 
great cause to complain of the conduct of both 
the British and French Governments, and if war 
was desirable, we could have found a pretext for 
war with both England and France. And when 
such regulations are made as shall coufine the 
navigation of our ships of war and merchant 
vessels to American seamen, and foreigners are 
excluded, if the British or any other nation will 
continue to enter by force, and take our seamen 
from on board of our vessels, I shall consider it 
the duty of every man in the country to resist 
this practice; and, if necessary, to fight as long 
as we have men and money and a reasonable 
prospect of success; but I do not consider ita 
crime for a nation or an individual to reclaim its 
own; and I am unwilling to jeopardize our re- 
publican institutions, and spill our blood and 
strain our credit to protect foreigners. Theim- 
portant question is, are we likely to attain our 
object? To solve this question, let us examine 
the progress and effects of the war. It has been 
declared more than one year, and has increased 
our annual expenses from $10,000,000 to nearly 
$40,000,000. In 1806 our expenses were $10,- 
000,000; in 1813, the Secretary of the Treasury 
reports that $29,230,000 are neccessary to carry 
on the war,and support the Government the last 
nine months of the present year. It has also 
diminished our revenue from near eighteen mil- 
lions to little more than five millions. In 1808, 
the receipts into the Treasury amounted to eleven 
millions of dollars; in 1804, to eleven and a half 
millions ; in 1805, to thirteen millions; in 1806, 
to fifteen millions; in 1807, to near sixteen mil- 


lions; and in 1808, to near eighteen millions, 
ané rapidly increasing. From that period, our 
restrictive system, which eventuated in war, has 
affected our revenue, which has been gradually 
decreasing, and the Secretary estimates the prob- 
able amount of revenue from the ordinary sour- 


ces, including double duties, which have been re- 


cently laid on goods imported, at $5,800,000 for 


the present year, and this small sum is uncertain. 
If, then, sir, the war has been carried on for more 
than twelve months, and has increased our ex- 
penses near thirty millions of dollars, and de- 
creased our revenue twelve millions, and we 
have not advanced one step towards the attain- 
ment of our object, and I trust gentlemen will 
admit we have not, l ask, have we any reason to 
expect that by voting for taxes we shall attain 
it? Ihave no expectation, nor do I desire to 
drive the majority from the stand they have 
made; from the strong ground they have taken; 
but really, sir, this premature, this ill-advised, 
this miserably conducted war, so much resembles 
the seven ill-favored and lean-fleshed kine in 
Pharaoh’s dream, which did eat up the seven 
well-favored and fat kine, that I cannot vote to 
tax my constituents, and my country, to support 
a war for the protection of seamen, until I have 
better reason to believe such will be the result of 
the present contest. 

> Mr. Neuson moved to recommit the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
amendment in respect to the Virginia apportion- 
ment.—Negatived. 

The question on the passage of the bill was 
then decided in the affirmative—yeas 97, nays 70, 
as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, 
Brown, Burwell, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, 
Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Craw- 
ford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, De- 
noyelles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Farrow, Findley, Fisk 
of Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, 
Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of 
Kentucky, Humphreys, Hungerford, Hyneman, In- 
gersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, Kent of 
Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North 
Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, 
McKee, McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Mur- 
free, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Pickens, Piper, Pleas- 
ants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessec, Rich, 
Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, 
Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Vir- 
ginia, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Ward of 
New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
Wright, and Yancey. 

Nars—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Bradley, Breckenridge, 
Brigham, Butler, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, 
Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dewey, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Goldsborough, Gros- 
venor, Hale, Hanson, Hasbrouck, Howcll, Hubbard, 
Hufly, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of 
New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, 
Markell, Miller, Moffitt, Moseley, Oakley, Parker, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, 
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wood, Shipherd, Smith of New Hampshire, Smith of 
New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Tag- 
gart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massa- 
chusetts, Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson 
of Massachusetts, and Winter. 


So the bill was passed. 


Frivay, July 9. 

On motion of Mr. SEYBERT, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to have printed, during the ensuing 
recess of Congress, for the use of this House, one 
thousand copies of the digest which was author- 
ized to be made in pursuance of the joint resolu- 
tion of the two Houses of Congress, entitled “A 
resolution directing the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
to cause to be made a statement of the number, 
situation, and value, of the arts and manufactures 
of the United States.” 

The bill from the Senate for the relief of the 
owners of the vessels Amazon, Good Friends, 
and United States, and their cargoes, (the Amelia 
Island cases,) was twice read and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The bill from the Senate making an appropria- 
tion for completing the Senate Chamber and re- 
pairing the north wing of the Capitol, was twice 
read and committed. 

The bill from the Senate providing for the fur- 
ther defence of the ports aod harbors of the Uni- 
ted States, (authorizing the purchase and use of 
hulks, &c.,) was twice read and referred to the 
Military Committee. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill to 
reward the officers and crew of the sloop of war 
Hornet, (going to include Captain Elliott, &c., on 
the Lakes,) went through a Committee of the 
Whole, and was subsequently agreed to by the 
House. 


CONDUCT OF THE WAR. 


Mr. Brapbcey rose, and said that in offering to 
the House the resolution which he was about to 
submit for their consideration, he hoped he should 
be pardoned any agitation he might betray upon 
a subject which had given him peculiar anxiety, 
and which was vitally interesting to his native 
State, which he had the honor to represent. 

He said, he need not now inform the House 
with what devoted eagerness the people of that 
State engaged in the prosecution of the present 
war, after it was declared by the constituted au- 
thoritics of the nation. It was sufficiently obvi- 
ous, from the number of troops which had enlist- 
ed from that State into the armies of the Union, 
and from the circumstance that until the enlist- 
ments could be completed, she not only poured 
forth her militia but levied a tax upon ber hardy 
and industrious citizens at home, in order to pay 
an increase of wages, which she gratuitously 
gave to those who marched in obedience to the 
call of their country. This, said Mr. B., was not 
done for the mere purpose of defence, but witha 
proud and confident view toaid in the attack and 
conquest of Canada, which he was not ashamed 


to say was one of the ultimate objects of his 
countrymen—an object rendered dear to them by 
the recollections of other times; it was the thea- 
tre of their former glory; and he could almost 
say that its occupation was the first and last wish 
of their souls. It was also the avowed object of 
the Government, and he would believe, notwith- 
standing certain surmises which had lately reach- 
ed him, that it was the wish of the great body: of 
the American people. _He was not insensible to 
the changes which time and reverses might pro- 
duce, but it was his unalterable opinion, that 
when the present war was declared, there was an 
almost universal expectation among the people 
that it would be conducted in a manner commen- 
surate with the increased population and power 
of the country. Sir, said he, they did expect and 
they had a right to expect, that after twelve 
months, not of mere preparation, but of down- 
right actual warfare, and in a contest between a 
population of seven millions and another of one 
fourteenth part that number, victory was not to 
be a matter of question. But they have been 
cruelly disappointed—instead of victory they have 
met with nothing but defeat, or if success has 
perched upon our unsteady standard, it has been 
evanescent, unsupported, and unimproved. In- 
stead of that harmony and co-operation which can 
alone insure success, we behold division and par- 
tial and unconnected enterprise. Instead of the 
giant with strong and rapid arm seizing or crush- 
ing his puny adversary, we behold his awkward 
movements and fitful starts; while the pigmy 
with his sling buries the maddening and deadl 
pebble in his brain. Instead of shouts of triump 
resounding through the country, and making even 
the walls of this Capitol to vibrate with joy, al- 
most every paper which is daily laid upon our 
tables teems with some new tale of disaster and 
disgrace. Mr. B. said, he could not find language 
to describe the melancholy which pressed upon 
his soul when he reflected upon the contrast; he 
could not depict the humiliating mortification 
which he felt in being obliged, as he then was, to 
rise and discharge the duty of moving an inquiry 
into the causes of these things; but he knew it to 
be a duty imperious and unavoidable, and with- 
out the performance of which he should never 
again dare to look his constituents in the face. 
They expected it from their Representatives, and 
it was morally certain that the country expected 
from the House to inquire into the causes, and i 
possible apply the remedy of the evils which sur- 
rounded them. If this is not done, said he, if the 
massacre of our soldiers slaughtered or captured 
in detail, if the cloud of gloom and despondency 
which is settling upon the country cannot arouse 
us, then are we lost, indeed. We may then pro- 
ceed and apply ourselves to revenue and impose 
taxes, which will operate after the national spirit 
is exhausted, and rely upon missions until the na- 
tional character is sunk even beneath negotiation. 
Considering the vast sums of money which had 
already been expended; the number of men whieh 
it was obvious must be in the public service to 
consume so great an expenditure; and, above all, 
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the personal courage displayed by the troops in 
almost every engagement; he could not bring 
himself to believe that the cause of our misfor- 
tunes was now to be found in the want of strength 
or resources in the country, or of valor in the 
soldiers. It must be elsewhere; and, perhaps, 
some gentlemen would suppose that in starting 
and pursuing this inquiry, he was in danger of 
laying it at the door of the present Administra- 
tion. If such were the case, he could assure those 
gentlemen that no administration—no man, or 
body of men, was dearer to him than his country. 
But he saw no necessity for the supposition, that 
the Executive, the commander-in-chief, or the 
soldier, was in fault. The cause of evil might be 
somewhere else; he did not pretend tosay where; 
indeed, he did not know; but this he did know, 
that, wherever it was, it ought to be ferreted out 
and exposed to.the eyes of the nation; and so far 
as it lay in the power of that House, he confident- 
ly trusted that this would be done, and the army 
restored tosanity, and the country to itsreputation, 

Mr. B. declared himself sufficiently sensible 
that the resolution which he was about to submit 
to the House was presented at a late period in the 
session; but he was also sensible of the old pro- 
verb, that it was never too late to do good; and, 
in his opinion, the remnant of time could not be 
employed in a manner more useful to the Repub- 
lic, more grateful to the people, and more satis- 
factory to themselves, than in the appointment of 
a committee, which, without embarrassing or re- 
tarding the other public business, could at least 
commence the investigation to which he had en- 
deavored to call the attention of the House. With 
this view he submitted for consideration the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That a committce be appointed to inquire 
into the causes which have led to the multiplied fail- 
ures of the arms of the United States on our Western 
and Northwestern frontier, and that the committee be 
authorized to send for persons and papers. 


The House having agreed to consider the reso- 
lution— 

Mr. Hopkins, of Kentucky, made some observ- 

. ations, not distinctly heard, owing to the distance 

of the reporter from his seat. He was, however, 
in favor of a full inquiry into all the disasters 
which had occurred; but appeared to conceive 
the present moment to be unseasonable, on ac- 
count of the particular circumstances of the coun- 
try and the approaching termination of the ses- 
sion. On a future occasion, and under different 
circumstances, he appeared disposed to give it his 
fall support. 

Mr. Seyserr was opposed to the adoption of 
the resolution, for several reasons. It proposed 
to put it in the power of a committee of this 
House to send for persons and papers relative to 
the inquiry. Who were the persons whom it was 
thus proposed to send for during the present Sum- 
mer? Almost every officer of the army. It ap- 
peared to Mr. S. that the resolution was entirely 
out of time; although he concurred in the propri- 
ety of the proposed inquiry if it were practicable. 
It was an inquiry, moreover, wholly incompatible 


with present circumstances, as it would consume 
many months, and must at last be inefficient and 
the result inconclusive. 

Mr. J. G. Jackson said it did seem to him that 
the resolution now under consideration was the 
most impolitie in relation to the situation of the 
country and of the national affairs, that ever was 
submitted to Congress. At a session limited, 
according to every calculation, to two weeks’ fur- 
ther duration, we are called upon to enter into an 
inquiry, and to send for persons and papers rela- 
tive to it, which would probably consume sev- 
eral months. I concur most heartily in the sen- 
timent, that it is not only the right, but the duty 
of Congress, if they discover any gross and mani- 
fest mismanagement of the arms of the country, 
to institute an inquiry into the circumstances, as 
they did many years ago in the case of St. Clair’s 
defeat. But a reference to the circumstances of 
the country would prove that such an inquiry, at 
this moment, was neither expedient or practica- 
ble. An inquiry presupposes deliberation, candid 
deliberation and decision. Is it to be expected 
that an inquiry can be set on foot, and the result 
thereof reported to the House at the present ses- 
sion? Will you condemn your officers unheard ? 
I say your officers, for I understood the mover of 
the resolution not to implicate any person at the 
seat of Government, nor to propose to extend the 
inquiry further than into the mismanagement of 
the arms in the hands of our brave soldiery on 
the frontiers. If persons and papers relative to 
the inquiry were to be sent for, what would be 
the situation of our army in relation to the enc- 
my? The Massachusetts memorialists would 
gain their prayer in one essential particular ; our 
armies would not ouly return within our own 
limits, but would be absolutely driven from the 
frontier and disbanded. T'he army would bea 
caput mortuum ; for all its officers, from major- 
generals to subalterns, would be withdrawn. 

Besides, sir, the resolution speaks of repeated 
failures of our arms in the West and Northwest. 
lt assumes a fact which, independent of its scope, 
Ido not know to be true. What failures in the 
West does the gentleman allude to? Was there 
a failure of our arms at Fort Meigs? A detach- 
ment of our force was indeed cut off; but in rela- 
tion to the main object of the enemy’s expedition 
against that fort, it was a complete failure of the 
arms of the enemy. To what, then, does the 
gentleman refer in speaking of the repeated fail- 
ures of our arms in the West? That they have 
failed, lamentably failed, in several instances, is 
too true, but it is equaily so, that it was not ow- 
ing to any want of courage or subordination on 
the part of thesoldiery. If they had been headed 
by men as competent to command them as they 
were worthy of competent commanders, they 
would never have failed to be victorious. I 
would not condemn any man unheard, not even 
him [meaning General Hull] against whom the 
sentiment of execration is unanimous in this 
Ilouse and the nation, as far as my knowledge 
extends, Audi alteram partem. I would hear 
both sides before I would decide. 
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Shall the proposed committee sit.during the 
recess? Sir, it would be better at once to disband 
the army. The gentleman’s resolution ought to 
embrace yet another proposition, and that is, to 
substitute other officers for those to be recalled to 
attend the committee. When the campaign shall 
have ended, I will concur heartily in the expe- 
diency of such an inquiry, and the very agita- 
tion of this proposition will prove a sufficient 
stimulus to our army. We have been informed 
of the indisposition of the Commander-in-chief of 
the Northern army, and, in consequence of this 
and other causes, he is to be stationed at Albany. 
Sir, have we no General competent to command 
that army? One of the failures, at least, em- 
braced in the proposed inquiry, has been, or is, a 
subject of military inquiry. Does the gentleman 
wish to take it out of such hands? Will the 
House throw its weight into the scale against an 
individual in relation to whom there has existed 
for several months so general a prejudice and 
disgust? I know not, sir, what would be the sit- 
uation of Fort Meigs, if the gentleman should 
withdraw the officers from that post and bring 
them before the House; for, if our accounts are 
correct, that place is again besieged. I fear, sir, 
that this resolution, at the present moment, will 
be fraught with great evil, and will produce no 
good whatever; for the terms of the resolution 
forbid the idea of an ex parte inquiry, and it 
would be destruction to the Army at this mo- 
ment to withdraw the officers whose presence 
would be necessary to a due examination of the 
matter. This resolution is moved, tov, in the 
face of the fact that the members are daily ob- 
taining leave of absence. We have already pro- 
longed the session beyond the period which pub- 
lie opinion had assigned for its duration. We 
have consumed time, no one ean tell how or 
wherefore, and the important business which we 
were called here to act upon is not yet transacted. 
In such a state of things, how could we act cor- 
rectly on a proposition like this during the ses- 
sion? And, sir, I have no idea of clothing a 
committee of the House during the recess with 
the powers with which this resolution proposes 
toinvestthem. Ifthe motion be pressed, I must 
vote against it, though I had rather it should be 
postponed, : 

Mr. TAYLOR remarked that the resolution em- 
braced a matter of much ‘importance, on which 
the House ought not to act without due reflec- 
tion and mature consideration. He was fully 
persuaded that it had been submitted from pure 
and patriotic motives, and there were many con- 
siderations in favor of it; but, for himself, he 
was not now prepared to act on it, and therefore 
moved that it lie on the table. 

Mr. Finb.ey stated that in 1790 an expedition, 
commanded by Colonel Harmer, composed of his 
own regiment and detachments of militia from 
the neighboring States, including Pennsylvania, 
having been carried against the Indian towns and 
totally defeated, Congress provided a more nu- 
merous army of enlisted levies. which composed 
the expedition commanded by General St. Clair, 

13th Con. lst Szss.—14 


in 1791, against the Indian towns. This expedi- 


tion also was not only defeated, but so completely | 
destroyed, that a new and more permanent army — 


had to be raised and organized, the accomplish- 
ment of which was very much discouraged by 
such repeated and destructive defeats. In order, 
as far as possible, to prevent the recurrence again 
of such misfortunes, by means of any defect in 
the intended organization of a new army, a com- 
mittee was appointed to inquire into the causes 
of the failure of that unfortunate expedition. 
The committee, towards the close of the session, 
accompanied a concise report with a great mass 
of testimony, but the inquiry not being déemed 
sufficiently full, the subject was recommitted to 
a committee, composed of the same members, the 
next session, who sat and continued their inquiry 
till near the close of that session also, when they 
made another concise report, explaining and con- 
firming the former one, supported by much new 
testimony. The session being near a close, the 
proceedings were not published, but the testimony 
and the books of information given in by the par- 
ties priacipally interested are still in possession 
of the House. There was, as is the case in all un- 
fortunate expeditions, strong prepossession against 
the commander. By the inquiry, the grounds of 
these were removed, and the causes found prin- 
cipally to arise from the general plan, the con- 
struction of the army, the delay and insufficiency 
of supplies of all sorts, badness of the gunpow- 
der, &ec. 

Mr. F. said that, having been a member of that 
committee of inquiry during its continuance, and 
the only member now in this House that was so, 
induced him to be more particular on that sub- 
ject. He had long regretted the neglect to pub- 
lish the proceedings of that committee, as simi- 
lar causes might thereby have been prevented, 
which may have had their influence in producing 
some of the failures which are now the object of 
the proposed inquiry, or may have on future ex- 
peditions. He was in favor of the proposed in- 
quiry, to which he thinks the former inquiry a 
suitable precedent, while, at the same time, it 
demonstrates that it cannot be gone into at the 
present session, nor at any time during the active 
period of a campaign, becaase not only-all the 
principal officers concerned in the subjects of in- 
quiry, but all such as either the committee or the 
parties may judge necessary for witnesses, must 
attend. From former examples of such inquiries 
on different subjects, it is probable that the pro- 
posed inquiry may require the attention of the 
committee during a pretty long session, and it is 
evident, that, in order that the parties concerned 
may attend, this must be during a Winter session. 
Mention having been made of a committee to sit 
and act during the recess of Congress, Mr. F. 
said he had doubts of the propriety of a commit- 
tee continuing to act during the recess of Con- 
gress. There was, indeed, one example. A com- 
mittee was authorized to sit during a long recess 
to take testimony, &c., for an impeachment, 
‘When, at much expense and much arduous labor, 
the propositions were made, the Senate decided 
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Wili the President be charged with the defeat of 
Van Rensselaer, who had force enough, if he had 
called it into action, to have demolished the 
enemy: but who relied on militia, in whom it 
was notorious no confidence could be reposed for 
service in the enemy’s territory, and this, too, 
when there was a brigade of regulars perfectly 
within his command and at his disposal? I will 
not say, sir, that this was—[Here the SPEAKER 
observed that Mr. G. was taking too wide a 
range of debate, on the mere question of post- 
ponement; and Mr. G. took his seat.] 

Mr. Braptey (who was precluded from de- 
bating the question at large by the Speaker’s 
decision that it was improper on this motion} 
observed, that he perceived that several gentle- 
men had supposed his intention to be, to produce 
a state of things which had never entered into 
his contemplation. It was not his intention to 
go into a full inquiry at the present session, but 
merely to proceed as far as possible at this time, 
and satisfy the just wishes of his constituents. 
Because everything could not be done at the 
present session, was no reason that nothing should 
be done. So far from having any disposition to 
cramp the operations of the army, he was anx- 
ious to accelerate them. The effect of laying 
the resolution on the table would be still further 
to waste the time which some gentlemen seem to 
think too short for inquiry. Not a moment 
ought to be lost in commencing the good work, 
if the greatest argument which could be urged 
against it was, as it appeared to be, the want of 
time. The almost dying expression of the la- 
mented Pike was, that the face of the war ought 
to be changed; which can only be done by the 
adoption of measures by Congress calculated to 
produce this effect. It seemed it was not now in 
order to reply to the observations that had been 
made as to the motives which had induced him 
to make this motion; if he were permitted he 
should reply. He hoped no postponement would 
take place. If the committee, on proceeding to 
an inquiry, should find it difficult or impractica- 
ble, they could so report to the House. 

Mr. Farrow hoped the resolution would not 
lie on the table. He understood it sufficiently, 
and it was so short and specific that it might 
readily be understood by any gentleman on hear- 
ing it read. The nation required that such an 
inquiry should be bad; and if the inquiry could 
not be made at the present session, it might at 
least be begun. 

Mr. Birr avowed his opinion that the disasters 
our arms had incurred had been such as to de- 
mand an inquiry at the hands of the House. He 
was opposed to the motion, not because the in- 
quiry ought not to be made, but because it could 
not be made at the present session. The inquiry 
could not be completed during the session; and 
the pendency of such an inquiry might have the 
effect to supersede military inquiry or trial, as he 
recollected it had done once before (in the case 
of General Wilkinson.) At the next session he 
hoped there would be no indisposition to make 
the inquiry on any side of the House. He, there- 


that the case was not impeachable. By the inva- 
riable practice of the House, every session ap- 
points its own committees de novo, therefore, 
though we are of the same Congress, yet we can- 
not, during this session, appoint a commiitee for 
the next. Were it not for this, I would not ob- 
ject to vote for a committee now. I am, how- 
ever, well disposed to vote for it as soon as such 
an inguiry is practicable. 

Mr. Guouson said it would be difficult for 
him to express the emotions he felt at the in- 
troduction of this resolution by the gentleman 
from Vermont (Mr. Braptey.) The gentleman, 
so anxious to-day for the prosecution of the war, 
yesterday voted against the direct tax which was 
intended to support the war—[Here Mr. TAYLOR 
from New York called Mr. G. to order, and it 
was alleged by him, and decided by the SPEAKER 
that the motives of the gentleman from Vermont 
(Mr. Brapiey) could not be called in question. ] 
Mr. G. said he did not intend to question the 
motives of the gentleman from Vermont; but he 
presumed, without saying how the gentleman 
voted- on the direct tax, he might be permitted to 
say, that that tax was designed asthe basis of 
the public credit, which credit was the support 
of the war for the success of which the gentle- 
man from Vermont now appears so solicitous. 
Mr. Q., however, waived this view of the subject, 
and observed that he considered it his bounden 
duty to repel an insinuation which the gentle- 
man from Vermont had made against the Execu- 
tive. And in repelling such insinuation, sir, said 
Mr. G., I am influenced altogether by a sense of 
justice; for neither myself or any of my kindred 
have the least interest whatever in “the loaves 
and fishes” that are distributed by the President. 
The gentleman from Vermont has said or inti- 
mated that the cause of the failures of our armies 
on the Northern and Northwestern frontiers, lies 
higher than in the armies themselves—leaving us 
to infer that the cause lies with the Executive. 
Sir, I most pointedly deny this charge, thus in- 
directly made, and I appeal to the facts. I haz- 
ard nothing, sir, in affirming, and whenever the 
investigation shall be made, it will manifestly 
appear, that, in every instance of failure, the 
means provided by the Government have been 
ample and abundant. That they have been fully 
and more than sufficient for the accomplishment 
of the object in view. A recurrence for one 
moment to the history of the several campaigns, 
will show that the Executive have not been neg- 
lectful of their duty. That they have always 
provided sufficient furce and competent means to 
Insure success in their enterprises, if that force 
and those means had been properly combined 
and directed by the officers to whose manage- 
ment they were confided. If we analyze the pro- 
gress of the war, and examine into the disasters 
that have occurred, the results will be obvious. 
Beginning with Hull’s surrender, will any gen- 
teman say that the Executive is in any wise 
chargeable with that most disgraceful transac- 
tion? That General was provided with every- 
thing for his defence. Of this no one can doubt, 
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fore, hoped the gentleman would consent to with- 
draw his motion, or to postpone it to December 
next. - 

_ Mr. Brapuey declining to withdraw the mo- 
tion— 

The question was taken on laying it on the 
table and. decided as follows: For laying it on 
the table 76, against it 67. 

A motion having been made to print the re- 
solve, was negatived, 76 to 65. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The. engrossed bill imposing a duty (of four 
cents per ib.) on sugar refined within the United 
States, was read a third time and passed with- 
out debate—yeas 94, nays 53, as follows: 
` Yeas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Archer, 
Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bradley, Burwell, 
Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clopton, Comstock, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Davis of Pennsylvania, 
Dawson, Denoyelles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, 
Evans, Farrow, Findley, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, 
Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, 
Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, 
Humphreys, Hungerford, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, 
Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Mary- 
land, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Caro- 
lina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKee, 
McKim, McLean, Moore, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, 
Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsyl- 
vania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Roane, Roberts, Rob- 
ertson, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Penn- 
sylvania, Smith of Virginia, Strong, Tannehill, Tay- 
ior, Troup, Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of 
Pennsylvania, Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 

Naxs—Messrs, Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
Bowers, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Ca- 
perton, Champion, Uilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Dav- 
enport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Geddes, 
Gloninger, Goldsborough, Hale, Howell, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of Massachu- 
actts, Lowis, Lovett, Miller, Moseley, Oakley, Picker- 
ing, Pitkin, John Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, 
Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, 
Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tall- 
madge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, 
Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, and Winter. 


The engrossed bill to.establish theoffice of Com- 
missioner of the Revenue, was read a third time. 
aud: passed without a division. 

The engrossed bill imposing a duty on sales at 
auction of merchandise, and of ships.and. vessels, 
was read the third time 

[This bill imposes, after the Ist day of January 
next, upon all sales by way of auction, one dollar 
for every hundred dollars of the purchase money 
arising from the sale of merchandise, and twenty- 
five cents for every hundred dollars of the pur- 
chase money arising from sales of ships or ves- 
sels; the money to be paid by the auctioneer out of 
the proceeds of the sale.] 

The question on the passage of the bill was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 51, as 
follows: 

Yeas—~Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brad- 
ley, Burwell, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clark, 


Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creigh- 
ton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Denoyelles, 
Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley For- 
syth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins of Ken- 
tucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hungerford, Hyneman, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, Kennedy, 
Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of 
North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, 
McCoy, McKee, McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, 
Murfrec, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, 
Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Ten- 
nessee, Rich, Richardson, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, 
Robertson, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of 
Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Strong, Tannehill, 
Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Ward of New Jersey, White- 
hill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wood, Wright, and 
Yancey. 

Nars—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, 
Cilley, Cooper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dewey, Ely, Gaston, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Gros- 
venor, Hale, Hanson, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent 
of New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, 
Miller, Moseley, Oakley, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, 
John Reed, Ruggles, Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, 
Shipherd, Smith of New Haven, Smith, of New York, 
Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tall- 
madge, Thompson, Vose, Webster, Wheaton, White, 
Wilcox, and Winter. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the whole House, to whom was com- 
mitted the bill for the assessment and collection 
of direct taxes and internal duties, and the other 
tax bills; and, after some time spent therein the 
Committee rose and reported the bill laying du- 
ties.on carriages for the conveyance of persons, 
with amendments, and asked leave to sit again on 
the residue of the said bills; which was granted. 

The amendments were then read ant concur- 
red in by the House, except two of the said-amend- 
ments, which were disagreed to. 

A motion was made by Mr. Tayvor, further to 
amend the bill by adding to the end of the proviso 
in the first section, the words, “ or in the opinion 
of the collector of a value not exceeding fifty dol- 
lars,” and the question being taken, it. was: deter- 
mined in the negative. a 

‘Another motion was then made by Mr. Tar- 
Lor, further to amend the bill by striking out the 
words “three dollars,” in the first section, and to 
insert “ two dollars.” . 

Mr. Cuopron.—Mr. Speaker: I find myself 
under the necessity of addressing you and the 
House upon this occasion. It is really disa- 
greeable to me to trouble you at all, and nothing 
out the peculiar situation in which J stand, could 
induce me toit. This renders it a duly 1 owe 
myself, to state my reasons for the vote which £ 
shall give upon the bill before you. Believing, 
as I do, after much reflection upon the subject, 
that the tax proposed to be raised by the bull is 
of the nature of a direct tax, I cannot conscien- 
tiously vote for it, because the Constitution pro- 
hibits the laying of such a species of tax in the 
way proposed. 

Having voted for the declaration of war, in 
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vindication of the honor and the dignity, and the | lation, whatever opinions may have been pro- 
rights, and I may say, the independence -too, of nounced by others under any character whatever, 
this nation, I hope it will not be imagined that I | or in any department of the Government. At the 
feel any sort of reluctance in supporting the war ; | same time. I declare, sir, that neither this disposi- 
that it will not be presumed, under these circum- | tion nor this determination prevents me from. 
stances, that I am unwilling to furnish the sup- entertaining a due respect for the characters, the 
plies for carrying it on. Such a disposition (could | talents, and the stations of the public functiona- 
Lat this awful crisis in the affairs of our country | ries, and for their opinions, on whatever subjects 
entertain it) would indicate a degree of incon- | they may be pronounced; and this respect for 
sistency,a sort of waywardness, a sort of whimsi- | their opinions will always induce me to examine, 
cal inconstancy of mind which, I trust, will never | as minutely as my judgment is capable of exam- 
enter into my composition—will never in any in- | ining, every case in which they may have pro- 
stance characterize my conduct. No, sir; it is | nounced a decision, which does not strike my 
trom a regard to the sacred injunctions of the | mind as being correct, if I am called upon to act 
Constitution; it is from a regard to the solemn | on such case: but nothing like a slavish indis- 

criminate assentation to such opinions, as so 


requirement of the oath I have taken to support 
the Constitution, that Iam constrained to enter | many political oracles or infallible expositions of 
my dissent to the proposed tax. To satisfy the | the Constitution (if they relate to Constitutional. 
feelings of my own conscience, and to follow the questions,) shall ever sink me below the character’ 
decisions of my own judgment, are sacred obli- | of an independent Representative. To my con- 
gations on my mind not to be dispensed with. Il science and to my country, and not to any select 
may regret, as I do very sincerely regret, that I | individuals, I am responsible for my conduct in 
am brought to decide on a branch of a system of | this House. By the light, which it has pleased 
taxation proposed in a way which that judgment | God in his beneficence to dispense to me, I feel 
deliberately and seriously consulted cannot re-| it to be my duty to be directed. Dim as that 
concile to the Constitution; and, it is in no small | light may be, it is that by which I am to be 
degree that this regret is deepened and rendered | guided, and not by the lightof another. However 
the more poignant from the consideration that} luminous the understanding; however exalted 
the course which I am thus constrained to take, | the station of any man, his opinions and decisions 
runs in a line directly opposite to that which, Í | are not mine until my own mind becomes con- 
expect, will be taken by gentlemen with whom : vinced of their propriety; much less can they 
I have, with very few exceptions, always gone— | be so while that is impressed with a belief that 
with whom 1 have travelled, and travelled with | such opinions or decisions are erroneous or in- 
pleasure, in the paths of legislation. But deep as | correct. With this impression on my mind, to 
this regret is, and even afflicting to my mind, it | assume them as my own opinions or decisions vio- 
must give way to the superior consideration 1) lates a duty I owe to my conscience, which re- 
have stated. | quires that I should conform to its dictates—vio- 
However, sir, even in respect to matters af- | lates a duty I owe to my country, which requires 
fording, as it would seem, but narrow ground for | that the votes I give here should be grounded 
difference of opinion, experience teaches us that | on actual conviction of their propriety, resulting 
much difference of opinion often prevails. It is | from a free, honest, unbiassed exercise of my best 
no cause for astonishment or surprise, therefore, | judgment. In the present instance, sit, I have: 
that the judgment, which my mind has been | endeavored so to exercise the best of my judg- 
able to form upon the question of constitution- | ment, and to give to the subject now before us 
ality in relation to the proposed tax, should be so | such an examination as I have mentioned; the 
essentially different from that of other gentlemen. | result of which is a confirmed conviction that 
The frequency of such instances renders the cir- | the tax in question cannot be constitutionally 
cumstance such as not to be wondered at. Nor | laid in the manner proposed, inasmuch as this 
do I feel it to be of much, if of any consequence, | examination has led to a conclusion, clear and 
in deciding upon this question, if I should be told, | unquestionable to my mind, that the tax proposed 
as perhaps I may be told, that this point has been | is a direct tax, according to the meaning of the 
already settled by the Supreme Court—that they | Constitution. 
have, by a solemn decision, established the con-| I will now, sir, ask the indulgence of the House 
stitutionality of this species of tax. Such de- |in order to submit a few observations upon this 
cision (for I believe a decision upon the sub-| subject. In the investigation of it, Mr. Speaker, 
ject has been pronounced by that body) may, ; I consider it proper, first, to inquire whether the 
and no doubt has, settled the point, and estab- | term direct has reference to the property on 
lished the principle for themselves; but until | which the tax is laid: or whether it has reference 
they become the arbiters of my conscience aud! to the owner or person in whose possession the 
the directors of my judgment, I shall deny that | property is, and who is chargeable with the pay- 
their decision has any binding force whatever | ment of the tax. If it has reference to the pro- 
upon my mind in deciding upon this question. | perty, on which the tax is laid, in that sense 
I not only feel the disposition, but have formed | all taxes whatever would be direct taxes, (for all 
the determination to judge for myself on such! taxes are laid directly on the articles taxed,) and 
matters as are brought before me, and in respect | there would have been no necessity for introduc- 
to which I am called to act in the course of legis- | ing the word into the Constitution., The term, 
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therefore, must have been applied, not to the pro 
perty taxed, but solely to the owner or person in 
possession of the property on which the tax is laid, 
and who is immediately chargeable with the pay- 
ment of it, I must, then, understand a direct 
tax, when the subject of it is an article of pro- 
perty, to stand opposed in character to what is 
called an indirect tax, in this respect, that it is laid 
-directly on property, the owner or possessor of 
which is,immediately chargeable with the pay- 
ment of the tax, but by which no other person, 
whatever, is affected; whereas an indirect tax, 
as I understand it, although charged on the owner 
or person in possession at the time when the tax 
accrues, affects other persons also, though not 
charged with it as a tax, but who use or consume 
the property, or proceeds from it, and indirectly 
pay the tax, in the price of the article used or 
consumed; the term indirect, as characteristic 
of this species of tax, having reference to the 
person who uses or consumes the article. So 
that the terms direct and indirect, when applied 
to taxes, refer always to persons, and not to the 
things taxed; the tax in the one case falling 
solely upon, and being confined in its operations 
to, the person in possession at the time when it 
takes effect—in the other case passing to the con- 
sumer and operating ultimately on him: hence 
the consumer is said to be taxed indirectly in the 
Jatter instance—the proprietor to be taxed di- 
rectly in the former instance. 

If we look at the clause in the: Constitution 
‘which relates to direct taxes, we see that one sort 
of tax‘is specifically designated, and evidently, 
-in my opinion, points out the character of every 
other specics of it as applying wholly to the own- 
er, or person immediately chargeable with the 
payment of the tax. That clause declares that 
“no capitation or other direct tax shall be laid, 
unless in proportion to the census or enumeration 
hereinbefore directed to be taken.” Here, sir, it 
is plain, from the structure of the clause, that the 
capitation or poll tax is designated as a species 
-of direct tax, to which all other direct taxes are 
similar in their character; that is to say, the 
‘quality of the tax, which renders the term direct 
an appropriate characteristic of it when applied 
-to a poll tax, is similar to that of every other tax 
to which the same term is intended by the Con- 
stitution to be applied. The words “ other direct 


taxes” immediately following the word “ capilta-. 


tion,” and being coupled with it in the sentence, 
prove clearly that there is an intimate connexion 
between them. They not only show that, besides 
the capitation tax, there are other species of taxes, 
likened in their nature and character to the capi- 
tation tax, but, also, that every tax so likened in 
its nature and character to the capitation is a di- 
rect tax, and consequently must, if laid at all, 
be laid in the same manner as a capitation tax 
is laid. 

Now, sir, what is the nature and character of a 
capitation tax? The very term capitation proves 
the nature and character of the tax; proves it to 
be such a tax as does not, and cannot affect any 


person but the person immediately chargeable ! 


with the. payment of the tax; for, who can be 
affected by it, or be chargeable with the payment 
of it, but the person on whose head it is laid, if 
he be a free man and not a minor? None, sir; 
and although in the capacity of a parent, a guar- 
dian, or a master, a person may be chargeable 
with the payment of a poll tax which is not laid 
upon his own head, yet this circumstance alters 
not the principle; on him only, as being the per- 
son immediately chargeable with the payment, 
does the tax operate in any manner whatever. 
In such a case, the person on whose head the tax 
is laid is merely a subject of it, and not other- 
wise affected by it. 

The next step to be taken in the investigation 
of this subject is, to inquire whether the tax in 
question be similar in its nature and character to 
a capitation tax. If it be so, I contend the con- 
clusion will be a fair and a just one, that itis a 
direct tax, and cannot be constitutionally laid in 
the manner proposed. 

I have said, sir, and it is a position which seems 
to me too clear to be controverted, that a capita- 
tion or poll tax is a tax of such a nature:and 
character that no person but the person immedi- 
ately chargeable with the payment of the tax can 
be affected by it. Such being a peculiar charac- 
teristic quality of the capitation tax, I take it to 
be that which denominates it a direct tax; that, 
because it operates so directly and exclusively on 
the person charged with the payment of the tax, 
the framers of the Constitution intended to dis- 
agaist it by that appellation. E 

ut, sir, is the proposed tax a tax of such a na- 
ture and character that no person but the person 
immediately chargeable with the payment of it 


can be affected by it? There are some propo- 
sitions too clear and self-evident to require, or 


even admit of demonstration by regular process 
of reasoning. They are no sooner presented for 
consideration than the mind is stricken with a 
conviction of the truth of them. Such, I appre- 
hend, is the proposition contained in the question 
just now propounded. For, can the truth of any 
proposition whatever, be more clearly demon- 
strated, by a course of reasoning, than the truth 
of this appears on the first presentation of it to 
the mind? I cannot conceive of any, sir. Can 
it be imagined that the tax laid upon a carriage 
can, in any manner whatever, affect any person 
but the owner, or person in possession, who is im- 
mediately charged with the payment of the tax? 
It seems to me, sir, that no mind, however inge- 
nious and scrutinizing, can find out any way 
whatever by which such a tax can operate other- 
wise than solely on the owner or person in pos- 
session of the carriage, and immediately charged 
with the payment of the tax. That the opera- 
tion of it is thus limited and confined, is as clear 
and self-evident as that a poll tax is so limited 
and confined in its operation. It is as clear and 
as self-evident as that a tax upon slaves, a tax 
upon houses, a tax upon land, is each so limited 
and confined in ils operation. 

If we recur to the bill passed by this House 
but a day or two ago for laying a direct tax, we 


427 
H. or R. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
The Ways and- Means. 


428 


Jory, 1813. 


shall see that slaves are not taxed therein by the 
head, but upon their valuation as so many arti- 
cles of property. It is nota poll tax, then, as it 
respects them, any more than as it respects the 
other subjects of taxation enumerated in the bill; 
and why were they designated amongst those dif- 
ferent species of property thus made the subjects 
of this tax, according to their valuation, and car- 
riages not included in the enumeration? Can the 
human imagination discover any real substantial 
difference between these two subjects of taxation, 
considered as property? Can the human imagi- 
nation mark any real distinction betwecn a tax 
upon the one and a tax upon the other, as it af- 
fects, in either case, the owner or person imme- 
diately charged with the payment of the tax? It 
seems to me, sir, that Ae would find himself en- 
gaged in a very difficult task, who would under- 
‘take to find out any difference between them in 
that respect. They stand precisely in the same 
predicament, both in point of property, and in ref- 
erence to the operation of the tax. As objects of 
property, they differ only in being different spe- 
cies'of its Dwelling-houses are also included in 
-the list of property enumerated as the subjects of 
this tax; and toa tax on this species of property, 
a tax on carriages may, perhaps, be still more 
strikingly:assimilated, inasmuch as they approach 
nearer towards each other in similarity of species. 

I beg leave to notice an observation made by the 
honorable gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Brzr,) 
in regard to a principle of discrimination, be- 
tween direct and indirect taxes adopted by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I understood 
that gentleman to state that the Committee con- 
sidered carriages as articles of expense, and as 
such, it seems, it is proposed to lay a tax npon 
them, in the manner directed by this bill, at a 
rate affixed to each sort, as’ specified in the bill. 


To assume it, as a general principle, that articles. 


of expense, merely as such, are the proper sub- 
jects of indirect taxation, will go farther, perhaps, 
than gentlemen who assume it are aware. It will 
go to include some which have been selected as 
subjects of the direct tax. Many slaves are em- 
ployed in a manner to which the idea of expense 
may be as well attached, as that idea is attached 
to the employment of a carriage. They are often 
employed together, and alike, for the convenience 
of the owner; and may not the one as well as 
the other, then, be arranged under the head of 
expense? Can the mere circumstance that the 
carriage affords the means of convenience to the 
owner, determine that to be an article of expense; 
while, at the same time, the attending servant or 
waiter, who also affords means of convenience to 
the owner, is not to be considered as an object of 
expense? It seems to me, sir, that the mind 
must struggle hard, indeed, to make outa dis- 
tinction in this respect. merely because there ex- 
ists such a difference between them as to species 
of property, I cannot perceive, in this difference 
of species, any necessary separation of the one 
from the other,asto the idea of expense, although 
itmay be true that sometimes the one may be more 
expensive than the other. Where is the connex- 


capitation tax. 


ion between the idea of a carriage and the idea 
of expense, which does not attach to the servant 
who drives the carriage? It would be difficult 
to prove the connexion as to the former, without 
proving it as to the latter. Domestic servants, 
too, when such are slaves, may be considered as 
standing in a similar predicament; and, if what- 
ever administers to the ease, convenience, and 
even pleasure of the owner, as the use of a carri- 
age may be deemed to do, ought, for that reason, 
to be arranged under the head of expense, for 
the same reason, the other description of prop- 
erty may be as fitly arranged under the same 
head. I cannot conceive, therefore, that the true 
principle of discrimination between a direct and 
indirect tax consists in a supposed association of 
the idea of the latter with the idea of expense, 
as the peculiar subject of its operation. I appre- 
hend, rather, that it is to be found in the differ- 
ence between their respective modes of operation. 
Upon the whole, sir, if, as I have endeavored to 
show, the proposed tax on carriages is preciscly 
similar in its nature, in its character, and in its 
operation, to a poll or capitation tax, it must be a 
species of tax of the same denomination with the 
But everybody admits that the 
capitation tax is a direct tax, for it is expressly:so 
called in the Constitution. I can, therefore, draw 
no other conclusion than this, that the proposed 
tax is also a direct tax; that it is equally as much 
so asa slave tax, a house tax, or a land tax. 

Far from endeavoring by a forced construction 
of the Constitution to come to the conclusion 
that the proposed tax isa direct tax, and, there- 
fore, not to be constitutionally laid in the man- 
ner intended by this bill, I have, on the contrary, 
almost endeavored to resist the convictions of my 
mind which have led to that conclusion, and to 
doubt the correctness of it, in order to reconcile 


‘the tax to the Constitution; because if I did be- 


lieve it to be reconcilable to the Constitution, it 
would, in my opinion, be a very proper tax, and 
I should certainly vote for it, inasmuch as it is 
presumable that, generally, persons who own this 
species of property are well enabled to pay the 
tax. But no consideration of this: sort can, or 
ought to induce me to mould the Constitution 
into a form to suit the tax, or, by a forced con- 
struction, which, to my mind, it will not bear, to 
reconcile it to the tax. If it bea defect in the 
Constitution, it is not for me to supply that de- 
fect. Iam solemnly bound by the Constitution, 
as it is, and have no right to transcend the limits 
of it. Therefore, heing under the impression of 
a strong belief that it does not authorize the lay- 
ing.of the tax as proposed in this bill, I cannot 
vote for it. 

The question being taken on Mr. TAYLOR’S 
amendment it passed in the affirmative—yeas 89, 
nays 52, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Baylies of Massachusetts: 
Beall, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brig 
ham, Caperton, Champion, Chappell, Cheves, Cilley» 
Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Cooper, Cox, Crawford, 
Culpeper, Davenport, Denoyelles, Dewey, Ely, Farrow: 
Findley, Gaston, Geddes, Glasgow, Goldsborough» 
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Griffin, Hale, Hasbrouck, Hubbard, Hungerford, In- 
gersol}, Ingham, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kennedy, 
Kent of New York, Kerr, Kilbourn, King of Massa- 
chusetts, King of North Carolina, Lewis, Lovett, Lyle, 
McLean, Miller, Moseley, Nelson, Newton, Oakley, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, John Reed, Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, 
Ruggles, Schureman, Sevier, Sheffey, Sherwood, Ship- 
herd, Smith of. New York, Smith of Virginia, Stock- 
ton, Strong, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Taylor, 
Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Ward of 
New Jersey, Webster, Wheaton, White. Wilcox, Wil- 
son of Massachusetts, Wilson of Pensylvania, Winter, 
Wright, and Yancey. 

Nays — Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Bard, Bibb, 
Bowen, Bowers, Burwell, Calhoun, Clark, Conard, 
Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, 
Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Forney, Forsyth, Ghol- 
son, Goodwyn, Gorden, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, 
Hopkins of Kentucky, Humphreys, Hyneman, Kent 
of Maryland, Lowndes, McCoy, McKee, McKim, Moore, 
Murfree, Ormsby, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Ringgold, 
Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Seybert, Sharp, Stanford, 
Tannehill, Telfair, Troup, and Whitehill. 


The bill was then further amended, and or- 


dered to be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


Satourpay, July 10. 


Mr. Benson, from the Joint Committee ap- 
pointed for the purpose, made a report, in part, of 
such business as, in the opinion of the committee, 
demands the attention of Congress at their pres- 
ent session; which was read, and ordered to lie 
on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Benson, 

Resolved, That it be further referred to the 
Joint Committee of both Houses, to whom it is 
referred to consider and report when an adjourn- 
ment of Congress may probably take place, also 
to consider and report as to the time when it will 
be advisable that Congress should again meet, 
after the close of the present session. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate “for the 
relief of Alexander Scott.” The Committee rose 
and reported amendments, which were concurred 
in by the House, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of | 


Amendments to the Constitution. 


spent therein, the Committee rose, and reported 
their agreement to the said amendments; which 
were again read, and the first thereof concurred 
in, and the other two disagreed to by the House, 

A motion was made by Mr. RuceLes further 
to amend the bill, by adding a new section there- 
to; and the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Kina, of Mas- 
sachusetts, to amend the bill by striking out the 
words “resident in the United States or the Ter- 
ritories thereof,” in the second and third lines of 
the bill; and the question being taken, it was de- 
termined in the negative. 

The bill was then further amended, and the 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 
read the third time on Monday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to provide for the widows 
and orphans of militia slain, and of militia disa- 
bled in the service of the United States. The bill 
was reported with amendments; which were con- 
curred in by the House, and the bill ordered to be 
engrossed, and read the third time on Monday 
next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for the relief of Edwin T. 
Satterwhite. The bill was reported with an 
amendment; which was concurred in ‘by the 
House, and the-bill ordered to be engrossed, and 
read the third time on Monday next. . 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. J. G, Jackson said he rose to call the at- 
tention of the. House and of the nation to ‘a reso- 
lution proposing amendments of the-Constitution 
in some of its important features, Not, however, 
with a view to ask a decision on any question in- 
volved in its scope during the present session; but 
ia order, that, at the commencement of the next 
session, it should be taken up, and if sanctioned by 
Congress be presented to the State Legislatures 
in time to be acted on at their Winter sessions 5 
so that the nation might possess the benefits it 
contemplated as soon as practicable. Inthe mean 
time, the members of Congress and the States 
can deliberate on the subject, and be prepare 
then to pronounce their decision. 

The first amendment, said Mr. J., proposes to 
authorize Congress to lay a tax on exports—a 
power he conceived indispensable to counteract 


the Whole on the bill to continue in force, for a | the measures of foreign nations, who tax their 


limited time, certain acts authorizing corps of 
Rangers for the protection of the frontier of the 
United States, and making appropriations for the 
same. The bill was reported with amendments, 
which were concurred in by the House; and the 
vill ordered to be engrossed, and read the third 
time to-day, which was subsequently done, and 
the bill passed. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate “ supple- 
mentary to the acts heretofore passed upon the 
subject of an uniform rule of naturalization,” and 
on the amendments proposed thereto by the Com-. 
mittee of Foreign Relations; and,after some time 


exports to this country, and collect from that 
source a large revenue annually, which falls upon 
the consumer, and consequently is a tax on the 
United States. Mr. J. said he considered them a 
legitimate object of taxation, and the truest poli- 
cy dictated the imposition of the tax, provided the 
inhibition were repealed which he proposed. He 
repeated, he would not now go into an examina- 
-tion of the general policy of the measure, or an 


| inquiry into the reasons which induced the pro- 
-hibition, but he would say that he believed that 


if the power existed there would be no necessi- 
ty to resort to a system of internal taxes—a power 
which might be so guarded and exercised as to 
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Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Denoyelles, Desha, 
Duvall, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Ver- 
mont, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Good- 
wyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Has- 
brouck, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, 
Hungerford, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jack- 
son of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, 
Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, 
Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McKim, McLane, 
Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, 
Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
of Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, Ringgold, Roane, 
Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, Seybert. Sharp, 
Skinner, Sinith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, 
Strong, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Ward, of 
New Jerscy, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
Wright, and Yancey. 

Nays—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Champion, Cilley, Clopton, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, 
Davenport, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Gloninger, Hale, 
Hufty, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, 
King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Markell, 
Miller, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, 
Potter, John Reed, Ruggles, Schureman, Sheffey, Sher- 
wood, Smith of New York, Stanford, Sturges, Stock- 
ton, Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vose, Webster, 
Wheaton, White, Wilson of Mass., and Winter. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate ‘‘to re- 
linquish the claims of the United States in cer- 
tain goods, wares, and merchandise, captured by 
private armed vessels.” ‘he bill was reported 
without amendment, and the question then re- 
curred that the bill be read the third time; when 
Mr. Prrxin moved that it be indefinitely post- 
poned; and the question being stated, and debate 
arising thereon, the House adjourned. 


prevent any possible abuses which might be ap- 
prehended. : 

The other three amendments might be consoli- 
dated in one, (Mr. J. said,) were It not that he was 
unwilling to hazard either by an unnecessary con- 
nexion of it with the others; and if either was 
agreed to, it would be gaining something which 
he desired, even if all were not assented to. They 
propose authorizing Congress to make roads and 
canals, and to establish a national bank; the first 
of which were linked with the internal prosper- 
ity of the country, and the last almost indispensa- 
ble to a due administration of the fiscal concerns 
of the nation. I am aware (said Mr. J.) that 
many persons in the nation believe that Congress 
are already clothed with these powers; but it is 
equally true that a great portion, also, deny the 
authority ; whilst almost all, I believe, agree that 
it is proper and necessary to possess it. It is, 
therefore, the dictate of sound reason to reconcile 
these opinions by the express grant, in preference 
toresorting to construction and implication, which 
are always dangerous and may be rendered whol- 
ly unnecessary. 1 shall for the present content 
myself with submitting the resolution for consid- 
eration, in order that it may be laid on the table 
and printed, and at an early day of the next ses- 
sion it is my design to call for its adoption. 

Mr. J. then read the following resolution: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring, That 
the following articles be proposed to the Legislatures 
of the several States, as amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, each of which, when ratified 
by three-fourths of the said Legislatures, shall be valid, 
to all intents and purposes, as part of the said Consti- 
tution : 

1. Congress shall have power to lay a tax or duty 
on articles exported from any State. 

2. Congress shall have power to make roads in any 
State, with the consent of the State within which the 
same shall be made. 

3. Congress shall have power to make canals in any 
State, with the consent of the State within which the 
same shall be made. ; 

4. Congress shall have power to establish a Nation- 
al Bank, with branches thereof, in any State or Terri- 
tory of the United States. 

Mr. J. said, it was his intention to limit the 
power of taxing exports to an ad valorem duty 
on the articles exported, but he thought it best to 
present the simple proposition without details, 
which may be supplied hereafter. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


An engrossed bill laying duty on carriages for 
the conveyance of persons was read the third 
time, and on the question, “Shall the bill pass?” 
it passed in the affirmative—yeas 99, nays 52, as 
follows: 

Vuas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibh, Bowen, Brad- 
ley, Brown, Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Che- 
ves, Clark, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, 


Monpay, July 12. 


Mr. Dawson, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported the bill from the Sen- 
ate “to incorporate a fire insurance company in 
the District of Columbia,” without amendment. 
—T.aid on the table. 

Mr. Bon», from the select committee, reported 
a bill to authorize the laying out and opening a 
road from Shawanee town, on the Ohio, to the 
town of Kaskaskia, in the Illinois Territory; 
which was read and ordered to lie on the table. 

A motion made by Mr. Benson, on Saturday, 
to direct the joint committee which was hereto- 
fore appointed to inquire and report as to the time 
when the House may adjourn, also to inquire 
when Congress may next meet, was taken up and 
agreed to. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of Edwin T. 
Satterwhite was read the third time and passed. 

An engrossed bill to provide for widows and 
orphans of militia slain, and of militia wounded 
in the actual service of the United States, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

The bill from the Senate, “for the relief of Al- 
exander Scott,’ was read the third time, and 
passed, as amended. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
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that the Senate have passed the bill, “ for the as- 
sessment and collection of direct taxes and internal 
duties,” with amendments, in which they desire | 
the concurrence of this House. 
The House again resolved itself into the Com- i 
mittee of the Whole to whom was committed the 
bill for the assessment and collection of direct 
taxes and internal duties, and other tax bills, and 
after some spent therein the Committee rose and | 
reported the bill laying a duty on salt imported 
into the United States, with amendments, and 
asked leave to sit again on the other subjects re- 
ferred to them; which was granted. 
Two Messages were received from the Prest- 
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES, as follows: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States - 
I transmit to the House of Representatives a report of 
the Secretary of State, containing the information re- 
quested by their resolutions of the 21st of June last. 
JAMES MADISON. 
Wasnarnoeron, July 12,1813. 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 
I transmit to the House of Representatives a report 


of the Secretary of State, containing the information į 


requested by their resolution of the 21st of June last. | 
JAMES MADISON 
Wasurneron, July 12, 1813. ; 


| such goods, &c., shall be condemned as prize of 


war, for the benefit of the captors, &c.] 
The question pending at the last adjournment, 


| was on a motion for indefinite postponement. 


This question having been taken, was decided in 
the negative—ycas 53, nays 78. 

Messrs. Benson, Farrow, and Suerrey, oppo- 
sed the passage of the bill; and Messrs. Ropers, 
Rasa, W. Auston, and Wricat, supported it. 

The question on the passage of the bill was 
carried—79 to 64, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Avery, 


| Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, Butler, 


Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clark, Clopton, Condict, 
Conard, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, 
Denoyelles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Evans, Findley, 
Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Franklin, Goodwyn, Gourdin, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hopkins of 
Kentucky, Hubbard, Humpheys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, 
Ingham, Irwin, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, 
Lefferts, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKim, McLean, Moore, 
Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Rca of 
Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, 
Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sharp, Skinner, 
Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Strong, 
Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Wilson of Pennsyl- 
nia, Wright, and Yancey. 

Naxs—Messrs. Archer, Baylies of Massachusetts, 


The Mesages and documents being read, Were: Benson, Bigelow, Bowers, Bradbury, Breckenridge, 


referred to the Committee of Foreign 


Relations, | 


Brigham, Caperton, Champion, Cheves, Cilley, Cooper, 


and five thousand copies of said Messages and | Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Ely, Farrow, Forsyth, Gas- 


documents ordered to be printed. 
NATURALIZATION. 


The bill from the Senate supplementary to the 
several acts for establishing an uniform rule of 
naturalization, as amended by this House, was 
read a third time. 

Mr. Kennepy, after adverting to the clause 


ton, Geddes, Gholson, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hale, 
Hanson, Hawes, Hufty, Hungerford, Jackson of Rhode 
Island, Kennedy, Kent of New York, King of Massachu- 
setts, King of North Carolina, Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, 
McKee, Miller, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, 
Pitkin, Potter, Richardson, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schure- 


man, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New 


York, Stanford, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Thompson, 


which limits the privilege of naturalization to} Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Wheaton, Wilcox, Win- 


those aliens who have made a declaration of their 
intention to become citizens, to which limitation 
he objected, moved that the bill should lie on the 
table, to afford to him and others an opportunity 
moe maturely to examine ils provisions with į 
that of existing laws. 

Mr. Roserts, who conceived there was some 
inconsistency or indefiniteness in the provisions 
of the bill, suggested the propriety of referring it ! 
to a select committee. 

Mr. Kennepy consenting to waive his motion, ! 
in favor of recommitment— i 

The bill was recommitted to a select commit- | 


tee of three members—57 to 53. | 


CAPTURED PROPERTY. : 

‘I'he unfinished business was resumed, viz: the į 
consideration of the bill “to relinquish the claims ; 
of the United States to certain goods, wares, and : 
merchandise, captured by private armed vessels.” | 


ter, and Wood. 


Tuespay July 13. 
Ordered, That Mr. Incuam, Mr. Jonn Reen, 
Mr. Creicuron, and Mr. Lerrerrs, be appointed 
of the Committee’on the Naval Establishment, in 


| the room of Mr. Sxinner, Mr. Stockton, Mr. 


Wan of Massachusetts, and Mr. Post, who have 
obtained leave of absence for the remainder of the 
session. 

Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, from the Committee of 
Elections, made a report on the petition of Ben- 
jamin B. Blydenburgh and Peter A. Jay, contest- 
ing the election of Ebenezer Sage, and Joha Lef- 
ferts, which was read, and the resolution recom- 
mended by the committee was concurred in, as 
follows: 

“ Resolved, That the parties be allowed until the 
first Wednesday in the next session of Congress, to 


[This bill releases all right and claim accruing ; procure testimony relative to said election.” 
to the United States, under the non-importation! Mr. Kitzourn, from the select committee, re- 
laws, 10 goods, wares, or merchandise, the property ; ported a bill for the more effectual protection of 
of British subjects, shipped from British ports : the northwestern frontier, by granting donations 
since the declaration of war, which, having been į of land to actual settlers, and for other purposes ; 


captured by private armed vessels on the high and | 
open seas, have been libelled and claimed in the 
courts of the United States, in all cases where | 


which was twice read and committed. 
Mr. Go_pgporouGH moved to print five thou- 
sand copies of so much of the Message of the 3d 
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March last, as does not form a part 
munication of yesterday.—Negatived, 64 to 63. 

The amendments of the Senate to the assess- 
ment bill were referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. CaLuoun, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, made the following report: 

The Committee of Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the President’s Message of the 12th instant 
and the accompanying documents, report: That they 
have examined the Message and documents with all 
the attention their importance demands. Your com- 
mittee will not indulge themselves in making the 
various observations which the interesting subjects 
brought under their consideration naturally suggest. 
The delay incident to such a course, connected with 
the lateness of the session and the advanced season of 
the year, forbid so wide a range; but they cannot ab- 
stain from remarking that, while the Message and doc- 
uments furnish strong additional proof of the justice 
and necessity of the war, they also present powerful 
motives for the steady and vigorous prosecution of it, 
and the surest means of a safe and honorable peace. 
It can now no longer be doubted, that it was the pres- 
sure of our measures, combined with the determination 
of Congress to redress our wrongs by arms, and not 
the repeal of the French decrees, that broke down the 
Orders in Council of 1807 and 1809; .that dangerous 
system of monopoly by which we were, as to our com- 
merce, in fact recolonized. Let us then persevere, and 
ander a just Providence we doubt not of final success. 
The reward is worthy of the cost and privation. It is no 
less than the lasting peace and independence of our- 
selves, and our posterity. 

There is another view of the subject which your 
committee are compelled to present tothe House. It 
is due to justice to consider the Message and documents 
in relation to the conduct of the Executive. They 
are aware that on ordinary occasions it is not proper 
for this House to express scntiments of approbation or 
censure on the conduct of the President, but submit 
with deference, that as through this body he is respon- | 
sible to the people for the faithful discharge of his du- 
ties, there are cases in which it is not only the right 
but the duty of this House to express its opinion. 
Such, in the judgment of your committee, is the pres- 
ent. The language of the resolutions, and the mo- 
tives avowed by their supporters, leave no alternative. 
To be silent, would he to condemn. Upon a full in- 
vestigation of the conduct of the Executive in relation 
to Great Britain and France, as disclosed in the Mes- ! 
sage and documents, your committee are of opinion, 
that a just course has been pursued towards both 
nations, and in uo instance has the dignity, honor or 
interests of the United States been compromitted. 

Your committee therefore recommend the adoption 
of the following resolution : 

“ Resolved, That the conduct of the Executive in 
relation to the various subjects referred to in the reso- 
lutions of the 21st day of June, 1813, mcets with the 
approbation of this House.” 


Mr. Catyoun moved that the report be refer- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
made the order of the day for to-morrow ( Wed- | 
nesday.) 

Mr. Benson, of New York, moved to postpone 


stead of which the Secretary of State had entered 
into. a long argument in justification of the con- 
duct of the Administration and the war. This 
was unprecedented, and, in his opinion, improper. 
The House had asked the President for informa- 
tion as to certain facts, and had received a long 
plea in favor of the Government and the war. 
Besides, he said, many of the minority bad left 
the city, and a fair expression of the opinion of 
the House could not be had at this time. 

The postponement was opposed by several 
gentlemen. 

Mr. Catnoun could not consent to it, because 
he thought the subject was such as, in justice to 
the President, to require the decision of the 
House. The course adopted by the President 
was not unprecedented. In answer to the reso- 
lutions read the other day, Mr. Secretary Ham- 
ilton had made along argumentative report. In 
this case it was peculiarly proper. Mr. C. said, 
when ‘the resolutions were adopted, he had at- 
tempted to procure amendments, which would 
have prevented the necessity of such a report 
from the Secretary. He had failed in his ‘at- 
tempts. He had foreseen this course and endea- 
vored to prevent it, He could not agree to the 
postponement. 

Mr. Benson declared he had read no resolu- 
tions upon which Mr. Hamilton had made a re- 
port to the House. He had read resolutions ask- 
ing information upon a subject, and the reply 
was made by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. Suerrey said he was against the postpone- 
ment. He thought the preposterous reasoning, 
and the sophistry of the report, ought to be ex- 
posed at this session. It had a tendency to im- 
pose upon the people, and ought to be stripped of 
its sophistry. 

Mr. PEARSON was against the postponement. 
He thought the report, circulated as it wa at 
public expense, was eatitled to a full examination. 
Ít merited reply. He hoped, therefore, that the 
motion to postpone would be withdrawn. 

Mr. Benson said he would not differ with his 
friends, although he continued of the opinion, 
that a postponement was proper. He withdrew 
his motion. 

Motions were then successively made, that it 
be made the order of the day for Thursday and 
for Monday; and another motion, that the whole 
should lie on the table, was made by Mr. Kina, 
of North Carolina. Upon these motions there 
was a long desultory discussion. The remarks 
of such gentlemen as the reporter could hear are 
substantially subjoined. 

Mr. Rusa said the subject ought to be taken 
up immediately. Gentlemen in opposition had 
obtained leave of absence. They might depart 
before the report might be considered. The sub- 
ject should be acted upvn withut delay, and the 
resolution immediately passed. 

Mr. Seysert was for Monday. He wished to 
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get through the taxes, and other important basi- 
ness, and then he and other gentlemen would go 
home, leaving those who wished to discuss the 
report to do it at their leisure. 

Mr. Burweww made similar remarks, and added, 
that, in his opinion, it would be improper and 
unfair to begin a discussion, now that great num- 
bers in opposition to the report had left the House 
and the city, under the most explicit understand- 
ing, that subjects of this kind were not again to 
be discussed during the present session. It had 
been so-undérstood on all sides; and the gentle- 
man who introduced the resolutions (Mr. Wes- 
sTER) had left the city under this general im- 
pression. He thought it‘unfair and improper to 
bring on the subject in his absence, and under 
such circumstances. He was therefore for the 
longest day. Mr. B. said, although he had ob- 
tained leave of absence, he should not leave the 
House while any important business was be- 
fore it. 

Mr. Grosvenor said, that he had not been 
able fully to comprehend the answer of the Sec- 
retary from only one reading. It consisted of an 
answer to the resolutions which, from his present 
impressions, was explicit, and le hoped from full 
examination would be satisfactory. producing the 
conviction which the advocates of the resolutions 
had anticipated. Appended to this answer was 
a very Jong argument of the Secretary, upon the 
subjects which had recently been discussed in 
the House. That argument, as far as he was 
able to comprehend it from one reading, con- 
tained nothing novel or remarkable for force 
and ingenuity; it was such as he had before fre- 
quently heard and read upon the same side of the 
subject; neither more conclusive or convincing 
to his mind than those which had preceded it. 
Whether it contained misstatements of a glaring 
nature he could not say until he should read it; 
if it did not, he knew of nothing which would 
entitle it to a discussion on this floor; let it go 
to the people; the subject could not be misun- 
derstood. 

He said, however, that if it should be necessary 
to discuss-it, time ought to be-given until Mon- 
day. It was long; could not be printed until to- 
morrow. It referred to many documents; a few 
new documents were furnished, The minority 
could not examine it, or compare the new docu- 
ments with those heretofore furnished, and be 
ready to discuss it, if, indeed, they should deem a 
discussion necessary before Monday ; he was for 
that day. But under the impression that the 
chairman of the committee would not call it up 
until a proper time had expired to examine it, 
nor press a premature decision, he-had no objec- 
tion that it should lie on the table. ; 

Mr. Tay.or, of New York, declared he thought 
an importance was given to the business which 
it did not merit; he was for laying it on the table 
until the important business of the House was 
through, and not suffer it to create discussions 
without object and without end. 

Mr. Biss was for laying it on the table; he 


deprecated a protracted session, which a discus- 
sion of this subject would produce. 

Mr. Cauaoun assured the House that nothing 
was farther from his intention, and that of the 
committee, than to introduce a discussion of the 
subject into the House. It was necessary and 
proper for the Secretary to go at length into the 
subject. It was equally necessary for the House 
to express their opinion upon the answer. This 
was the opinion at least of the Committee of 
Foreign Relations. As to any discussion, that 
would depend upon the manner in which the re- 
port was treated by the minority. 

Mr. Pitkin was against consuming the time 
of the House upon this subject. He made many. 
pertinent remarks tending to show that the course 
was novel and unprecedented. ; 

Mr. Gaowson said he regretted the observa- 
tions of the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Bres 3) 
he considered the subject all important, that it 
should be promptly decided. As to the minority, 
they were forward enough to discuss this very 
subject the other day; but now they seemed to 
shrink from it. : 

Mr. Grosvenor said he rose to repel the in- 
sinuation of the gentleman last up. If the gen- 
tleman had got it into his head that the minority 
wished to avoid, or feared a discussion of this, or 
any other subject, he never indulged a greater 
mistake; and he had no doubt the progress of 
this business would go far to undeceive the gen- 
tleman. All they demanded was, that as the pa- 
per was very long, was but ill understood, and 
‘eould not be printed until to-morrow, that time 
should be allowed to read, to understand, and to 
discuss it fully and effectually. = * 

Mr. Guotson asked if that gentleman (Mr. G.) 
was the organ of the minority. He had alluded 
to the gentleman from Connecticut and others in 
the minority. 

Mr. Grosvenor answered, he was his own 
organ. He had the honor to think, act, and speak, 
with the minority; and whenever a reflection 
was insinuated upon the honor of that minority, 
he should take the liberty publicly to repel it. 

Mr. .Prrxen declared that he had expressed ‘no 
wish, nor had he any, to avoid a discussion; he 
had been totally misunderstood ; he had ‘heard no 
such wish on the part of the minority. Upon 
that subject he should judge for himself, when he 
should have an opportunity to read the report. 
But he protested against hurrying on any yoteor 
discussion, before members had a full opportunity 
of examining the long report of the Secretary. 

Mr. Gasron said he was against the report’s 
lying on the table, and in favor cf fixing a cer- 
tain day. He was against the first course, be- 
cause any gentleman might call itupat-any time, 
whether gentlemen might be prepared to discuss 
it or not; he was in favor of au earlier day than 
Monday. He said, upon these minor points, a 
disposition to accommodate among members was 
| always commendable. Qn points of importance 
| tet.them remain inflexible; none would be more 
so than himself. But his impression was now 
that the subject ought to be discussed, and the 
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sophistry of the answer exposed. But, before he | Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McKim, McLean, 
could form an opinion, he wished to read and | Montgomery, Moore, Murfrec, Nelson, Newton, Orms- 


consider the report; if it demanded a discussion | by, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, John Reed, Rea 


then, he should not shrink from it under any cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. NeLson then rose, and spoke nearly as fol- 
lows: Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that the chairman 
of the committee has receded one inch. I regret 
that he has endeavored toaccommodateall. We 
all remember how the discussion was conducted 
the other day upon the resolutions. The gentle- 
men in the minority claimed the advantage and 
boasted of the victory. Sir, let us advance to 
this subject at once; I would not give the mi- 

_nority a longer day than the earliest mentioned, 

thatis to-morrow. If we are not able to vindicate 
our measures, and sustain ourselves on this floor, 
Jet us abandon our places to the minority—to 
men who can sustain themselves here. J would 
not yield an inch; I would not permit delay; I 
would bring the subject immediately on; Iam, 
therefore, for the earliest day. 
. Some remarks were made by other members 
tending to show that such precipitation prevented 
the possibility of discussion, as gentlemen well 
knew the report could not. be laid on the table 
under two or three days. 

The motion for Monday was negatived. 

Mr. CaLuoun assented to Thursday, and it was 
made the order for that day; and five thousand 
copies ordered to be printed. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee of the Whole 
to the bill to lay a duty on salt imported into the 
United States: when the question was stated to 
concur with the Committee of the whole House 
in their first amendment, to wit: to strike out the 
words “ passing of this act,” and to insert the “ first 
day of January next.” 

And a motion was made by Mr. Wriaat, that 
the said bill be postponed indefinitely ; and the 
question was then taken thereon, and determined 
in the negative—yeas 56, nays 88, as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bowers, Breckenridge, Brigham, Burwell, 
Butler, Caperton, Cilley, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, 

‘Ely, Forney, Gaston, Geddes, Gloninger, Goldsbo- 
rough, Grosvenor, Hale, Hanson, Hufty, Hungerford, 


of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessce, Rich, Ringgold, 
Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sovier, Seybert, 
Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Strong, Tannchill, 
Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Ward of New Jerscy, White- 
hill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wood, and Yanccy. 


The question was then taken to concur in the 
said first amendment, and passed in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 86, nays 57, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Beall, Ben- 

! son, Bigelow, Bowers, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brig- 
ham, Burwell, Caperton, Champion, Cheves, Cilley, 
Clopton, Cooper, Cox, Crawford, Culpeper, Daven- 
port, Ely, Evans, Farrow, Forney, Franklin, Gaston, 
Gloninger, Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Grosvenor, Hale, 

i Hanson, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, 

| Hubbard, Hufty, Hungerford, Hyneman, Jackson 
of Rhode island, Kennedy, Kent of New York, 
Kerr, Kershaw, King of Massachusetts, Lovett, Ma- 
con, McCoy, Montgomery, Moseley, Nelson, Oakley 
Parker, Pearson, Pickering, Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, 
Potter, John Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rich, Rich- 
ardson, Ridgely, Robertson, Ruggles, Sevier, Sheffey, 
Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Smith of 
Virginia, Stanford, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Taylor, 
Thompson, Vose, Ward of New Jersey, Wheaton, 
White, Wilcox, Winter, Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 
_ Naxs—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Barnett, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Caldwell, Chappell, 
Clark, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Davis of Pennsyl- 
vania, Desha, Duvall, Eppes, Findley, Fisk of Ver- 
mont, Gholson, Glasgow, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, 
Hall, Harris, Humphreys, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, 
| Jackson of Virginia, Kilbourn, King of North Caroli- 
| na, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, McKee, McKim, McLean, 
Moore, Murfree, Newton, Ormsby, Pleasants, Rhea of 
Tennessee, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Sage, Soybert, 
Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Tannehill, Telfair, 
Whitehill, and Wilson of Pennsylvania. 

The residue of the said amendments were then 
further amended: when a motion was made by 
Mr. Hatt, further toamend the said amendments, 
by striking out all of the same, except the clause 
which limits the continuance of the act until the 
end of the war and for one year thereafter. 

And the question thereon being taken, it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 55, nays 79, as 
follows: 


Yeas—Messrs.. Alexander, Bard, Barnett, Beall, 


Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, Kerr, | Bowen, Brown, Burwell, Caldwell, Chappell, Clopton, 
King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Miller, | Conard, Crawford, Desha, Earle Evans, Farrow, For- 
Mollitt; Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, ; ney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Goodwyn, Griffin, 
Richardson, Ruggles, Shefley, Sherwood, Shipherd, t Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hufty, Hyneman, Ing- 
Smith of New York, Smith of Virginia, Staniord, | ham, Irwin, Kennedy, Kerr, Kilbourn, Lyle, Macon, 
Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Thompson, Vosc, Wheaton, | McCoy, McKim, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, 
White, Wilcox, Winter, and Wright. Ormsby, Pickens, Piper, Rhea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
Naxs—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, | of T'enncessee, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Sharp, Smith 
Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Caldwell, Cal- | of Pennsylvania, Stanford, Tannehill, Telfair, and 
boun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, ; Wright. 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Davis of Pennsylvania, Nays—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Baylies 
Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Find- | of Massachusetts, Bibb, Bigelow, Bradbury, Brecken- 
ley, Fisk of Vermont, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, | ridge, Brigham, Caperton, Calhoun, Champion, Uheves, 
Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, | Cilley, Condict, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, 
Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hum- j Duvall, Ely, Eppes, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Gaston, 
‘phreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Kennedy, Ker- | Geddes, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Gourdin, Hale, Hop- 
shaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, | kins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hungerford, 
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Ingersoll, Jackson of Rhode Island, Jackson of Vir- 
ginia, Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, Ker- 
shaw, King of Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, 


the bill, so as to confine the tax on notes, &e., to 
those negotiated at banks, with a view to except 


' from stamp duties the ordinary. country transac- 


Lefferts, Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, McKee, Miller, | tions by notes, &c.; which motion Mr. C. sup- 


Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Pleas- 
ants, Potter, John Reed, Rich, Richardson, Ridgely, 
Robertson, Ruggles, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Sheffey, 
Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of Virginia, Sturges, Tag- 


gart, Taylor, Vose, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson | ba 


of Pennsylvania, Winter, Wood, and Yancey. 


- On motion of Mr. Macon, the bill was ordered | 


to lie on the table. 


Wepyespay, July 14. 

Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported the bill from the Senate, “ ma- 
king an appropriation for the further defence of 
the ports and harbors of the United States,” with- 
out amendment; and the bill was committed to a 
Committee of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. Troup, from the same committee, report- 
eda bill authorizing the sale of sundry lots, the 
property of the United States, in the borough of 
Pittsburg; which was read twice, and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole on Saturday 
next. 

Mr. Troup, from the same committee, also re- 
ported a bill to regulate the allowance of forage 
to officers in the Army of the United States ; 
which was read twice, and ordcred to be en- 
grossed, and read the third time to-day. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have concurred in the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill “ for the relief of 
Alexander Scott,? with amendments; in which 
they desire the concurrence of this House. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tec of the Whole on the bill laying duties on li- 
censes to retailers of wines, spirituous liquors, 
and forcign merchandise. 

After the adoption of several unimportant 
amendments, Mr. Brise moved so to amend the 
bill as to include in the.tax wholesale, as well as 
retail, dealers.—Agreed to. 

The Committee of the Whole then took up the 
bill laying a duty on bank notes, notes of hand, 
and foreign bills of exchange of certain descrip- 
tions. 

Mr. Biss explained tie grounds on which he 
supported this measure at the present time. 

Mr. TAYLOR, after some explanatory remarks, 
going to show the difficulty of collecting a rev- 
enue on stamped paper, and the great inconve- 
niences of such a tax on the people, made a mo- 
tion to strike out a part of the first section of the 
bill for laying a tax on promissory notes, &c., so 
as to impose a duty on bank notes alone. 

Considerable discussion arose on this motion, 
in which Messrs. TayLor, WRIGHT, and JACK- 
son, supported the amendment; and Messrs. Biss, 
Rozerts, Cray, and Seygert, opposed it. The 
question was taken, and decided in the negative— 
ayes 34. noes 64. 

The Speaker (Mr. Cray) then moved toamend 


ported by a luminous and comprehensive view 
of the expediency and policy of the course he 
proposed. 
After some remarks from Mr. Jackson, appro- 
bating the preposition of Mr. Cray, but suggest- 
ing a variation of the proposed mode of collect- 
ing the tax, and in opposition to the amendment 
from Mr. Wricnt, the question was taken. on 
Mr. Cray’s motion, and carried without a di- 
vision. : 

The bill having been gone through, and some 
further amendments made thereto, the Commit- 
tee rose, reported the bill to the House as amend- 
ed, and obtained leave to sit again on the remain- 
ing tax bills. 

The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee of the Whole; and, having gone 
through the first bill and agreed to the amend- 
| ments reported by the Committee, a motion was 
made to adjourn, and carried. 


Tuourspay July 15. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill * to establish 
| the town of Mobile a port of entry,” with amend- 
ments, in which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The amendments were read, and concurred in. 

Mr. Bras, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the agreement of that committee 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill “for . 
the assessment and collection of direct taxes and 
internal duties,” with an amendment; which, to- 
gether with the amendments of the Senate, were 
read, and concurred in by the House. 

Mr. Rozers, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill from the Senate “sup- 
plementary to the acts heretofore passed on the 
subject of a uniform rule of naturalization,” re- 
ported the same with amendments; which were 

' read, and referred to a Committee of the Whole 
on Saturday next. , 
The following order was moved by Mr. GoLns- 
BOROUGII : 
“u Ordered, That five thousand copies be printed 
of the resolution passed by this House on the 
first day of March last, requesting certain infor- 
mation from the President of the United States; 
relative to the French decree purporting to be a 
repeal of the Berlin and Milan decrees, and of 
the communication made to this House by the 
President, on the third of the same month, in 
[eon emae of that resolution, and also of the 
resolutions of the House of the 21st of June last, 
requesting further information on the same sub- 
ject.” 
; And on the question that the House do now 
| proceed to consider the said order, it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 52, nays 77. 

The amendment of the Senate to the amend- 
ment of this House to the bill “for the relief of 
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Alexander Scott” was read, and referred to the 
Committee of the whole House to-day. 

An engrossed bill to. regulate the allowance of 
forage to officers in the Army: of the United 
States, was read the third time, and passed. 

A message from the Senate informed. the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill “au- 
thorizing the payment for wagons and teams 
captured or destroyed by the enemy at Detroit,” 
in which they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 

The said bill was read, and. referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Ordered, That the bill laying duties on bank 
notes, and on notes of hand, and foreign bills of 
exchange, of certain descriptions, do lie on the 
table. ak 

The House. then resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill from the Senate 
“ making an appropriation for the further defence 
of the ports and harbors of the United States;” 
and, after some time spent therein, the bill was 
reported without ameudment, read the third 
time, and passed. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have disagreed to the amendment 
of this House to their amendment to the bill “ for 
the assessment and collection of direct taxes and 
internal duties.” 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill laying duties on licenses to retailers of wines, 
spirituous liquors, and foreign mere handise. 

A motion was made by Mr. Bins to reconsider 
the vote of yesterday, concurring in the amend- 
ment to insert the words “except in case of ped- 
lers,” in the twenty-fifth line of the first section. 
And the question being taken, it passed in the 
affirmative. 

The question was then again taken to concur 
in the said amendment, and was determined in 
the negative. 

A motion was made by Mr. Taytor to recon- 
sider the vote of yesterday, concurring in an 
amendment to come in at the end of the first sec- 
tion. And the question being taken it was de- 
termined in the negative. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Prrxin fur- 
ther to amend the said bill, by striking out from 
the first section the following words : 

“Phat every person who shall deal in the selling of 
any goods, wares, or merchandise, except such as are 
of the growth, produce, or manufacture, of the Uni- 
ted States, and except such as are sold in the original 
cask, cate, box, or package, wherein the same shall 
have been imported, shall be deemed to be, and here- 
by is declared to be, a retail dealer in merchandise 
within the meaning of this. act.” 

And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative—ycas 37, nays 90, as fol- 
lows: 

. ¥Ysas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, Cham- 
pion, Cilley, Davenport, Ely, Gaston, Grosvenor, 
Hufty, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, 


Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, But- 
ler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, 
Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Creighton, 
Crawford, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, 
Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Ver- 
mont, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, 
Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hail, Harris, Hawes, Hop- 
kins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, ungerford, 
Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Kennedy, Kent 
of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North 
Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, 
McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Murfree, Nel- 
son, Newton, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Rea of Penn- 
sylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, Rob- 
erts, Roane, Sevier, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, 
Stanford, Strong, Tannchill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, 
Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wright, and Yancey. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Kina, of 
Massachusetts, to amend the bill by adding the 
following proviso to the end of the first section : 

« And provided further, That nothing in this act 
contained shall prevent the owner, master, mate, and 
mariners, of any vessel of the United States, of not 
more than one hundred and fifty tons burden, from 
selling their respective proportions of the return cargo 
of such vessel, in the original cask, case, box, or 
package, wherein the same ehall have been imported, 
in the same manner as though this act had never been 
passed.” 

And the question being taken, it passed in the 
affirmative. 

The said bill was then further amended at the 
Clerk’s table, and ordered to be engrossed, and 
read the third time to-morrow. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported by the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill laying duties on bank notes, 
and on notes of hand, and foreign bills of ex- 
change, of certain descriptions; and the said 
amendments being again read at the Clerk’s table, 
were severally concurred in by the House. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Kine, of Mas- 
sachusetts, further to amend the bill, by adding 
the following proviso to the end of the first sec- 
tion, to wit: 

«“ Provided further, That where any bank, by the 
existing laws of any State, now pays a tax on the 
capital stock or dividend of such bank to such State, 
such tax shall be deducted from the amount of the 
tax imposed by this act.” 

And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative. 

Mr. Kine again moved further to amend the 
bill, by adding the following proviso to the end 
of the second section, to wit: 

“ Provided, Thal where any bank, by the existing 
laws of any State, now pays a tax to such State on 
the capital stock or dividend of such bank, such tax 
shall be deducted from the composition allowed by 
this act; provided it does not excced one per cent. on 
the amount of the annual dividend of such bank.” 
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And the question. being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Taytor, fur- 
ther to amend the bill by striking out from the 
first section the following words: 


“On any bond, obligation, or promissory note, or 
notes, not issued by any bank, companies, or bankers, 
as aforesaid, discounted by any such bank, companies, 
or banker, and on any foreign or inland bill or bills of 
exchange, above fifty dollars, and having one or more 
endorsers, according to tho following scale, to wit: 

If not exceeding one hundred dollars, five cents. 

If. above one hundred, and not exceeding two hun- 
dred dollars, ten cents. 

If above two hundred, and not exceeding five. hun- 
dred dollars, twenty-five cents. 

If above five hundred, and not exceeding one thou- 
sand dollars, fifty cents. 

If above one thousand, and not exceeding one thou- 
eand five hundred dollars, seventy-five cents. 

If above one thousand five hundred, and not ex- 
ceeding two thousand dollars, one dollar. 

If above two thousand, and not exceeding three 
thousand dollars, one dollar and fifty cents. 

If above three thousand, and not exceeding four 
thousand dollars, two dollars. 

If above four thousand, and not exceeding five thou- 
sand dollars, two dollars and fifty cents. 

If above five thousand, and not exceeding ten thou- 
sand dollars, five dollars. 

If above ten thousand, and not exceeding fifty thou- 
sand dollars, twenty-five dollars. s 

If above fifty thousand, and not exceeding one hun- 
dred thousand dollars, fifty dollars. 

If above one hundred thousand dollars, one hun- 
dred dollars,” 


And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 40, nays 90, as fol- 
lows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Avery, Benson, Breckenridge, But- 
ler, Brigham, Caperton, Cilley, Comstock, Davenport, 
Fisk of Vermont, Gaston, Hanson, Hasbrouck, Jack- 
son of Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of New York, 
Kent of Maryland, Lewis, Macon, McKim, Miller, 
Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Potter, John Reed, Rich, 
Ruggles, Sherwood, Smith of New York, Stanford, 
Strong, Stuart, Taylor, Vose, Ward of New Jersey, 
White, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, and Wright. 


Naxs—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
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question that the same be engrossed for a third 
reading, it passed in the affirmative, yeas 90, nays 
50, as follows: 


Yxras—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Archer, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, 
Brown, Burwell, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, 
Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, 
Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, 
Duvall, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Forney, For- 
syth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall,’ Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, 
Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hun- 
gerford, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Kennedy, 
Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, 
Lefferis, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKee, 
McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Piek- 
ens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of 
Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, Roane, Roberts, Robert- 
son, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, 
Smith of Virginia, Tannohill, ‘Taylor, Telfair, Troup, 
Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and Yancey. 

Nays—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Vaperton, 
Champion, Cilley, Culpeper, Davenport, Ely, Fisk of 
Vermont, Gaston, Geddes, Gloninger, Goldsborough, 
Grosvenor, Hanson, Hufty, Jackson of Rhode Island, 
Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, 
Lovett, McKim, Miller, Moseley, Oakley, Parker, Pear- 
son, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, John Reed, Ruggles, 
Shefley, Sherwood, Shipherd, Stanford, Stuart, Sturges, 
Thompson, Vose, Ward of New Jersey, White, Wil- 
cox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, and Wright. 

The bill was then ordered to be read the third 
time to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. Sruarr, the House was 
cleared of ali persons except the Members, Clerk, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, and Doorkeeper, and the doors 
were closed; and after remaining so for some 
time, they were opened, and the House adjourned. 


Fruvay, July 16. 

A message from the Senate informed ‘the 
House that the Senate have passed a “ bill for the 
remission of certain duties to the Pennsylvania 
Academy of the Fine Arts;” also, a bill “ çon- 
cerning suits and costs in the courts of the Uni- 
ted States ;” also, a bill “for the relief of Elisha 
J. Winter ;” and a “resolution respecting a day 


cher, Bard, Barnett, Baylies of Massachusetts, Beall, ; of public humiliation and prayer ;” in which 
Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, Caldwell, Calhoun, | pills and resolution they desire the concurrence 
Champion, Chappell, Cheves, Clopton, Conard, Craw- | of this House. The Senate have passed the bill 
ford, Creighton, Culpeper, Davis of Pennsylvania, | « to establish the office of Commissioner of the 
Dawson, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Ely, Eppes, Evans, Revenue,” with an amendment, in which they 


Farrow, Findley, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, 
Glasgow, Gloninger, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, 
Grundy, Hall, Hawes, Hufty, Hungerford, Hyneman, 
Ingersoll, Irwin, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of 
Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lov- 
ett, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McLean, Mont- 
gomery, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Pickens, 
Piper, Pitkin, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
of Tennessee, Richardson, Ridgely, Roane, Roberts, 
Robertson, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Shefley, Shipherd, 
Smith of Pennsylvania, Sturges, Telfair, Troup, 
Whitehill, Wilcox, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and 
Yancey. 

The said bill was further amended, and on the 


desire the concurrence of this House. 

An engrossed bill “to authorize the transpor- 
tation of certain documents free of postage” was 
read the third time and passed. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “to prohibit 
the use of licenses or passes, granted by the au- 
thority of the Government of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland,” in which they 

‘ desire the concurrence of this House. 

The bill was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. Netson, from the Committee on the Naval 
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the property having entered it voluntarily, for hire, 
into the public service, exonerates the Government 
from the claim of the different individuals to remu- 
neration ? 

“2d. Whether it would be expedient for the United 
States to remunerate those whose property was de- 
stroyed, contrary to the articles of capitulation signed 
at Detroit? 


“ With regard to the first question, your committee 
have only to observe, that they cannot distinguish the 
case of the present claimants from that of an individ- 
ual who should hire any species of property to another 
for service, in a hazardous enterprise, and which should 
be lost or destroyed, without the fault or negligence of 
the individual to whom the property was hired. Both 
parties are aware of the danger to which the property 
will be exposed, and your committee would presume 
that in such a case responsibility could neither legally. 
nor equitably exist. In the case before us, every in- 
dividual must be supposed to know the danger to 
which his property would be exposed. The nature of 
the enterprise precludes the possibility of a contrary 
supposition. Indeed, the anxiety which the owners 
of this property evinced to know what would be the 
ultimate determination of the Government in the event 
of the loss, sanctions the existence of much appre- 
hended danger on their part. Nor does it appear that 
the expression of an opinion favorable to the wishes 
of the claimants, by several of the agents of the Gov- 
ernment, should have any operation in the establish- 
ment of the justice of their claims; because these 
agents, evidently upon such a subject, could give no 
assurance which could, in justice, be binding on the 
Government. If these individuals had entcred their 
property into the public service by any compulsory 
process on the part of the officers of the United States, 
the committce would not hesitate to say that they ought 
to be remunerated to the extent of all consequential 
losses. But, as they voluntarily hired their property, 
it cannot be discovered that their case differs in any 
one particular from the numerous class of contracts 
which daily take place in society. 

“Tn regard to the second consideration, it does not 
appear that the claimants are more entitled to the fa- 
vorable interposition of Congress. This property, in- 
asmuch as it belonged to private citizens, was, by the 
articles of capitulation, to be respected. It would 
doubtless be the duty of the United States to claim of 
the Government of Great Britain remuneration to the 
full amount of property destroyed by its agents con- 
trary to the articles of capitulation solemnly entered 
into. Such stipulations should ever be inviolably ad- 
hered to by the contracting parties. And the nation, 
whose citizens are injured by such a violation, has a 
fair claim against the party violating them. On this 
view of the subject, it appears that the bill is prema- 
ture, inasmuch as, from the present relations existing 
between the two nations, indemnification could not 
have been obtained by the United States. Great Brit- 
ain has, in the present instance, violated an express 
obligation. By the wanton destruction and plunder 
of private property, in our villages on the seacoast, 
she has violated an implied obligation. The obliga- 
tion in the latter case is as strong as in the former; for 
she is certainly implicdly bound to adhere to the mode 
of warfare practised by all civilized nations, as much 
as she could possibly be to preserve inviolate-the pro- 
visions of any express stipulation. . If this position he 
correct, and the present bill should pass, every indi- 


Establishment, reported a bill supplementary to 
the act, entitled “An act to encourage the de- 
struction of the armed vessels of war of the ene- 
my,” passed the third of March, 1813 ; which was 
read twice, and committed toa Committee of the 
Whole. to-morrow. 

‘Leave was given to introduce a bill to author- 
ize the transportation of certain documents free 
of postage; which was read twice, and ordered 
to be engrossed, and read the third time to-day. 

The House proceeded to consider the message 
from the Senate, disagreeing to the amendment 
of this House to the amendment of the Senate 
to the bil! “for the assessment and collection of 
direct taxes and internal duties ;” whereupon, the 
House receded from their said amendment. 

Ordered, That Mr. Taytor, Mr. RICHARDSON, 
and Mr. Yancey, be appointed of the Committee 
of Forcign Relations, in the place of Mr. JACKSON, 
of Virginia, Mr. Fisx, of New York, and Mr. 
Wesster, who are absent on leave. 


PROPERTY LOST AT DETROIT. 


Mr. Arcuer, from the Committee of Claims: 
reported the bill from the Senate “authorizing 
the payment for wagons and teams, captured or 
destroyed by the enemy at Detroit,’ with amend- 
ments; which were read, and, with the bill, com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 
‘The report is as follows : 

“That it appears from the documents submitted to 
them, that the property taken at Detroit by the enemy 
consisted principally of wagons and teams hired by 
the deputy quartermaster to the army, under the com- 
mand of General Hull, for the purpose of transporting 
the army and the necessary baggage of that army to 
the place of its destination. By the estimation of the 
quartermaster, the private property taken and detained 
amounted in value to the sum of twenty-three thous- 
and dollars and nine cents. It is, however, evident 
that this estimation is merely conjectural, because up- 
wards of thirty wagons and teams which had been 
hired, and which were captured or destroyed, were 
never appraised: the owners of this property volun- 
tarily entered into the public service, for an equivalent 
in money. Orders for the impressment of wagons and 
teams had been made out, but were never issued or 
executed in consequence of the owners of this pro- 
perty voluntarily entering it for hire into the public 
service. It is stated by the quartermaster, that inti- 
mations were given by him, as well as by other agents 
of the Government, to the proprietors of this property, 
that in the event of its being captured by the enemy, 
or destroyed in the service, they would be reimbursed ; 
but no positive engagements to that effect were entered 
into. 

“ Tt further appears to your committee, that Coloncl 
James Findley, of the Ohio volunteers, and James 
Taylor, acting quartermaster general to the North- 
western army, did protest against the detention of all 
the property, for the loss of which this bill offers a re- 
muneration, inasmuch as it was private property, and 
under the articles of capitulation, signed at Detroit, on 
the 16th of August, 1812, was to be respected. 

“The aforegoing statement of facts, as they are 
found to exist in this case, presents two questions for 
the consideration of the House. 

“lat. How far the circumstance of the owners of 
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vidual in the nation who had sustained injury by the 
wanton plunder and destruction of private property 
by the enemy, would have an equally fair claim to an 
ample remuneration for all losses which they have 
sustained. Such an indemnification, granted to the 
full extent, would exhaust the resources of the nation, 
in a war protracted to any considerable length of time, 
against a nation who possesses so many powerful 
means of annoyance. The magnitude of the sum thus 
to be granted would, in itself, in a political point of 
view, manifest the impolicy of the grant. Indeed, it 
does not appear to your committee but that upon the 
same principle the United States would be bound to 
indemnify oll her numerous citizens whose property 
had been captured under the unlawful edicts of the 
European Governments; because all Governments are 
under a moral obligation to respect the law of nations. 
Yet, it is presumed, that no one will attempt to show 
the responsibility of the United States in such cases, 
until, on the part of their citizens, they had obtained 
indemnification from the Governments thus violating 
their rights. 

“The committee, therefore, according to the best 
views which they are enabled to take of the subject, 
cannot forbear expressing the opinion, that the bill 
above alluded to ought not to pass.” 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill to lay a duty on imported salt. ‘The question 
recurred on concurring in the second amendment 
reported by the Committee of the Whole House. 

A motion was made by\Mr. Macon, to amend 
the said amendment, by inserting the following 
section, to come in as the third section of the bill: 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That no bounty, 
drawback, or allowance, shall be made, under the au- 
thority of this act, unless it shall be proved, to the 
satisfaction of the Collector, that the pickled fish or 
salted provisions for which the bounty, drawback, or 
allowance, shall be claimed, was wholly cured with 
foreign salt, and on which a duty shall have been sc- 
cured or paid. 

Mr. Jonn Reev.—Mr. Speaker, it was not my 
intention to have troubled this House with any 
observations at this time. But, sir, E consider it 
my duty to offer some plain and obvious reasons 
in favor of the proposed amendment; and also to 
read some extracts from an able and elaborate 
report of a former Secretary of State on the 
subject. 

The amendment now under consideration, to 
the bill laying a duty of twenty cents per bushel 
on imported salt, makes an allowance to vessels 
engaged in the cod fisheries under certain limit- 
ations and restrictions as therein provided, and 
also allows a drawback on the exportation of 
pickled fish and salted provisions. The allow- 
ance and drawback abovementioned are intended 
as an equivalent to the duty paid on the salt used 
in the curing and preserving fish and meat. 

I would state to this House that, in the curing 
and preserving codfish, great quantities of salt, 
especially in comparison with the value of fish 
cured and preserved, are absolutely requisite. I 
believe the remark equally true as it respects 
pickled fish. 

13th Con. Ist Sess.—15 


Ifa duty of twenty cents per bushel be laid on 
all foreign salt, as contemplated by the bill on 
your table, and the proposed amendment should 
not prevail, this tax would be oppressive on fish- 
ermen beyond all precedent or endurance. 

Shall I be permitted to state some cases for 
the consideration of this House? Suppose a 
fishing vessel of seventy tons burden use 1,500 
bushels of salt in the fishing season; a duty of 
twenty cents per bushel would amount to three 
hundred dollars. If all the profits to all the fish- 
ermen and owners of such vessel as I have de- 
scribed during the fishing seasons and markets 
would amount to nine hundred dollars, then, by 
the proposed tax of three hundred, you take from 
their pockets 334 per vent., or one-third part of all 
the income and profits of fishermen. . 

The gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
Pickens) has several times addressed this House 
on the proposed amendment. That gentleman 
observed yesterday that the salt tax would bear 
very hard on his constituents. He stated that in 
the district he had the honor to represent salt sold 
for about two dollars per bushel, that the addition 
of twenty cents would be a severe burden; at the 
same time, that gentleman seems much opposed 
to any amendment which has for its object the 
relief of any portion of the community from the 
proposed duty. Other gentlemen have advanced 
the same sentiments. If a farmer use fifteen or 
thirty bushels of salt he must pay a tax to this 
Government of three dollars or six dollars. Ifa 
fisherman, possessed of the same value of property, 
and having the same income, should use 1,300 or 
3,000 bushels of salt, of course he would pay a ' 
tax to this Government of three hundred or six 
hundred dollars, The hypothetical statements I 
have made, I believe substantially true. I will 
not fora moment believe any gentleman in this 
House, while he complains of burdens about to 
be laid on his own constituents, almost too heavy 
to be borne, will consent to lay burdens one hun- 
dred fold heavier on any portion of the inhabit- 
ants of any section of the United States. 

Again, by the Constitution we have no power 
to tax the exports of our own country; and by a 
provision in the bill on your table, conformable 
to the uniform policy of the country, when salt 
imported is again exported, a drawback is allowed. 
If no duty can be laid on our own exports, and a 
drawback of duties paid be allowed on the ex- 
portation of foreign merchandise, I am unable to 
perceive any good reason, founded either in just- 
ice or the fitness of things, why those who pay 
the duties on salt necessarily used in preserving 
fish and meats should not be entitled to the like ad- 
vantages on the exportation of the same, as they 
would have been, if the salt had not been use- 
fully employed. It can certainly be no objection 
in the mind of any man that the salt is incorpo- 
rated with the fish—a production of this country 
of so little profit to the fisherman and so highly 
advantageous to the United States. The quan- 
tity ef salt necessarily used can be easily ascer- 
tained. I do not believe the allowance proposed 
adequate to the duty on salt which must neces- 
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sarily be used. It certainly ought to be our ob- 
ject to tax every portion of the inhabitants of the 
United States as equally as possible. It is my 
solemn and deliberate opinion that those engaged 
in the fisheries now pay this Government more, 
in proportion to the value of their property, than 
any other class of citizens in the United States. 
They pay various taxes not known to those not 
engaged in navigation. Tonnage duty alone, and 
the trouble and vexation of paying it, isa much 
heavier tax than the land and house tax, so much 
feared and dreaded. I can by no means agree 
with the honorable gentleman from Virginia, 
who stated a few days since that ship owners 
did not at all regard the tonnage duty, as they 
charged it to the consumers. To fishermen, at 
least, it is a tax. It takes the money directly 
from them, and places it in your treasury. They 
can recover nothing of the tax paid from the con- 
sumers, as European nations are the consumers, 
and we are wholly unable to regulate or control 
their markets. The above remark is equally 
true and applicable to the duty paid on salt. 

The amendment proposed is most important as 
it affects the interests of the nation. You can 
obtain little from fishermen. The business is 
too poor; it will not afford it. They are now 
distressed more than any other class of citizens. 
‘J assure you they cannot pay into your Treasury 
one third of all the profits of their voyages. If, 
therefore, you prosecute the notions of some, you 
may destroy the fisheries, but will gain very lit- 
tle revenue. 

Shall I call the attention of this House to 
England and France as examples forus? Much 
as those nations need revenue, they have not re- 
sorted to taxation of their fisheries. They have 
uniformly encouraged their fisheries. They have 
laid duties on the importation of foreign fish, or 
prohibited them altogether, and given bounties 
to their own fishermen. Shall we tax our fish- 
eries, and to so great an amount? I trust not. 


The fisheries have been justly considered the 
nurseries of seamen; the best seamen in the 
world. Without fisheries we can have but few 
good seamen, unless we continue to employ for- 
eigners, which will always involve us in war. 
Without seamen we can have no commerce. I 
certainly shall not attempt to prove to this House 
the intimate and necessary connexion between 
commerce and agriculture and manufactures, and 
every other species of interest in the country. 


“The loss of seamen unnoticed would be followed 
by other losses in a long train. If wo have no sea- 
men our ships will be useless, consequently our ship 
timber, iron, and hemp, our ship-building, will be all 
at an end; ship-carpenters go over to other nations; 
our young men have no call to the sea; our produce, 
carried in foreign bottoms, be saddled with war freight 
and insurance, in time of war.” 


“France, sensible of the necessity of balancing the 
power of England on the water, and, therefore, of im- 
proving every resource for raising seamen, and seeing 
that her fishermen could not maintain their competi- 
tion without some public patronage, adopted the ex- 


periment of bounties on her own fish, and duties on 
that of foreign nations brought into her markets. 


“The plan of the English Government since the 


peace, has been to prohibit all foreign fish in their 
markets, and they have given from cightcen to fifty 
pounds sterling, on every fishing vesscl complying 
with certain conditions. 
been so far successful as to have raised the number of 
seamen employed in that business, since 1786, to four- 
teen thousand, and the quantity of fish taken ‘to 
seven hundred and thirty-two thousand quintals. 


This policy is said to have 


« A view of the cod fishery enables us to mark the 


fact that it is too poor a business to be left to itself, 
even with the nation most advantageously situated, 


«“ The cod and whale fisheries carried on by different 


persons, from different ports, in different vessels, in 


different seas, and seeking different markets, agree in 
one circumstance, in being as unprofitable to the ad- 
venturer as important to the public.” 

« On the whole, the historical view we have taken 
of the fisheries, proves they are so poor in themselves 
as to come to nothing with distant nations who do 
not support them with their treasury. We have seen 
that the advantages of our position place our fisheries 
on a ground somewhat higher, such as to relieve our 
treasury from the necessity of giving them support, 
but not to permit it to draw a support from them, nor 
to dispense the Government from the obligation for 
effectuating free markets for them.” 

In every view in which I have been able to ex- 
amine the subject, it does appear to me that the 
proposed amendment ought to be adopted. I do 
believe it comports with the true policy of the 
United States as well as the interest of those 
whom it is intended more immediately to affect. 

If we luok back to the commencement of the 
law laying a duty on salt in the year 1790, we 
shall find a drawback of ten cents per quintal 
was also allowed on the exportation of dried fish. 
A drawback was also allowed on the barrel on 
the exportation of provisions and pickled fish, 

The law allowing a drawback on the exporta- 
tion of dried fish, was repealed in the year 1792, 
but an allowance was made to vessels engaged in 
the cod fishery similar to the allowance proposed 
by the amendment on your table. This allow- 
ance was understood and expressed to be in lieu 
of a drawback of the duty paid on salt, and asa 
commutation and equivalent therefor. 

In the year 1792 the duty on salt was increased. 
The allowances and drawbacks were proportion- 
ably increased. And in the year 1797, when the 
duty was again increased to twenty cents, as now 
proposed, the allowance and drawback were again 
proportionably increased, and so continued until 
the year 1807, when the salt tax was repealed. 

I consider it improper to call the allowance 
proposed by the amendment a bounty, as some 
gentlemen are disposed to call it. It is no bounty. 
It will not amount to the duty paid by the fisher- 
men on salt. 

Nor will the proposed allowance benefit the 
merchant as has been suggested by some gentle- 
men in this House. In a fishing voyage all are 
partners, from the owner of the vessel and master 
to the cook. Hach person on board must pay a 
proportion of the duty on the salt used, and will 
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receive of any allowance which may be made in 
proportion to the fish he may take. This may 
be known from the fishing law passed this ses- 
sion. I confidently trust we shall not, while at 
war professedly for sailor’s rights; while we are 
contending with the enemy with our right hand, 
destroy those sailors with our left hand. 

The question being taken on Mr. Macon’s 
amendment, it passed in the affirmative. 

A motion was made by Mr. Fisk of Vermont, 
further to amend the bill, by striking out the fol- 
lowing words, from the eighth to the eleventh 
lines, inclusively: “and on all provisions salted 
within the United States, (dried fish excepted.) 
and exported therefrom, subsequent to the said 
day, there shall be allowed and paid a bounty of 
‘twenty cents per barrel.” 

And the question thereon being taken, it passed 
in the affirmative. 

A motion was made by Mr. Macon, that the 
further consideration of the bill be postponed un- 
til the first Monday in November next; the ques- 
tion being taken, it was determined in the nega- 
tive—yeas 51, nays 83, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs, Baylies, of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bowers, Bradbury, Brigham, Burwell, But- 
ler, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Culpeper, Daven- 
port, Ely, Forney, Franklin, Gaston, Geddes, Glonin- 
ger, Goldsborough, Hufty, Hungerford, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, 
Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, 
Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, Richardson, Ridgely, Rug- 
gles, Smith of New York, Smith of Virginia, Stanford, 
Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, 
White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusctts, Winter, and 
Wright. 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, 
Brown, Caldwell, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, 
Comstock, Conard, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, 
Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, 
Fisk of Vermont, Gholson, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, 
Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkius of 
Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, 
Ingham, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of 
Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, 
Lowndes, Lyle, McKee, McKim, McLean, Montgom- 
ery, Moore, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pick- 
ens, Piper, Pleasants, John Reed, Roa of Pennsylva- 
nia, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Ro- 
berts, Robertson, Sovier, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of 
Pennsylvania, . Strong, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, 
Troup, Ward of New Jersey, Wilson of Pennsylv- 
ania, Wood, and Yancey. 

On motion of Mr. Bras, the said amendment 
was further amended; when the question was 
again stated, to concur in the said amendment as 
amended, and passed in the affirmative. 

A motion was made by Mr. Macon further to 
amend the bill, by striking out the words, “of 
twenty cents per bushel,” and, in lieu thereof, to 
insert, “thirty-three and one-third per cent. ad 
valorem.” 

And the question thereon being taken, it was 
determined in the negative. 

A motion was made by Mr. Pickens further to 
amend the said bill, by striking out the words, 


and Means. 
“with respect to drawbacks,” in the ninth line of 
the first section, and to insert, after the word 
“States,” in the eleventh line of the same sec- 
tion, the words, “Provided, That drawback shall 
in no case be allowed.” ms 

And the question being taken, it passed in the 
affirmative. 

A motion was made by Mr. Yancey to amend 
the bill, by striking out the words “twenty cents,” 
in the third line of the first section, the duty pro- 
posed to be laid on a bushel of salt, and, in lieu 
thereof, to insert “ten cents.” i 

The motion being modified, by the mover, to 
read twelve and a half cents, the question was 
taken to agree to the said amendment, and deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 69, nays 70, as 
follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Breckenridge, Brigham, Burwell, Butler, Ca- 
perton, Champion, Cilley, Culpeper, Davenport, Bly, 
Evans, Farrow, Franklin, Gaston, Glouinger, Golds- 
borough, Goodwyn, Hall, Hanson, Hasbrouck, Hawes, 
Hufty, Hungerford, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kenne- 
dy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Lewis, Lovett, 
Macon, McCoy, Miller, Moore, Moseley, Nelson, Oak- 
ley, Pearson, Pickering, Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, Potter, 
Rea, of Pennsylvania, Rich, Richardson, Ruggles, 
Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Smith of 
Virginia, Stanford, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Thomp- 
son, Vose, Ward of New Jersey, Wheaton, White, 
Wilcox, Wilson of Maine, Winter, Wright, and 
Young. 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 


cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, 


Brown, Caldwell, Chappoll, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, 
Comstock, Condict,. Conard, Crawford, Creighton, 
Davis of Pennsylvania, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, 
Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Gholson, Gourdin, 
Griffin, Grundy, Harris, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hub- 
bard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Kil- 
bourn, King of Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, 
Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, McKee, McKim, McLean, 
Montgomery, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pleasants, 
Rhea of Tennessee, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robert- 
son, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, 
Tannehill, 'T'aylor, Telfair, Troup, Whitehill, Wilson 
of Pennsylvania, and Wood. ' 

A motion was then made by Mr. WriaarT to 
strike out the aforesaid words “twenty cents,” 
and insert “fourteen cents.” 

And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 55, nays 74,.as fol- 
lows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Benson, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Butler, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Culpeper, Dav- 
enport, Evans, Farrow, Forney, Franklin, Gaston, 
Gloninger, Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Grosvenor, Has- 
brouck, Hawes, Hungerford, Kennedy, Kent of New 
York, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, McCoy, Miller, Moore, 
Moseley, Nelson, Oakley, Pearson, Pickens, Piper, Pit- 
kin, Potter, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rich, Richardson, 
Ruggles, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, 
Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Stuart, Vose, Ward of 
New Jersey, White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachu- 
setts, Winter, Wright, and Yancey. 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, 
Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappel, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, 
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On motion of Mr. Roberts, 

Resolved, That the Naval Committee be fur- 
ther instructed to inquire ifany, and, if any, what, 
alterations it would be expedient to make relative 
to fees charged in the Courts of Admiralty in the 
trial of libels on prize goods; and that they have 
power to report by bill or otherwise. 

The bill from the Senate, “for the remission 
of certain duties to the Pennsylvania Academy 
of the Fine Arts,” was read twice and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole. 

A bill from the Senate, “concerning suits and 
costs in courts of the United States,” was read 
twice and referred to Mr. Pirxin, Mr. Cueves, 
Mr. Oaxcey, Mr. INGERSOLL, aud Mr. Pickens. 

The bill from the Senate, “for the relief of 
Elisha J. Winter,” was read twice and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

The resolution from the Senate, “ respecting a 
day of public humiliation and prayer,” was read 
twice and ordered to be read the third time to-day. 

The amendment proposed by the Senate to the 
bill “to establish the office of Commissioner of 
the Revenue,” was read, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole to-day. 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed the bill “ lay- 
ing duties on sales at auction of merchandise, and 
of ships and vessels ;? also, the bill “laying duties 
on licenses to distillers of spirituous liquors ;” also, 
the bill “laying duties on sugars refined withia 
the United States ;” also, the bill “laying duties 
on carriages for the conveyance of persons,” with 
amendments to cach; in which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 


ENCOURAGEMENT TO PRIVATEERS. 


Mr. Nelson submitted the following resolu- 
tions for consideration: 

1. Resolved, ‘Chat the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of afford- 
ing encouragement to the private armed vessels of the 
United States to cruise against the ships and vessels 
of the enemy, by diminishing the duties on prizes and 
prize goods captured by them; and that they have 
leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 

2. Resolved, That the Naval Committee be instruct- 
ted to inquire into the expediency of encouraging the 
private armed ships of the United States to capture 
the officers, seainen, and marines, of the enemy, by 
holding out the offer of a bounty for all such captives. 

A motion was made by Mr. Bse to amend the 
first resolution, by striking out the words “ by 
diminishing the duties on prizes and prize goods, 
captured by them, or by permitting them to bring 
into port, free from duty, all prizes and prize 
goods.” And the question being taken, it was 
determined in the negative. 

A motion was made by Mr. IncHam to 
amend the first resolution, by striking out the 
words “ or by permitting them to bring into port, 
free from duty, all prizes and prize goods.” And 
the question thereon being taken, it passed in 
the affirmative. , 

A division of the question to agree to the said 
resolutions was called for: Upon which, the 


Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, 
Davis of Pennsylvania, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, 
Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Gholson, Gourdin, Griffin, 
Grundy, Hall, Hanson, Tlarris, Hopkins of Kentucky, 
Hubbard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, 
Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, King of North Caro- 
lina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lylc, McKee, McKim, McLean, 
- Montgomery, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickering, 
Pleasants, Rhea of Tennessee, Ringgold, Roane, Rob- 
erts, Robertson, Sevier, Scybert, Sharp, Smith of Penn- 
sylvania, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Thompson, Troup, 
Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and Wood. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read 
“A bill laying a duty on imported salt, granting 
a bounty on pickled fish, and allowances to cer- 
tain vessels employed in the fisheries ;” and then 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read the 
third time to-morrow. 

An engrossed bill laying duties on licenses to 
retailers of wines, spirituous liquors, and foreign 
merchandise, was read the third time. 

And, on the question, Shall this bill pass? it 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 46, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, 
Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clark, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Penn- 
sylvania, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Find- 
ley, Forney, Franklin, Gholson, Goodwyn, Gourdin, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, 
Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hun- 
gerford, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Kennedy, Kent 
of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North 
Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, 
McKee, McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Nel- 
son, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleas- 
ants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, 
Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sharp, Smith 
of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Taylor, Telfair, 
‘Ward of New Jersey, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and 
Yancey. j 

Naxs—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, 
Champion, Cheves, Cilley, Culpeper, Davenport, Ely, 
Gaston, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hanson, 
Hufty, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, 
King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Miller, Oakley, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, Reed, Ruggles, 
Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stanford, 
Sturges, Taggart, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, White, 
Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, and Winter. 

An engrossed bill laying duties on notes of 
banks, bankers, and certain companies, on notes, 
bonds, and obligations, discounted by banks, bank- 
ers, and certain companies, and on bills of ex- 
change of certain descriptions, was read the third 
time: When, on motion of Mr. Bier, it was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

The House then went into secret session, and 
so remained until adjourned. 


Sarturpay, July 17. 
On motion of Mr. Nexson, the petition of the 
officers and crew of the United States’ late brig 
Vixen were referred to the Committee of Claims. 
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question was taken on the first resolution, as 
amended and passed in the affirmative—yeas 86, 
nays 51l,as follows: > 

Yzuas—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Avery, Bard, 
Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, Butler, 
Caldwell, Chappell, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, 
Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Daw- 
son, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, 
Findley, Forney, Gholson, Glasgow, Gloninger, Good- 
wyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Has- 
prouck, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, 
Humphreys, Hungerford, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ing- 
ham, Irwin, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King 
of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, Mc- 
Kim, McLean, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, 
Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
of Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, Roane, Roberts, Ro- 
bertson, Sevier, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith 
of Virginia, Stanford, Strong, T'annehill, T'aylor, Tel- 
fair, Ward of New Jersey, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
Wright, and Yancey. 

Nays—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bowers, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Caperton, Cheves, Cilley, Clark, Culpeper, Davenport, 
Ely, Forsyth, Gaston, Geddes, Goldsborough, Gros- 
venor, Hanson, Hufty, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent 
of New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, 
Lowndes, McKee, Miller, Montgomery, Moseley, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, John Reed, Ridgely, 
Ruggles, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New 
York, Sturges, ‘aggart, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, 
White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, and Winter. 

The second resolution was then agreed to by 
the House. 

` THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


An engrossed bill laying a duty on imported 
salt, granting a bounty on pickled fish, and allow- 
ances to certain vessels employed in the fisheries, 
was read the third time; and the question was 
stated, Shall this bill pass? When a motion was 
made by Mr. Munrree that the bill be postponed 
until the first Monday in December next. And 
the question being taken, it was determined in 
the negative—yeas 62, nays 87, as follows: 

Yuss—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bowers, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Burwell, Butler, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cul- 
peper, Davenport, Ely, Forsyth, Franklin, Gaston, 
Gloninger, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hanson, Hun- 
gerford, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, 
Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Mil- 
ler, Moore, Moseley, Murfree, Oakley, Pearson, Pick- 
ering, Pickens, Pitkin, Potter, Richardson, Ridgely, 
Ruggles, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New 
York, Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Strong, Stuart, 
Sturges, Taggart, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, White, 
Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, Wright, 
and Yancey. 

Naxs—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Caldwell, 
Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Penn- 
sylvania, Dawson, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, 
Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Gholson, 
Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, 
Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawcs, Hopkins of Kentucky, 
Hubbard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, 
Irwin, Kennedy, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of Massa- 
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chusetts, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, 
Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McKim, McLean, Montgomery, 
Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Piper, Pleasants, 
John Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, 
Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Se- 
vier, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Banne- 
hill, Taylor, Telfair, Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, 
and Wilson of Pennsylvania. i 


The question was then put that the said bill do 
pass. 


Mr. Hanson rose.—He said, as from appear- 
ances, the bill was about to pass sub silentio, he 
would offer no apology for claiming the attention 
of the House for a few minutes upon a question 
so important. But, in submitting a few plain 
and obvious suggestions, he by no means intended 
to go into a general investigation and discussion 
of the merits of the system of revenue devised 
by the Committee of Finance; he would not fol- 
low the puerile example of aiming at a display 
of deep research, nor consume hours in exhibit- 
ing the demerits of the still more important sys- 
tem it was the province of the committee to pro- 
vide for. Reserving himself for an approachiag 
and more proper occasion, he should avoid the 
introduction of topics involving a discussion of 
our foreign relations. 


Mr. H. said his present purpose was, briefly, to 
expose, and, if to be effected by any efforts from 
a quarter so obnoxious to defeat, what he deemed 
an undignified attempt on the part of this Gov- 
ernment to practise a gross deception upon the 
public creditors, and to decoy the moneyed inter- 
ests of the country. He said, until the wonder- 
ful year 1813, when it would seem, in this hem- 
isphere, at least, advances had been made with 
such inconceivable celerity towards a state of in- 
finite human perfectibilily—he would venture 
to say, that a like anomaly in finance, a similar 
departure from the principles of political econ- 
omy was never before heard of, as a system of 
revenue, to go into operation in futuro, and lim- 
ited to a short period after the war, under the ex- 
isting peculiar circumstances of the country. 
What were those circumstances? War had been 
engaged in with a powerful enemy, possessing 
all the means, and, if the speculations of its au- 
thors were correct, driven on by considerations 
of interest and national policy to inflict upon this 
country every injury which those means placed 
within her power. The preparations made, and” 
means devised to conduct the war to an honora- 
ble and successful issue, had been hitherto wholly 
inadequate. Cut off from the accustomed source 
of pecuniary supply by the selection of the ene- 
my made by the Administration; our commercial 
revenue being dried up by the war with Great 
Britain, thé only remaining reliances for the ways 
and means were loans and internal taxation. The 
former reliance depended upon the latter; money 
could not be borrowed without creating, in good 
faith, a solid, sufficient public fund, equal to the 
payment of the interest, and looking to the grad- 
ual extinetion of the amount to be borrowed; 
the expenses to be incurred, and the public debt 
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to be created. The inquiry then was, whether| What is the course of reasoning, which, even 
the system submitted by the Committee of Fi- | men of ordinary minds—of the most obtuse, dull 
nance was calculated to maintain the public faith j apprehension—(and we all know, said Mr. H., 
and credit. It was worthy of serjous considera- į that speculators in the funds are not of that class 
tion, that the very revenue arising from our eom- | of men who are deficient in acuteness) would 
merce? which was now reduced to a mere name, naturally and at once adopt? They would see 
had been already thrice pledged, and that these | through the tenuous veil which covered the de- 
very pledges had been rendered valueless by mak- | ception as quickly as the rays of the rising sun 
ing the Treasury bills (for the redemption of | pierce and dispel the morning mist. They would 
which the same fund was again pledged) receiv-| come at once to the conclusion, that the Govern- 
able for the customs. The cight million com- | ment security, which they considered as solemnly 
mercial fund, staked for the extinguishment of | pledged when they contracted for the loan, was 
the old public debt, had also been pledged for the | now as solemnly withheld. Having invested a 
reimbursement of the eleven million loan, the | considerable amount of money in the stocks, and 
sixteen million loan, and, lastly, for the redemp- | being deeply interested in keeping up the price, 
tion of the Treasury bills. These Treasury bills | they might manœuvre to answer that object; but, 
had no intrinsic value ; the currency they gained | as certainly as the effect followed the cause, they 
was owing to an artificial value imparted to them | would go secretly into the market and sell out. 
by the fund pledged for their redemption, which | This operation could not be concealed—although 
fund no longer existed, being destroyed together | a few sbrewd, active men, might escape from the 
with our commerce. Of course the fund created | wreck—and, being discovered, a rapid deprecia- 
and pledged for the old debt, the loan of eleven | tion would follow, and the funds would ultimately 
millions, the loan of sixteen millions, and for the! be reduced to the grade of the old Continental 
redemption of the Treasury bills, consisted only | currency. To Mr. H.’s mind it was clear that 
of those bills. Thus was the public faith vio- | the passage of the bills,in their present form, would 
lated, and so might the credit of the Government | be destructive of the public credit. The public 
be reduced, if not as low as it was during the | creditors would quickly discover their disappoint- 
war of the Revolution, at least to a point of the | ment and alarm. 
most alarming depression. In all other matters, by a sort of political antbi- 
It was to be recollected, also, that the two loans | dexirousness, said Mr. H., you may hoodwink, 
already negotiated were in anticipation of this | deceive, and control the people; you may guide 
system of taxes, which was expected to give to; the popular sentiment and feeling; but in aflairs 
Government the credit necessary to enable and | of money they will think and act for themselves, 
entitle it to go into the market upon advantageous; Here, said he, party prejudice and passion fail 
terms. Future and necessary loans were to be| you; for we have had abundant proof, since this 
negotiated upon the faith of the system under | disastrous war commenced, that there is, with a 
discussion. This system, instead of giving the | certain description of thorough-going patriots, no 
Government credit, was calculated to destroy its | perceptible connexion between their patriotism 
credit. Postponing the period for the system to | and their pockets. Indeed, in those sections of our 
go into operation toa distant day, Mr. H. con- | country most clamorous for war, there was very lit- 
sidered equivalent to a rejection of the system. | tle, if any anything, worth naming, contributed to 
It would not fail to be regarded, that the period j carry it on. The very States that were responsi- 
fixed for the tax laws to go into operation, was | ble for the measure ; that were open-mouthed for 
so remote as to admit of their repeal at the Win- | the declaration of war; who pledged “ their lives 
ter session, at which time they could just as well | and fortunes and their sacred honor” in its support, 
be enacted. Nor would the public creditors close | over and over again, until it became as a tale thrice 
their eyes to the importaut fact of their limita- | told ;—these same life-and-fortune States deserted 
tion to a period when the system would be most | the Government in the hour of its utmost need. 
‘wanted, and when the public debt, produced by | Empty professions and vain boastings constituted 
the war, would have accumulated to its highest | the sum and stock of their amor patria, because 
amount. Then it was that the fund securing the | you no longer relied upon appeals to their angry 
public creditors, and supporting the credit of the | passions and political prejudices, but resorted to 
Government, was to be taken away when most | diafts upon their pockets, This was all very nat- 
required. These public creditors, and the mon- | ural, and in precise conformity with the history 
eyed men of the country generally, unless as | and nature of all Governments where the people 
blind as moles, as stubborn and stupid as mules, | are the supreme power. It partook of the selfish- 
would consider the faith of Administration vio- | ness and sordid qualities which belong to the com- 
lated, and the public credit gone. An individual | position of man. How then, Mr. H. asked, would 
might as well attempt to borrow a sum of money | this sordid, selfish animal, man, in the character of 
for twenty years by offering security for two | a public creditor, a loan contractor, or a speculator 
yon and leaving the lender to take his chance | in the funds, reason upon this subject? Deter- 
or the residue of the time, as for Government to | mined to take care of himself, and to wateh and 
expect to raise money to carry on this war upon | guard hisinterest,at least as tenderly as the Admin- 
the faith of a system of revenue to expire a year | istration seemed resolved to nurse its popularity, 
after the war, and perhaps never to go into oper- | even though at the costof the faith and credit of the 
ation, Government, the loan contractor, with an eagle’s 


461 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


462 


Jury, 1813. 


The Ways and Means. 


H. or R. 


eye, would scrutinize the measures of Govern- 
ment—would open or close his hand as it secured 
or shrunk from the responsibility of enacting the 
odious laws necessary to secure the public debt. 
Mr. H. said, he took it that these creditors and 
the moneyed men would reason pretty much in 
this way: A distant day was fixed for this obnox- 
ious system to take effect, that the Administra- 
tion might be enabled to take the chance of events ; 
and if, after feeling the public pulse by the mere 
passage of the tax bills in their present inopera- 
tive form, it should be found the people would not 
bear this depletive system of taxation, why then 
the tax laws might or might not be repealed be- 
fore they took effect, according to the happening 
of events. What were the events which should 
resolve them upon the course of turning the de- 
luded creditors adrift to make the best of a bad 
bargain, and to find their way as well as they 
could out of their difficulties? They were sim- 
ply and solely these: the restoration of France to 
her lost power on the continent of Europe, or the 
complete and final overthrow of thetyrant. The 
consequent failure or refusal to negotiate a treaty 
of peace with England, or the negotiation of such 
a treaty, in good faith, from hard necessity, by 
our Government. Mr. H. had nota doubt, if Bo- 
naparte recovered from the blow he had received 
in Russia, and regained his foothold in the subju- 


gated States that were struggling to throw off 


the yoke, that then there would be no treaty, and 
vice versa. But, he said, be these events, which 
were in the womb of time, as they might, the char- 
acter of Administration, the faith and credit of 
Government, were gone, if an efficient, perma- 
nent, solid system of revenue, was not established, 
meeting the expectation of the publie creditors, 
and redeeming the pledge given by Government, 
at the time a system of internal revenue was first 
recommended and reported to Congress. 

Mr. H.added, he had no question thatthe scheme 
of revenue as digested, methodized, altered, and 
submitted to the Houso, with the two reservations 
of postponement and limitation, was the result of 
a compromise; that a majority could not be car- 
ried along to support it, but for the modification 
embracing these reservations; and that a major- 
ity could not have been induced to vote for the 
iaxes, but upon the express condition and expecta- 
tion that they would never take effect; or, if it was 
inexpedient to strangle the system at the next ses- 
sion of Congress, that it should cease with the 
war. 

[The Chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means rose and said, he hoped the gentleman 
from Maryland would name the members of the 
majority alluded to.] 

Mr. H. said he adverted to circumstances within 
the knowledge of every gentleman in the House. 

The circumstances that had passed in review 
before the House, the appearances exhibited*, and 


* Alluding to the caucus which was held at the Cap- 
itol, which was understood to have resulted in nothing 
at that time, as there was much dissention and wrang- 
ling, and the caucus was dissolved in great confusion.— 
Note by Mr. Hanson. 


the early opposition made by some of the major- 
ity to the taxes, who with difficulty were recon- 
ciled to them, left no doubt upon his mind that 
their support must be the result of a compromise 
upon the basis of a modification, such as he had 
mentioned. i 

A few words, said Mr. H., upon the subject of 
the popularity of the war: They who at the last 
session vociferated the popularity of the war, and 
boasted in Stentorian tones of the general deter- 
mination of the people to prosecute it with vigor, 
and avenge the blood already spilt upon our fron- 
tier, well knew the sentiment of the people ran in 
an opposite current. When he spoke of the peo- 
ple, he meant the sound, substantial, native popu- 
lation of the country, and not the dregs and fecu- 
lence of foreign States, vomited upon our shores 
by the convulsions in the old countries. If he 
was mistaken in his computation, how happened 
it that the last Congress, which declared the war, 
and whose especial, bounden duty it was to supply 
the means of carrying it on, studiously shunned 
an appeal to that unerring test—that touchstone 
of sincerity and patriotism—the pocket? If the 
war was so popular; if the people preferred war 
to peace ; the necessary measures growing out of 
a state of war would have been popular, or at 
least they would have been submitted to; and a 
resort to them being unavoidable, would not have 
endangered a loss of power. ` But, no; the pulse 
of the people had been felt; the public feeling and 
spirit had been tested in another and. indirect 
way; the loan books were opened with a strong 
appeal to the liberality, the munificence, and pa- 
triotism of the country. It turned. out that the 
combatant States abandoned the Government, 
and would furnish none of the sinews of war. 
Scarcely one man ina hundred thousand assisted 
to fill up the loan. It was fair and natural to con- 
clude, that those who would not volunteer their 
aid to the Government, would ill brook compul- 
sion ; that those who had nothing to lend, would 
not bear exaction; that those who had nothing 
to put out on interest in the funds, would have 
still less to satisfy the tax-gatherer. The go-by 
was therefore given to the taxes, for the want of 
time to pass the bills; and hence this extra session 
of Congress, called at an inconvenient, oppres- 
sive season, to do what the last Congress shrunk 
from performing in the hour of trial. Let, then, 
this Congress supply the omissions of their pred- 
ecessors; but, in undertaking to do so, let them 
be astute to avoid falling into greater errors, by 
attempting to practice upon the presumed igno- 
rance and stupidity of a class of citizens as well 
qualified to avoid a gull-trap as the wily author 
of the system. 

From principle and the best convictions of the 
understanding, Mr. H. said, he was opposed to 
the whole system, as well on account of its de- 
fects and deformities, as on the ground of their 
being supply bills to carry on the war; but, he 
would not then go into a discussion of the gen- 
eral policy of the war, the mode of conducting it, 
and the fearful consequences to which it might 
lead. 
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The bill was then passed—yeas 90, nays 55, as 
follows: eee 

Yuas—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Caldwell, 
Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Penn- 
sylv’a, Dawson, Desha, Duvall, Farle, Eppes, Evans, 
Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Forsyth, 
Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grun- 
dy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hall, Hopkins of Ken- 
tucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ing- 
ham, Irwin, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King 
ef North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, McKee, 
McKim, Mclean, Montgomery, Murfrec, Nelson, New- 


ton, Ormshy, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, John 


Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, 


Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, 
-‘Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, T'annehill, 
"Taylor, Telfair, Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wil- 


«son of Pennsylvania, and Yancey. 


Nays—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Benson, 
Bigelow, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Burwell, 
Butler, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Culpeper, Daven- 
port, Bly, Franklin, Gaston, Gloninger, Goldsborough, 


Grosvenor, Hanson, Hungerford, Jackson of Rhode 


Island, Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, King 
of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, McCoy, Mil- 
ler, Moore, Moseley, Oakley, Pickering. Pitkin, Potter, 
Ridgely, Ruggles, Shetfey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith 
of New York, Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Strong, 
Stuart, Sturges, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, White, 


Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, Wright. 


Monpay, July 19. 


The bill giving further time for registering 


claims to lands ïn the late district of Arkansas, 


in the Missouri Territory ; the bill for the relief 


of Colonel David Henley ; and the bill to amend 
and explain the act regulating pensions to persons 
on board private armed ships, were severally 
passed through Committees of the Whole and 
ordered to be engrossed for their third readings 
to-morrow. 

Mr. Arcata, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill for the relief of the officers and 
crew of tbe United States’ brig Vixen; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Arcuer, from the samecommittee, reported 
the bill from the Senate * for the relief of Elisha 
J. Winter”? with an amendment; which was 
committed toa Committee of the Whole to-mor- 
row. 

The resolution from the Senate, “ respecting 
a day of public humiliation and prayer,” was 
read the third time and passed. 

The amendments proposed by the Senate to 
the bill “laying duties on carriages for the con- 
veyance of persons” were read and concurred in 
by the House. 

The amendments proposed by the Senate to 
the bill “laying duties on sugars refined within 
the United States” were read and eoncurred in 
by the House. 

The amendments proposed by the Senate to 
the bill “laying duties on licenses to distillers of 


spirituous liquors” were read and concurred in 
by the House. 

“The amendments proposed by the Senate to 
the bill “laying duties on sales at auction of 
merchandise and of ships and vessels’? were read 
and concurrred in by the House. 

The House then resolved itself intoa Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the amendment proposed by 
the Senate to the bill “to establish the office of 
Commissioner of the Revenue.” The amendment 
was agreed to, and concurred in by the House. 

The House resolved itself intoa Committee of 
the Whole on the amendment of the Senate to 
the amendment of this House to the bill “for the 
relief of Alexander Scott.” The amendment was 
agreed to, and concurred in by the House. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
engrossed bill laying duties on notes of banks, 
bankers, and certain companies, on notes, bonds, 
and obligations, discounted by certain companies 
and on bills of exchange of certain descriptions: 
Whereupon, the bill was re-committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the said bill; and, after some 
time spent therein, the Committee rose and re- 
ported the bill with amendments ; which were 
read as follows: 


Strike out from the word “exceeding,” in the thirty- 
fifth line of the engrossed bill, the following words: 
“ten thousand dollars, five dollars. Ifabove ten thou- 
sand, and not exceeding fifty thousand dollars, twenty- 
five dollars. If above fifty thousand, and not exceed- 
ing one hundred thousand dollars, fifty dollars. If 
above one hundred thousand dollars, one hundred dol- 
lars ;’? and, in lieu thercof, to insert “ seven thousand 
dollars, three dollars and fifty cents. If above seven 
thousand, and not excecding eight thousand dollars, 
four dollars. If above eight thousand dollars, five dol- 


The question was then taken to concur in the 
said amendment, and passed in the affirmative— 
yeas 65, nays 62, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Archer, Beall, Bayly of Virginia, 
Bigclow, Bradbury, Brigham, Burwell, Champion, 
Chappell, Cheves, Cilley, Clark, Comstock, Condict, 
Culpeper, Davenport, Duvall, Ely, Evans, Gaston, 
Geddes, Grosvenor, Hasbrouck, Hufty, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, 
Kerr, King of Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, 
Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, McKee, Miller, Mosely, Mur- 
free, Newton, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, 
Pleasants, Potter, John Reed, Richardson, Ridgely, 
Robertson, Ruggles, Seybert, Shefley, Sherwood, Ship- 
herd, Smith of New York, Stanford, Sturges, Taggart, 
Taylor, Vose, Ward of New Jersey, Wheaton, White, 
Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, and Wright. 

Nays—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Avery, Bard, Bar- 
nett, Benson, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Calhoun, Clopton, 
Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, 
Desha, Eppes, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, For- 
ney, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Gloninger, Goodwyn, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Ilopkins of Ken- 
tucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, [ungerford, Hyneman, 
Ingersoll, Irwin, Kennedy, Kershaw, Kilbourn, Lyle, 


465 
Jury, 1813. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Naturalization. 


466 
H. or R; 


McCoy, McKim, McLean, Moore, Nelson, Ormsby, 
Piper, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, 
Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Sevier, Sharp, Smith of Vir- 
ginia, Strong, Telfair, Whitehill and Wilson of Penn- 
sylvania. f 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read the third time to-day. 


NATURALIZATION. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate “ supple- 
mentary to the acts heretofore passed upon the 
subject of an uniform rule of naturalization ;” 
and, after some time spent therein, the Committee 
reported their agreement to the amendment re- 
ported thereto by the select committee, with an 
amendment; which was concurred in by the 
House. 

A motion was made by Mr. Rorerts to amend 
the said amendment: by striking out these words: 
“who had before that day made a declaration, 
‘according to law, of their intentions to become 
‘ citizens of the United States, or who, by the ex- 
‘isting laws of the United States, were, on that 
‘ day, entitled to become citizens without making 
“such declaration ;” as, also, to strike out the word 
“ thereof,” and, in lieu of the same, to insert, “ of 
‘the United States, if they shal! have resided 
‘therein for the continued term of five years im- 
‘ mediately preceding their admission as citizens 
‘jn manneraforesaid:” When,a motion was made 
by Mr. Gasron, that the said bill be postponed 
indefinitely. And the question being taken, it 
was determined in the negative. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ments proposed by Mr. Rozerts, and was de- 
termined in the negative. 

A motion was made by Mr. Kennepy further 
to amend the said amendment, by inserting, after 
the words “United States,” the words, “or had 
intermarried with a citizen of the United States.” 

Mr. Kenneny.—Mr. Chairman, the billas sent 
to us from the Senate authorized the naturaliza- 
tion of all alien enemies who had declared their 
intention to become citizens prior to the declara- 
tion of war; and the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Rogers) not 
only contemplates the naturalization of every de- 
scription of alien enemies, by their complying 
with the requisites of the act of Congress passed 
on that subject in the year 1802, but also intends 
to naturalize all those alien enemies that were re- 
siding within the limits and under the jurisdiction 
of the United States, at any time between the 
18th day of June, 1798, and the 14th day of April, 
1802, immediately and without a compliance with 
the first provision of the first section of that act, 
which required a declaration of their intention to 
become citizens three years before they were ad- 
mitted. 

Sir, I am in favor of the proposed amendment, 
and will endeavor to give the Committee the rea- 
sons which have influenced me in forming that 
sentiment. The situation of alien enemies must 
be disagreeable, inconvenient, and embarrassing 
to them beyond measure. By the declaration of 


war in which we are engaged, they are deprived 
of all their civil rights, they cannot institute a 
suit for the recovery of their just demands, nor 
can they repair themselves in damages for any 
maltreatment they may receive in their persons 
or property. They are subject and liable, accord- 
ing to a power vested in the President by an act 
passed in 1798, to be exiled from their homes, 
their familics, and property, to any distant place 
designated by him within the limits of the United 
States, or at his pleasure may be ordered entirely 
out of the country. 

And even if they are not removed in the man- 
ner I have mentioned, yet they are continually 
harassed with the marshals’ advertisements or- 
dering them to register themselves or be subject 
to severe and heavy penalties. Those of them ia 
the State that I in part represent, who reside in 
forty miles of tide water and who are in pursuit 
of mercantile business and have supported their 
families by that means, are deprived of the privi- 
lege and ordered to desist from the same; indeed, 
in the town where I reside there is a diversity of 
opinion whether the tide ebbs and flows within 
forty miles of it or not; this uncertainty compels 
those unfortunate persons to cringe to the officers 
appointed to superintend the business, in order to 
know their opinion thereon, which state of hu- 
miliation is grating and repugnant to the feelings 
of a free man, and from which 1 humbly con- 
ceive they ought to be relieved. 

Sir, I should be glad to know what substantial 
reason can be given why alien enemies should be 
thus severely treated, and why they should not be 
naturalized? There is no law or compact within 
my knowledge whieh will either in its letter or 
spirit be violated by their naturalization, accord- 
ing to the principles of this bill amended as pro- 
posed. The law of last session regulating the 
employment of seamen on board of American 
vessels, is not at all in any respect affected by it. 
The first section of that act only prohibits the 
employment after peace of any seaman, except he 
isa citizen of the United States, or a man of 
color, a native of the United States; from which 
every person will perceive that there is nothing 
in this seetion that even hints at a restraint upon 
our right to naturalize; and after they are natu- 
ralized, every one must know they have become 
citizens and can be employed in the manner con- 
templated by the act. The only restriction con- 
tained in this section is in prohibiting the em- 
ployment of aliens until they are naturalized, and 
even this restraint is not imposed upon us until 
after peace is restored to the country. 

The twelfth section of the act is the only one 
in it that has anything like a bearing upon the 
question, and a slight examination of it will 
plainly show that the bill under discussion, with 
the proposed amendment, will not, in the least, 
interfere with the provisious of it. That section 
was particularly intended, according to my un- 
derstanding of it, as a basis upon which a nego- 
tiation for peace should be predicated. And what 
does this section contain? Nothing more than 
to restrain us, after the termination of the war, 
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from. naturalizing any alien who has not resided 
five years within the United States without leav- 
ing of the same; the true construction of which 
is, that we can naturalize until peace is restored 
to the country, in the same manner that we could 
do, before the act of last session was passed ; and 
after peace, we can only naturalize those who 
have resided five years within the limits of the 
United States, without leaving the same; and 
even this restriction is not to be imposed upon us 
in respect to British subjects, unless that nation 
adopts a similar arrangement in relation to our 
citizens. 

I think every gentleman ought now to be satis- 
fied that the letter of that act will not be in- 
fringed, and I presume it is equally clear, that the 
policy or spirit of it is also untarnished ; (for, in 
what manner are we to get at the policy of alaw 
but by the law itself?) and by that, it seems, we 
did not mean to commit ourselves farther than to 
declare that we would not naturalize any alicn, 
after the termination of the war, who had not re- 
sided five years within the United States with- 
out leaving the same. Should any arrangement 
be made upon this proposition, no complaint could 
be justly urged against us for naturalizing prior 
toa peace, because it could not be understood 
from the terms of the proposition that we meant 
to restrain ourselves before that period, and not 
even then, unless a like arrangement should be 
made with respect to our citizens. 

But, if it is apprehended that a kindred policy 
would be violated by the bill, if amended, let gen- 
tlemen move a section that none shall be natu- 
ralized except they have resided five years within 
the United States, and that will relieve them from 
all their difficulty on that score. 

Then, sir, if there is no substantial reason 
against the bill with the proposed amendment, 
let us examine if there is none in favor of it. In 
the present situation of the United States, in- 
volved in war with a powerful enemy, we stand io 
need of all the physical force of the country ; those 
men will make good soldiers, and our law author- 
izes the enlistment of them, and perhaps very 
properly, tco, in the regular army of the United 
States, requiring only of them an oath of fidelity. 
But what encouragement do we hold out to them 
to enter our Army and to fight the battles of our 
country, when we refuse to naturalize them? 
Scarcely one. Should they be naturalized by the 
State governments, as is contended for by some, 
yet the Government of the United States, unless 
they acknowledge the State authority in that re- 
spect, could not, with propriety, claim them as 
citizens, and screen them from punishment for 
treason towards their sovereign in case of cap- 
ture; but should some of them, from patriotic 
motives, notwithstanding these disadvatages, en- 
ter the service, and doubly hazard their lives, 
could you, on their return, be willing to treat 
them as alien enemies, and deprive them of all 
their civil rights during the continuance of the 
war, notwithstanding how long it might last? I 
really hope not. This hard usage would have 
the effect to sour the minds of those persons tha 


otherwise were well affected towards our coun- 
try and the cause in which we are engaged. 
Sound policy, in every view I can take of the 
subject, seems to require of us to adopt them as 
citizens; and humanity imperiously demands of 
us to protect the men we encourage to fight our 
battles. 

Sir, there is a fatality that seems to attend this 
bill. Formerly, it passed both Houses of Con- 
gress, and was rejected by the President. Last 
session it was postponed from time to time, under 
various pretences, until it was too late to act upon 
it; and at this session, it has been committed, 
laid over, and at last reported in this mutilated 
shape. Permit me here to observe, that I have 
understood from good authority, though not from 
the President himself, that the bill was refused 
his sanction because it contained no provision for 
the removal of alien enemies prior to their natu- 
ralization, and that he has no objections to the 
bill in its presentshape. It may, perhaps, be im- 
proper that I should mention this cireumstance 
in the House, and it is more likely that the in- 
formation is altogether unnecessary, as I presume 
every gentleman has the independence to act and 
think for himself. 

The persons intended to be relieved by the bill, 
generally, were banished from their native land 
by the oppression and tyranny of their Govern- 
ment; they fled to this as the only asylum for 
persecuted humanity, and almost at the moment 
when they conceived themselves safely sheltered 
from the monstrous storm that had burst upon 
their unfortunate heads, and when they were con- 
soling themselves with the pleasing idea that their 
difficulties were surmounted, and the remainder 
of their lives would be spent in peace, comfort, 
and happiness, war broke out in their adopted 
country ; they were again threatened with exile 
and banishment, and there appears to be no rest- 
ing place for them on the face of the earth. 

Ir, those aliens in the part of the country 
where I live, and for whom I feel so much solici- 
tude, are, generally, Irish by birth ; they are gen- 
tlemanly in their deportment, well disposed to- 
wards the Government of the United States. 
Some of them have intermarried in the country, 
and have children—the sure pledges for their 
fidelity. Many of them are my companions 
when at home, and I am confident they would 
defend the rights of the nation as soon as her 
native sons. 

There was a time, Mr. Chairman, when the 
native-born patriot of America adopted and cher- 
ished an Irishman as his fellow-sufferer and fel- 
low citizen, and why do such sentiments not now 
exist? Are they less generous, brave, or enter- 
prising, or have we only changed situations ? 

The question being taken on Mr. Kennevy’s 
amendment, it was determined in the negative. 

The amendment concurred in by the [louse 
was then ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
read the third time to-day. 

THE WAYS AND MEANS. 

An engrossed bill laying duties on notes of 

banks, bankers, and certain companies, on notes, 
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bonds, and obligations, discounted by banks bank- 
ers, and certain companies, and où bills of ex- 
change, of certain descriptions, was read the third 
time. And on the question, Shall this bill pass ? 
it passed in the aflirmative—yeas 81, nays 46, as 
follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Bard, 
Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Brown, Burwell, Caldwell, 
Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Comstock, Con- 
dict, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, 
Dawson, Desha, Duvail, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Find- 
ley, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, 
Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, 
Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Humphreys, Hunger- 
ford, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Kennedy, Kent of Mary- 
land, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, Lefferts, Lowndes, 
Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKee, McLean, Montgomery, 
Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Piper, 
Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, 
Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sevier, 
Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Vir- 
ginia, Strong, Taylor, Telfair, Whitehill, Wilson of 
Pennsylvania, and Yancey. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bayly of Virginia, Benson, Bigelow, 
Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Champiun, Cilley, 
Davenport, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Gloninger, Grosvenor, 
Hasbrouck, Hufty, Kent of New York, King of Mas- 
sachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, McKim, Miller, Moseley, 
Oakley, Parker, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, 
John Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Sheffey, Sherwood, 
Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stanford, Sturges, Tag- 
gart, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, White, Wilson of 
Messachusctts, Winter, and Wright. 


The bill from the Senate, “supplementary to 
the acts heretofore passed on the subject of an 
uniform rule of Naturalization,” was read the 
third time, as amended, and passed. 


Tuespay, July 20. 


Mr. Erpes, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the bill from the Senate “for the 
relief of the owners of the ships Good Friends, 
Amazon, and United States, and their cargoes,” 
without amendment, and the bill was commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Fis, from the Committee of Elections, 
made a report on the credentials of members; read, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have appointed a committee, on 
their part, to present to the President of the Uni- 
ted States the “resolution respecting a day of 
public humiliation and prayer.” : 

Ordered, That Mr. Baro and Mr. Tacearr 
be appointed the committee on the part of this 
House, to present the said resolution to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. PITKIN reported the bill concerning suits 
and costs in courts of the United States, with 
amendments, which were read, agreed to, and the 
bill was read a time, and passed. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of D. Henly, 
the engrossed bill toamend and explain the act 
regulating pensions to persons on board privateers, 
and the engrossed bill giving further time to 


| were closed. 


register land claims in the district of Arkansas, 
were read the third time and passed. 

The bill for the relief of- John James Dufour 
and his associates was passed through a Commit- 
tee of the Whole without amendment, and ordered 
to a third reading to-morrow. . 

The House in Committee of the Whole, on the 
invalid pension bill. Before the Commitiee had 
got through this bill, a message was received from 
the President of the United States of a confiden- 
tial nature, on which the Committee rose, reported 
progress, and had leave to sit again. 

The galleries were then cleared and the doors 
They were opened again in about 
half an hour. 

Mr. Benson, from the Joint Committee, re- 
ported a bill fixing the next meeting of Congress 
for the first Monday in December next, (the Consti- 
tional day,) which was read; when several mo- 
tions were made to alter the time to different pe- 
riods in the month of November; all of which 
failed, and the bill was ordered toa third reading, 

The bill from the Senate to remit certain du- 
ties to the Pennsylvania Academy of Fine Arts, 
passed through a Committee of the Whole with- 
out amendment, and was read a third time, and 
passed. 

The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole on the invalid pension bill. The Commit- 
tee, after going through the same, reported it to 
the House with amendments, which were agreed 
to, and it was ordered to a third reading to-mor- 


row. 

The bill fixing the time for the next meeting of 
Congress was read the third time, and passed. 

The bill for the relief of the officers and crew 
of the late brig Vixen was passed through a Com- 
mittee of the Whole without amendment, and 
was ordered to a third reading to-morrow. 

The bill for the relief of Elisha J. Winter was 
passed through a Committee of the Whole with- 
out amendment, and was ordered to a third read- 
ing to-morrow. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. Catnoun moved for the consideration of 
the report of the Committee of Foreign Relations 
on the President’s Message, transmitting a report 
from the Secretary of State on Mr. Webster’s re- 
solutions. This motion was lost—yeas 62, nays 
74, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Bard, Barnett, 
Bayly of Virginia, Bigelow, Bowen, Breckenridge, 
Butler, Caperton, Calhoun, Clopton, Comstock, Con- 
ard, Davenport, Earle, Ely, Forney, Franklin, Gaston, 
Gholson, Goldsborough, Griffin, Grosvenor, Grundy, 
Hall, Hanson, Humphreys, Hungerford, Ingham, Irwin, 
Kent of New York, Kerr, Lewis, Lovett, McLean, 
Moseley, Newton, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, 
Potter, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Rob- 
erts, Sevier, Sharp, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith 
of New York, Strong, Telfair, Thompson, Vose, White, 
Whitehill, Wilson of Massachusetts, and Wilson of 
Pennsylvania. 

Nays—Messrs. Archer, Avery, Bibb, Bradbury, Brig- 
ham, Burwell, Caldwell, Champion, Chappell, Cheves, 
Cilley, Clark, Condict, Creighton, Culpeper, Davis of 
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Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, Duvall, Eppes, Evans, | praying that a new collection district, and that 


Farrow, Findley, Forsyth, Geddes, Glasgow, Glonin- 
ger, Goodwyn, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkins of Ken- 
tucky, Hubbard, Hufty, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Jackson 
of Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kershaw, 
Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, King of North Caro- 
lina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKee, 
McKim, Montgomery, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Parker, 
Piper, Pleasants, John Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Richardson, Ridgely, Robertson, Ruggles, Sage, Sey- 
bert, Smith of Pennsylvania, Stanford, Sturges, Tag- 
gart, Tannehill, Taylor, Ward of New Jersey, Wheat- 
on, Winter, and Yancey. 


Wepnespay, July 21. 

Mr. Neuson, from the Committee on the Na- 
val Establishment, reported a bill allowing a 
bounty to the owners, officers, and crews, of the 
private armed vessels; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole to-day. 

On motion of Mr. Catuoun, the House was 
cleared of all persons, except the members and 
officers of the House, and the doors were closed, 
and remained so until adjournment. 


Tuurspay, July 22. 

Mr. Erres, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill authorizing a loan for a 
sum not exceeding —— millions of dollars; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mitiee of the Whole to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. Hzmpsreap, the Committee 
on Military Affairs were instructed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what, amendments are 
necessary to be made to the act, entitled “Anact 


to raise ten additional companies of rangers,” 


with instruction to report by bill or otherwise. 

An engrossed bill concerning invalid pension- 
ers was read a third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of the officers 
and crew of the United States’ brig Vixen, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of John James 
Dufour, and his associates, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The bill from the Senate, “for the relief of 
Elisha J. Winter, was read the third time, and 
passed as amended. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate “for the 
relief of the owners of the ships Good Friends. 
Amazon, and United States, and their cargoes 3 


and, after some time spent therein, the Commit- | 


tee rose and had leave to sit again. 

The House then resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill allowing a bounty 
to the owners, officers, and crews, of the private 
armed vessels; and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose and had leave to sit again. 


The doors were then closed, and, remaining | ber, and repairi 
so for some time, they were again opened, and | the Capitol;” which was 


the [Iouse adjouracd. 


Fripay, July 23. 
Mr. Honcerrorp presented a petition of sun- 
dry inhabitants of the Northern Neck of Virginia, 


2 


a port of entry, may be established at Dividing 
Creck.—Referred to the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures. 

Mr. Trovp, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill supplementary to an act, 
entitled “An act supplementary to an act, enti- 
ed ‘An act to provide for calling forth the mil- 
itia, to execute the laws, suppress insurrections, 
and repel invasion,” and to repeal the act nowin 
force for those purposes, and to increase the pay 
of volunteer and militia corps; which was read 
twice, and ordered to be engrossed, and read the 
third time to-day ; which was subsequently done, 
and the bill passed. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill “to lay and 
collect a direct tax within the United States,” 
with several amendments, in which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. 

The amendments were read, and, together with 
the bill, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

The bill from the Senate “authorizing the 
raising a corps of fencibles,” passed through a 
Committee of the Whole, and was ordered to be 
read a third time with an amendment, and was 
read a third time and passed. 

The bill “making further provision for the 
collection of internal duties and for the appoint- 
ment and compensation of assessors,” passed 
through a Committee of the Whole, and was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill supplementary to the act “for the 
better regulation of the ordnance,” was read a 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. McKee moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expedioncy of refund- 
ing to the State of Kentucky the sum of five thousand 
and forty-seven dollars and twenty-two cents, expend- 
ed by the said State in the defence of the Southwestern 
frontier, against the incursions of the hostile Indians ; 
with leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. GotpszorovcH moved to add the follow- 
ing, after the word ludians: 

“And, also, into the expediency of refunding to 
any other of the States, the constituted authorities of 
which may have been under the necessity of calling 
out the militia to repel the incursions of the enemy, 
the expenses that may have heen incurred in conse- 
quence thereof.” 

And the question thereon being taken, it pass- 
ed in the affirmative. ‘Ihe question was then 
taken to agree to the said resolution as amended, 
and passed in the affirmative. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate, “ making 
appropriations for furnishing the Senate Cham- 
ng the roof of the north wing of 
reported without amend- 
e, and passed. 


ment, read the third tim 

The order of the day for the House to resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
from the Senate, “to provide for the accommo- 
dation of the household of the President of the 
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are frequent, in which imported articles sell for less 
than the prime cost and charges, exclusive of the du- 
ties. Who pays the duty in this case? The con- 
sumer? No; itis paid by the unfortunate importer. 
Were it otherwise, there would be no bankrupteies ; 
your merchants would have but one side to their profit 
and loss account. “These are the accidental excep- 
tions arising from such a superabundance of a particu- 
lar article, as will sink it below the prime cost and 
charges.” And this has actually been the case with 
many prize importations. Indeed, it is said, and I be- 
lieve with truth, that, in some of the Southern ports, 
the duties and the charges of sale have absorbed near- 
ly the whole proceeds, 

“The price for exportation, in which case no duty 
is paid,” forms but a very partial exception in this 
case; for, when you havo little or no export of foreign 
products, the benefit of drawback is lost. 

The Sceretary has said, that “ a reduction of duties 
will be of no use to the privateers, unless the merchan- 
dise continues to be sold at the same prico as if the 
duties had not been reduced.” ‘This is notstrictly the 
fact. It is well known, in the actual market, that cof- 
fee, for instance, subject to ten cents per pound duty, 
and entitled to drawback, seldom sells for more than 
four cents over the price for consumption, and this 
must continue until the excess is very great, or the 
exportation free, which is not likely to be the case 
during the war. The equality of price approximates 
as the obstacles to exportation increase ; and if ex- 
portation was prohibited, or completely obstructed, the 
equality of price between the same kind of merchan- 
dise, entitled to drawback, or sold for consumption, 
would be absolute, 

The lower the price of the article, the greater the 
consumption. The American people, enjoying the 
means, indulge their taste for varict , and. habituate 
themselves to every kind of luxury. This produces an 
accommodation of taste, which changes, with great fa- 
cility, from the use of coffee to tea, from brandy to rum, 
&c., as abundance or scarcity and price shall indi- 
cate. 

The question is not now, “simply, whethor it be 
necessary and proper to pay from the Treasury to the 
privateers, a bounty equal to tho amount of the reduc- 
tion of duties on prize goods,” for there is, literally 
now, a very trifling amount of duties collected on prize 
goods; and, therefore, any encouragement of this na- 
ture given by Government to private armed vessels, 
will, if any prize arrive, bring money into, instead of 
extracting it from, the Treasury, and, therefore, so far 
from the payment of a bounty for the purpose of en- 
couraging privateers, the Government will receive an 
amount of duties on prize goods, which otherwise 
would not be brought into our ports. f 

Tho Secretary observes that, “if the article be not 
worth sending into port after capture, it must bo alto- 
gether impossible for the importing merchant to pay 
its prime cost, freight, and insurance; and, with those 
charges, to import such an article without considerable 
loss.” An article may not be worth sending in, after 
capture, in consequence of the heavy charges and great 
risk, perhaps equal to a premium of fifty to seventy- 
five per cent., whilst the importing merchant may im- 
port the same article in neutral bottoms, at a premium 
of ten per cent., and receive his goods at little more 
than the ordinary charges previous to the declaration 
of war. He, moreover, has the advantage of selling 
at such a time, and on such terms, as his interest may 


United States,” was called for by Mr. Biss; 
when, a motion was made by Mr. Suzrrey, that 
the said bill be postponed indefinitely ; and the 
question being taken, it was determined in the 
negative—yeas 45, nays 72. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the said bill; and, no amend- 
ment being made, the bill was ordered to be read 
the third time. 

A motion was made by Mr. Hate that the bill 
do lie on the table,and negatived. The bill was 
then read the third time, and passed—yeas 78, 
nays 46. 


DUTIES ON PRIZE GOODS. 


Mr. Neuson, from the Committee on the Na- 
val Establishment, reported a bill to repeal the 
additional duties on goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, captured and brought in by the private 
armed ships of the United States; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Netson also laid before the House the fol- 
lowing letter from the Secretary of the Treasury: 

Treasury Deeanrment, July 21, 1813. 

Sın: The inquiry which forms the basis of your 
letter of the 20th, can only be answered by the con- 
flict of opinion between the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in his letter of the 8th of Necember last, to the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the person now acting in that capacity—a task of 
no ordinary kind, and which I undertake -with great 
deference. 

The data for ascertaining the amount of duties on 
prize goods, captured by private armed vessels since 
the declaration of war, is as imperfect as was then 
stated; the amount of duties on prize goods captured 
by public as well as private armed vessels, have been 
blended together. 

There is, however, satisfactory ground to infer, that 
the amount of duties on prize goods, captured by pri- 
vate armed vessels, has rapidly declined, and is certain- 
ly, at this time, very inconsiderable. 

The causes which have produced this decline may 
also be a subject of controversy, in which, though I 
feel that I have the better cause, I apprehend, the 
weaker argument. 

The position assumed by the Sccretaty is, that “no 
part of the duties on prize goods ultimately falls on the 
captors. The duties on importations are paid by the 
consuwers, whether the merchandise be captured by 
privateers, or regularly imported by merchants.” To 
this I may answer, that the maxim derives more weight 
from the felicity of argument and commanding char- 
acter of the great author of “ Wealth of Nations,” than 
from the universality of the principle. 

It is undoubtedly true in the abstract; but my ex- 
perience, as a merchant, has taught me to know the 
practical value of a maxim, derived from an author of 
a lighter cast: 

« What is the worth of anything, 
But so much money as °t will bring ?” 

If an article, from whatever cause, will not sell for 
the amount of duties, added to the cost and other 
charges, whether the importation be made regularly by 
a merchant, in the usual way, or in the cost of equip- 
ping and and maintaining a privateer, the difference, or 
loss, will not fall upon the consumer, but upon the im- 
porter. This is no uncommon case; indeed, instances 
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dictate, and to his regular customers; whereas, prize 
goods are necessarily brought to the hammer, and sold 
in large parcels, to speculators, uncontrolled by the 
prudent management of mercantile superintendence, 
frequently from twenty to thirty per cent. less than 
those of the regular importer. These causes operate 
as a bounty in favor of the regular importer, and against 
the captors. The owner of a privateer reccives but a 
moiety of the captured property; the cost of that moi- 
ety to him, is the cost of the equipment, maintenance, 
insurance, wear and tear, and depreciation of his pri- 
vateer, (all which is very extravagant,) and the insur- 
ance, duties, and other heavy charges, on his prize. 


The cause of the present inquiry proves the error of 
the Secretary’s prediction, “that a greater number of 


privateers will, without bounty, continue to be em- 
ployed, than is necessary for the greatest possible an- 
noyance of the enemy’s trade.” 


The fact is, that, from causes that occupy the pres- 
ent discussion, privateering is nearly at an end; and, 
from the best observation I have been enabled to make, 
itis more from the deficiency of remuneration in the 
net proceeds of their prizes, than from the vigilance 
and success of the enemy in recapturing. One-fourth 
part of the year, at least, the elements will raise the 
blockade of our ports, and it is at that season that the 
harvest and the reapers are most abundant and suc- 
cessful in privateering. i 


There is sometimes wisdom in taking counsel from 
our enemy, and his dread of our privateers may be col- 
lected from the marked hostility and severity of treat- 
ment which the crews of privateers are subject to, when 
captured, and the insidious efforts to excite prejudices 
against them. The analogy between privatecring and 
lotteries, does not appear to me to be so strict as the 
Secretary seems to consider it. The adventure of a 
privateer is of the nature of a commercial project or 
speculation, conducted by commercial men, upon prin- 
ciples of mercantile calculation and profit. The ves- 
sel and her equipment is an object of great expense, 
which is expected to be remunerated by the probable 
chances of profit, after calculating the outfit, insurance, 
&c., as in a regular mercantile ‘voyage, as much so as 
the voyage of a lettcr of marque, with a cargo, running 
all the chances of hostility, and incurring the conse- 
quent heavy charges of war. 


I do not think a “reduction of duties, by increasing 
the profit, would operate as an insurance on the risk 
of collusive or pretended captures of British prohibited 
merchandise,” to such an extent as to warrant the 
withholding auy proper encouragement to this most 
potent weapon of annoyance to the enemy, which we 
possess. Trauds no doubt may be committed, but, in 
the existing absolute prohibition of all British merchan- 
dise, from whatever quarter, there is a much stronger 
inducement to collusion than can be found in the re- 
duction of one half the duties in favor of prizes ; and 
no doubt frauds are committed; yet these considera- 
tions are not deemed of sufficient importance to induce 
a repeal or relaxation of the system. 


The number of accessaries to the fraud; the risk of 

_ capture, by the vessels of the enemy, who do not par- 
ticipate in the profits of the collusion; the vigilance of 
our own cruisers, officers, and prize courts, appear to 
afford a very reasonuble security against the practice, 
to any very injurious extent. And the humane, gen- 
erous, aud gallant conduct of our citizens, employed 
in private armed vessels, proves a moral sense which 


merits more confidence and liberality than has been 
awarded to them. 

I will not undertake to say that the reduction of the 
duties in favor of prizes captured by private armed ves- 
sels is the proper or only encouragement to be provided. 
I repeat the fact, that, as a question of revenue, the 
nation has everything to gain, and nothing to lose. 
Onc of the most efficient means of distressing the 
commercial and military marine of the enemy, is the 
capture and detention of his seamen, as well to en- 
hance tho difficulty of manning his ships, as to provide 
for the exchange, and to retain hostages, to insure the 
proper treatment of our own. Whatever encourage- 
ment may: be devised for the destruction of the ships 
of the enemy on the ocean, and bringing into port his 
captured seamen, will inflict the deepest possible 
wound upon his commerce and marine—the vitals of 
his resources and power. TJ have the honor to be, &c. 

W. JONES, 
Acting Secretary of Treasury. 
Hon. Hven Netsox, 
Chairman Naval Committee. 


Sarurvay, July 24. | 


Mr. Erpes, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the bill from.the Senate for the 
relief of Thomas Denny, without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be committed to a 
Committee of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. FEipprs, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of George Lyon; which was 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole to-day. 

Mr. Eppes, from the same committee, reported 

a bill for the relief of Willet Warne; which was 
read twice, and ordered to be engrossed, and read 
the third time to-day. 
Mr. Ne xson, from the Committce on the Na- 
val Establishment, reported a bill for reducing 
the duties payable on prize goods captured by 
the private armed vessels of the United States ; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, “laying 
duties on licenses to retailers of wines, spirituous 
liquors, and foreign merchandise,” with amend- 
ments, in which they -desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill, 
“laying duties on licenses to retailers of wines, 
spirituous liquors, and foreign merchandise,” were 
read, and referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

An engrossed bill, making further provision for 
the collection of internal duties, and for the ap- 
pointment and compensation of assessors, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


The bill from the Senate, “for the relief of the 
owners of the ships called the Good Friends, 
Amazon, and the United States, and their car- 
goes,” passed through a Committee of the Whole, 
was amended by incorporating therein the case 
of the Fernandina, and was ordered to a third 
reading. 
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The following 
by Mr. GruNDY : 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Represenia- 
tives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to adjourn their respective 
Houses, on Thursday, the twenty-ninth day of July 
instant. 


The said resolution was read twice, and order- 
ed to be engrossed, and read the third time to-day. 


THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole on the bill authorizing a loan 
for a sum not exceeding dollars. The bill 
was reported with an amendment thereto, by fill- 
ing the blank with the words “seven millions 
five hundred thousand ;? which was concurred 
in by the House. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Oax.ey, to 
amend the bill by striking out the fourth section, 
and, in lieu thereof, to insert the following as the 
fourth section : 


‘Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, ‘That so much 
of the proceeds of the direct tax, and of the internal du- 
ties, which have been imposed by the several acts 
‘passed, or to be passed, during the present session of 
Congress, as shall be necessary to defray the interest 
of the loan which may be made in pursuance of this 
act, be, and the same is hereby, pledged for the pay- 
‘ment of the said interest. 


And the question to agree to the said amend- 
ment being taken, it was determined in the neg- 
ative—yeas 19, nays 94, as follows: 

Yras—Messsrs. Bayly of Virginia, Bigelow, Cilley, 
Ely, Kent of New York, Lovett, Moseley, Oakley, 
Pitkin, Ridgely, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Stanford, 
Stuart, Thompson, Vose, Wilson of Massachusetts, and 
Winter. 

Nays—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Bard, 
Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Breckenridge, Burwell, 
Butler, Caperton, Caldwell, Calhoun, Champion, 
Chappell, Cheves, Clopton, Comstock, Condict,Con- 
ard, Crawford, Creighton, Culpeper, Davis of Penn- 
sylvania, Dawson, Desha, Earle, Eppes, Farrow, Find- 
ley, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, 
Goldsborough, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Grundy, Hall, 
Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkins.of Kentucky, Hubbard, 
Humphreys, Hungerford, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ken- 
medy, Kerr, King of Massachusetts, King of North 
Carolina, Lefferts,. Lewis, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, Me- 
Kim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Nelson, New- 
ton, Parker, Pickering, Pickins, Piper, Pleasants, 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Rich- 
ardson, Ringgold, Roane, Robertson, Sevier, Seybert, 
Sharp, Smith of Pensylvania, Smith of Virginia, 
Strong, Sturges, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, 
Ward of New Jersey, White, Whitchill of Pennsyl- 
vania, Wright, and Yancey. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time to-day; and was read a third 
time, and passed. 


joint resolution was submitted 


Monpay, July 26. . 


The bill “to authorize the sale of a lot of 
ground lying in the borough of Pittsburgh, in the 


State of Pennsylvania,” was passed through a 
Committee of the Whole, and was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; as also was the 
bill for the relief of George Lyon; and both bills 
were subsequently read a third time, and passed. 

- Mr. Erres reported a bill, making additional 
appropriations for the support of Government 
during the year 1813; which was read twice, and 
committed. . 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Denny pass- 
ed through a Committee of the Whole; was or- 
dered to a third reading; and was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The bill “for reducing the duties payable on 
prize goods captured by the private armed vessels 
of the United States,” passed through a Commit- 
tee of the Whole. After the rejection of a mo- 
tion made by Mr. Benson, to postpone the ‘bill 
to the first Monday in December next, and con- 
siderable discussion, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

The House took up the amendments of the 
Senate to the direct tax law; agreed to a part of 
the same, and rejected the remainder. 

The bill from the Senate, for the relief of the 
owners of the Amelia Island vessels, the Good 
Friends, &c., was read a third time, as amended 
by the House, and passed. 


Toespay, July 27. 


The House, on report of Mr. Bins, agreed to a 
part, and disagreed to the remainder, of the 
amendments to the Senate, to the bill laying du- 
ties on licenses to retailers of wines, &c. 

Mr. Troup reported a bill explanatory of the 
bill for raising certain corps of mounted rangers; 
which was read three times and passed. 

The House spent some time in Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill making further appropri- 
ations for the support of Government for the year 
1813, but rose without coming to a decision 
thereon, and obtained leave to sit again. 

[Considerable discussion took place on the 
compensation proposed to be allowed as an outfit 
to Mr. Adams, as one of the Russian Mission. 
The objection was, that, as he already receives a 
salary as Resident Minister, no other compensa- 
tion is necessary in addition on account of his 
recent appointment. ] 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, “laying 
duties on notes of banks, bankers, and certain 
companies, on bonds, notes, and obligations, dis- 
counted by banks, bankers, and certain compa- 
nies, and on bills of exchange of certain descrip- 
tions,’ with amendments. The Senate have con- 
curred in the amendment proposed by this House 
to the bill, “supplementary to the several acts 
heretofore passed on the subject of an uniform 
rule of Naturalization,” with an amendment; in 
all which amendments they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. The Senate have insisted 
on their amendments, disagreed to by this House, 
to the bill “to lay and collect a direct tax within 
the United States;” ask a conference on the dis- 
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agreeing votes of the two Houses, and have ap- 
pointed managers at the conference on their part. 


DUTIES ON PRIZE GOODS. 


The engrossed bill, “for reducing the duties 
payable on prize goods captured by the private 
armed vessels of the United States,” was read a 
third time. 

And onthe question, Shall the bill pass? it 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 37, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Bard, 
Beall, Bowen, Butler, Caldwell, Chappell, Clopton, 
Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, 
Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, Duvall, Earle, 
Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Gholson, 
Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, 
Hasbrouck, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Hum- 
phreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Irwin, Kennedy, Kerr, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, McCoy, McKim, 
McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Nelson, Newton, Par- 
ker, Pickens, Rea of Penn., Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, 
Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Sevier, Sharp, Smith of 
Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Strong, Tannehill, 
Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and 
Yancey. 

Nays—Messrs. Bayly of Virginia, Bigelow, Cham- 
pion, Cilley, Culpeper, Davenport, Ely, Eppes, For- 
syth, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Hawes, Hufty, Hun- 
gerford, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, 
King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Moseley, Pear- 
son, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, John Reed, Ridgely, 
Ruggles, Shefiey, Sherwood, Stanford, Stuart, Stur- 
ges, ‘'hompson, Vose, Wright, Wilson of Massachu- 
setts, and Winter. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. Fis, from the Committee of Elections, 
made a further report on the contested election 
between Tuomas M. Bayty, of Virginia, and 
Burwe.t Bassetr; and the said report hav- 
ing been debated at considerable length, it was, 
on motion of Mr. McKim, 

Resolved, That the said report be recommitted 
to the Committee of Elections, with instructions 
to inquire into the legality of the election in the 
county of Accomac; and that the committee have 
leave to sit during the sitting of the House. 

The vote on recommitment stood—for recom- 
mitment 51, against it 50. 

The report was as follows: 

That no evidence has been exhibited to the com- 
mittee to disprove the statement of facts made in the 
former report, viz: “that there was neither rain, nor 
the rising of the water-courses, to prevent the electors 
from attending on the first day of the election in the 
said county of Accomac.” The legality of the election 
in that county must, therefore, rest on the ground, that 
a greater number of electors attended than could be 
polled on said day. 

To prove that all the electors who attended on the 
first day, might have been polled on said day, the pe- 
titioner has produced the accompanying depositions, 
from No. 4 to No. 9, inclusive, which, in substance, 
state, that the election commenced between 9 and 10 
o'clock in the morning; in about one hour after it was 
interrupted fifteen or twenty minutes, with the consent 
of the candidates, by an address made by Levin E. 


except this, it proceeded with great order and rapidity 
from the commencement, save a few minutes’ inter- 
mission several times during the day, while the quali- 
fication of an elector was inquired into, or when no 
voter offered, until about five o’clock in the afternoon, 
when voting became very slow; and but two or three 
votes were given in the course of half an hour, though 
proclamation was several times made, and the sheriff 
frequently requested persons to vote. That, at the set- 
ting of the sun, there were present the two under- 
shoriffs, and two other persons only who were qualified 
to vote, who had not voted; and it was represented to 
the sheriff that some of the voters had gone home, un- 
der the expectation that the poll would be continued; 
a continuance took place; it was asked for by the 
friends of Mr. Bayly, and objected to by Mr. Bassett’s, 
as also now by himself, on the ground that it was un- 
necessary and illegal. 


On the other hand, it is contended by the sitting 
member that the propriety or necessity of an adjourn- 
ment, to fulfil the spirit or intention of the law, is a 
matter left to the sound discretion of the sheriff, which, 
in the present case, had been properly exercised; that 
the presence of four, or any number of legal voters, not 
having voted, and claiming the right to vote, at the 
close of the poll on the first day, furnished such reasons 
and grounds for the continuance, as had been approveđ 
by universal practice through the State, and sanction- 
ed by the Legislature. In support of which he pro- 
duced a list of the election polls, taken in various coun- 
ties, at diferent times, and on different occasions, in 
the State, accompanied by certificates from some of the 
clerks who kept the same; also, the testimony of 
Messrs. Caperton and White, members of this House, 
and a certificate from the petitioner, acknowledging 
that the said clection in Accomac was conducted with 
honesty and impartiality. 

However desirous the committee may be to sanc- 
tion the general usage of the State, and respect the 
construction given to its law by its Legislature, they 
look in vain for that usage or construction in the evi- 
dence exhibited by the sitting member. Among the 
cases he presents no two agree, nor does any one of 
them compare with the one under consideration. This 
diversity denies us the aid of precedent, and leaves this 
case, as it probably will all others of a like nature, to 
be decided according to its own particular merits. 


The law of Virginia forbids voting after sunset on 
the day of election, and requires the poll to be closed 
on the first day, unless the electors are prevented from 
attending by the providential interposition of rain, or 
the rising of water-courses, or when more electors at- 
tend than can be polled in one day; in either of which 
cases, and then only, the sheriff is authorized to con- 
tinue the poll. 

It is presumed that those exceptions in the law were 
intended to favor those who, after due diligence, were 
unable to exercise their elective franchise, but was 
never designed to indulge the negligent, or protect the 
fraudulent. With this view of the law and the evi- 
dence before us, no difficulty is found in deciding the 
present case. Tho day was fine, the election pro- 
gressed with great order and rapidity; by five o’clock 
in the afternoon nearly all had voted; although pro- 
clamation was several times made, and the sheriff fre- 
quently called for voters, yet but few voted for the last 
hour or two, and, for the space of about halfan hour, 
only two voted. At the close of the polls there were 
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present but four persons who had not voted, two of 
them deputy sheriffs; who had been attending the 
whole day, and nothing appears but that the other 
two had or might have attended at the same time. Why 
did not those four vote during the day, or the last hour 
of it, when few voted, and particularly during the half 
hour in which only two voted? It was surely the want 
of disposition, and not the want of time, which prc- 
vented them. With these facts before us, can it be 
said that more electors attended than could be polled 
in one day? Certainly not; and no other cause is 
pretended or attempted to be shown for the adjourn- 
ment. Under these circumstances the committee do 
not hesitate to say, that the said continuance of the 
poll in the county of Accomac was improper, and not 
warranted by law, and that all the votes given subse- 
quent to the said continuance are illegal. They, there- 
fore, respectfully submit the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the adjournment of the poll in Ac- 
comac county, in the election between Burwell Bas- 
sett and Thomas M. Bayly, was illegal, and that the 
votes taken in that county subsequent to the said ad- 
journment ought to be set aside.” 


The following resolution was submitted by 
Mr. NeLson: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to exam- 
ine and report on the propriety of conferring public 
honors on the memory of James Lawrence, late Cap- 
tain of the United States frigate Chesapeake, and of 
Zebulon M. Pike, late a Brigadier General in the 
Armies of the United States, whose distinguished 
death in the service of their country add lustre to the 
cheracter of the American nation; the propriety of 
adopting, as the peculiar children of the Republic, the 
sons of these distinguished heroes, and the propriety 
of making provision for the support and comfort of the 
families of these deceased officers. 


The resolution was read, aed debate arising 
thereon. the House adjourned. 


Wepnespay, July 28. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
chat the Senate have insisted on thcir amend- 
ments, disagreed to by this House, to the bill 
“laying duties on licenses to retailers of wines, 
spirituous liquors, and foreign merchandise ;” and 
ask a conference upon the subject-matier of the 
said amendments. 

The House proceeded to consider the message 
from the Senate, insisting upon certain of their 
amendments, disagreed to by this House, to the 
bill “to lay and collect a direct tax within the 
United States: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do insist on their 
disagreement to the said amendments, and agree 
to the conference requested by the Senate upon 
the subject-matter thereof; and that Mr. Bizz, 
Mr. TAYLOR, and Mr. Rogerts, be appointed 
managers at the said conference, on the part of 
this House. 

The House proceeded to consider the message 
from the Senate, insisting on certain of their 
amendments, disagreed to by this House, to the 
bill “laying duties on licenses to retailers of 
wines, spirituous liquors, and foreign merchan- 
dise:” Whereupon, 

13th Con. lst Suss.—16 


Resolved, That this House do insist on their 
disagreement to the said amendments, and agree 
to the conference requested by the Senate upon 
the subject-matter thereof; and that Mr. Biser, 
Mr. Taylor. and Mr. Rozer‘rs, be appointed 
managers at the same, on the part of this House. 

‘The amendments proposed by the Senate to 
the bill “laying duties on notes of banks, bankers, 
and certain companies, and on bills of exchange 
of certain descriptions,” were read, and agreed 
to in part and disagreed to in part. 

The amendment proposed: by the Senate to the 
amendment of this House to the bill * supple- 
mentary to the several acts heretofore passed 
upon the subject of an uniform rule of natural- 
ization,” was read, and disagreed to by the House. 

The resolution submitted yesterday, by Mr. 
Netson, was ordered to lie on the table. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House again in Committee of the Whole 
on the additional appropriation bill. The amount 
of $43,000 proposed to be appropriated to defray 
expenses of the Russian mission, was reduced to 
$38,500, with a view of allowing to John Q. 
Adams, for his services on said mission, $4,500 
instead of the usual outfit of $9,000 proposed by 
the Committee of Ways aud Means to be allowed 
to him. À 

A motion was made by Mr. Wricut to amend 
the bill by adding thereto the following proviso: 


“ Provided, That no compensation be made to John 
Q. Adams, Minister Resident, unless the British Gov- 
ernment agree to send a Minister or Ministers to the 
mediation of the Emperor of Russia: And, provided, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury receive no part of 
the salary of the Secretary of the Treasury during the 
lime he shall be absent from the seat of Government 
on said mission.” 

And the question being taken on said motion, 
was decided in the negative, 

A motion was then made by Mr. SHEFFEY to 
add the following proviso to the end of a-section 
of the bill: 


“ Provided, That nothing in this or any other act 
contained shall be construed to authorize any allow- 
ance to the Minister Plenipotentiary of the United 
States, resident at the Court of St. Petersburg, for any 
services as Minister to negotiate a Treaty of Peace 
with Great Britain, beyond the sum of $4,500, included 
in the appropriation hereinbefore mentioned; which 
sum is hereby authorized to be paid to the said Minis- 
ter, if the President shall deem it proper.” 

And, after much debate, the question thercon 
being taken by yeas and yeas, it appeared that 
there were for the amendment 55, against it 55, 
as follows: 

‘Yeas—Messrs. Bayly of Virginia, Benson, Bigelow, 
Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, Caldwell, Cham- 
pion, Chappell, Cilley, Culpeper, Davenport, Desha, 
Duvall, Ely, Farrow, Forney, Forsyth, Gloninger, 
Goldsborough, Hall, Hawes, Hufty, Hungerford, Jack- 
son of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of 
Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Montgomery, 
Moseley, Oakley, Ormsby, Pearson, Pickering, Pick- 
ens, Piper, Pitkin, Potter, John Reed, Richardson, 
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Ridgely, Sheffey, Sherwood, Smith of New York, 
Stanford, Stuart, Sturges, Thompson, Vose, White, 
Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, and Wright. 

Yuas—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Bard, 
Barnett, Bibb, Bowen, Butler, Calhoun, Clopton, 
Comstock, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of 
Pennsylvania, Dawson, Earle, Eppes, Findley, Ghol- 
son, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hasbrouck, Hopkins of 
Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Trwin, 
Kennedy, Kerr, King of North Carolina, Lyle, McKim, 
McLean, Moore, Newton, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsyl- 
vania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Roane, Roberts, Rob- 
ertson, Sevier, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith 
of Virginia, Strong, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, 
Wilson of Pennsylvania, and Yancey. 

The House being equally divided, the SPEAKER 
decided the said question in the negative. And 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading to-morrow. 


BOUNTY TO PRIVATEERS. 


The bill allowing a bounty to the owners, offi- 
cers, and crews of the private armed vessels of 
the United States, passed through a Committee 
of the Whole, and was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-morrow, in the following 
words: 

A bill allowing a bounty to the owners, officers, and 
crews of private armed vessels. 

Be it enacted, §c., That a bounty of twenty-five 
dollars be paid to the owners, officers, and crews of the 
“private armed vessels of the United States, commis- 
sioned as letters of marque, for each and every prisoner 
by them captured and brought into port, and delivered 
to an agent authorized to receive them, in any part of 
the United States; and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and required to pay or 
cause to be paid to such owners, otlicers, and crews of 
private armed vessels commissioned as afuresaid, or 
their agent, the aforesaid bounty for each person cap- 
tured and delivered as aforesaid. 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of fifty 
thousand dollars, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated. 


Tuorspay, July 29. 


Mr. Grunpy, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported the bill from the Senate “to 
prohibit the use of licenses or passes. granted by 
the authority of the Government of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland,” without 
amendment, and the bill was committed to a 
Committee of the whole House. 

An engrossed bill making additional appro- 
priations for the support of Government, during 
the year 1813, was read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill allowing a bounty to the 
owners, officers, and crews, of the private armed 
vessels, was read the third time, and passed. 

The House went into Committee of the Whole, 
on the bill from the Senate, making compensa- 
tion for wagons captured or destroyed by the 
enemy at Detroit. Before the Committee had 
gone through the bill, it was announced that a 
communication from the Senate of a confidentia! 
nature was in waiting; on which the Committee 


rose, reporied progress, and the doors were closed 
for a few minutes, when they were again opened. 

A meéssuge from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate insist on their amendments, disa- 
greed to by this House, to the bill “laying duties 
on notes of banks, bankers, and certain companies, 
on notes, bonds, and obligations, discounted by 
banks, bankers, and certain companies, and on 
bills of exchange of certain descriptions,” and ask 
a conference upon the subject-matter of the said 
amendments. 

The House proceeded to consider the message 
from the Senate, insisting on their amendments 
disagreed to by this House, to the bill “laying 
duties on notes of banks, bankers, and certain 
companies, on bonds, notes, and obligations, dis- 
counted by banks, bankers, and certain companies, 
and on bills of exchange of certain descriptions ;” 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth insist on their 
disagreement to the said amendments, and agree 
to the conference asked by the Senate upon the 
subject-matter thereof, and that Mr. Biss, Mr. 
Tayor, and Mr. Rozerts, be appointed mana- 
gers on the part of this House. 

Mr. Biss, from the managers appointed to con- 
fer with the managers on the part of the Seaate, 
on the subject-matter of the amendments depend- 
ing between the two Houses to the bill “laying 
duties on licenses to retailers of wines, spirituous 
liguors, and foreign merchandise,” made a report ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


BRITISH LICENSES. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole, 
on the bill to probibit the use of licenses or passes 
issued by the Government of Great Britain. 

After several ineffectual attempts to amend the 
bill, the Committee rose and reported it without 
amendment. 


A motion was then made, by Mr. PITKIN, to 
amend the bill by inserting a new section, to 
come in after the second section of the bill, as 
follows: 


And be it further enacted, That, whenever any ship 
or vessel, seized and detained by virtue of this act, and 
for a violation of the same, by any private armed ves- 
sel of the United States, shall be acquitted on trial, it 
shall be in the power of the court before which such 
trial is had, in case it shall appear to such court that 
such seizure and detention was made without probable 
cause, to order the captors to pay to the owners of 
such ship or vessel such damages, for such seizure and 
detention, as they may judge just and reasonable. 


And the question thereon being taken, it was 
determined in the negative. 

A motion was made, by Mr. Oax.ey, to amend 
the bill by inserting, after the word “appear,” in 
the eighth line of the second section, the words, 
“by the discovery, on board, of any such license, 
pass, or other instrument.” 

And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative. 

Another motion was made, by Mr. Oaxcey, to 
amend the bill by inserting, after the word * Ire- 
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land,” in the fifth line of the first section, the 
words, “ or by the Government of France.” 

And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 38, nays 70, as fol- 
lows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Benson, Bigelow, Breckenridge, Brig- 
ham, Caperton, Champion, Cheves, Cilley, Cooper, 
Davenport, Duvall, Fly, Geddes, Hungerford, Jackson 
of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of Massa- 
chusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Montgomery, Moseley, Oak- 
ley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, John Reed, Richard- 
son, Ridgely, Ruggles, Seybert, Sheffey, Sherwood, 
Stanford, Sturges, Thompson, Vose, Wilson of Massa- 
chusetts, and Winter. 

‘Nars—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Bard, 
Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Butler, Calhoun, Chap- 
pell, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, 
Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, Farle, Eppes, 
Farrow, Findley, Forney, Forsyth, Gholson, Glasgow, 
Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Hasbrouck, Hawes, 
Hubbard, Humphreys, Irwin, Kennedy, Kerr, King of 
North Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, Me- 
Kim, McLean, Moore, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Pick- 
ens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of 
Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robert- 
son, Sevier, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Strong, 
Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Wilson of Penn- 
sylvania, Wright, and Yancey. 

A motion was made, by Mr. Picxertna, to 
amend the bill by striking out the words “the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland,” 
and to insert the words, “any foreign nation.” 

And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative. 

A motion was then made by Mr. PICKERING, 
to amend the bill by inserting the words, “ own- 
ers, officers, and crew, of such,” in the 15th Jine 
of the second section, after the word “or,” and 
before the word “ private.” 

And the question being taken, it was determined 
in the negative. 

The bill was then read the third time, and 
passed, yeas 78, nays 33, as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Bard, Barnett, 
Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chap- 
pell, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, 
Culpeper, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, 
Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Farrow, Findley, Forney, For- 
syth, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, 
Grundy, Hall, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkins of Ken- 
tucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hungerford, Irwin, Ken- 
nedy, Kerr, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, 
Macon, McCoy, McKim, McI.ean, Montgomery, Moore, 
Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, 
Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, 
Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sevier, 
Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Stanford, 
Strong, Tannchill, Taylor, Telfair, Wilson of Penn- 
sylvania, Wright, and Yanccy. 

Navys—Messrs. Benson, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Caperton, Champion, Cheves, Cilley, Cooper, Daven- 
port, Ely, Geddes, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of 
New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, 
Moscley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, John Reed, 
Richardson, Ridgely, Ruggles, Sheffey, Sherwood, 
Sturges, Thompson, Vose, White, Wilson of Massa- 
chusetts, and Winter. 


Fripay, July 30. 

Mr. Trour reported a bill authorizing the ap- 
pointment of certain officers of the Army by the 
President of the United States during the recess 
of Congress, (viz. the officers of the five regiments 
changed by an act of the present session from 
twelve months’ to five years’ men,) and the bill 
was twice read and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 

Mr. Fisx, from the Committee of Elections, 
made a report, according to instruction, on the 
petition of Burwell Bassett, contesting the elec- 
tionof Thomas M. Bayly. The report pronounces 
that the election in Accomac county, in Virginia, 
was illegally held, and therefore ought to be set 
aside. 

Mr. Benson moved that the consideration of 
the report be postponed to the first Monday in 
December next, and the said motion was decided 
in the affirmative. 

A message was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing that they had passed the resolution for 
adjournment, with an amendment fixing on Mon- 
day next, as the day for adjournment. 

Mr. McKim moved that the amendment lie on 
the table. After some conversation, the motion 
was negatived, 63 to 41. The amendment of the 
Senate was agreed to by a large majority. 

Mr. Braz, from the Committee of Conference 
on the Direct Tax bill, made a report, which was 
read and concurred in by the Senate. The dif- 
ference between the Houses, on the other tax bills, 
have also been compromised. 

A message was received from the Senate, stat- 
ing their passage of the Loan bill, with a small 
amendment, which was read and concurred in. 

The report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means on the petition of John Dorsey, was dis- 
cussed in Committee, and the following resolu- 
tion ultimately adopted and referred to a com- 
mittee to bring in a bill: 

“ Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioner ought 
to be granted.” 

On motion of Mr. FINDLEY, 

dtesolved, That the Clerk of this House be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, 
out of the contingent fund, to such persons as 
have been in the employ of the Doorkeeper dur- 
ing the present session, in addition to their daily 
pay, and to John Oswald Dunn, the sum of thirty- 
five dollars each, for their services. 


EXPORTATION OF PROVISIONS. 


Mr. NewTon rose to offer a resolution on the 
subject of prohibiting the exportation of provis- 
ions and naval stores. He wasconstrained to in- 
troduce it at this late period of the session from 
a conviction of its importance and necessity. The 
proposition for a general embargo had been re- 
jected, and the bili prohibiting the use of licenses 
had had the effect, hermetically, to seal our ports 
against the egress of our own vessels. The con- 
sequence would be, that British vessels would 
assume the neutral character, and a fraudulent 
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intercourse would be carried on with the enemy, 
to favor which Porto Rico and Guadaloupe had 
heen recently ceded to Sweden, to make them 
entrepots for this commerce with the enemy car- 
ried on under the disguise of the neutral flag. 
Mr. N. wished to prevent the enemy, now hover- 
ing on our coast, from receiving supplies in this 
collusive manner, and, by making the war more 
decisive in its character, to bring it to an earlier 
termination. With these views, he moved the 
adoption of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee of Foreign Relations 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
hibiting the exportation of provisions and naval stores 
in foreign bottoms, and that they have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

The House agreed, by yeas and nays, to con- 
sider the resolution. 

On suggestion of Mr. Grunpy, seconded by Mr. 
Ca.uoun, the resolution was so amended as to 
refer the subject thereof to the Committee of 
Commerceand Manufactures, instead of the Com- 
mittee of Foreign Relations. 

Mr. Wricut and Mr. BigeLow opposed the 
object of the motion with some warmth. 

A motion was made to postpone indefinitely 
the further consideration of the resolve ; and the 
question thereon having been taken by yeas and 
nays, was decided as follows: For indefinite post- 
ponement 59, against it 53. 

So the resolution was indefinitely postponed ; 
in other words, rejected. 


DIPLOMATIC EXPENSES, &c. 


The following resolutions were submitted for 
consideration by Mr. Erres: 


1. Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before this 
House, at the commencement of the next session of 
Congress, copies of the accounts of the different Min- 
isters Plenipotentiary, Envoys Extraordinary, Secreta- 
ries of Legation, and Consuls, appointed under the 
authority of the United States, from the commence- 
ment of the present Government; with a statement of 
the sum allowed to each, under the different ilems of 
outfit, salary, and contingencies, including the items 
of the contingent expenses, and any other information 
tending to show the principles on which such accounts 
have been adjusted and settled. 

2. Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before this 
House, at the commencement of the next session of 
Congress, a detailed account of the expenses incurred 
in the Treaty with Algiers, including the several sums 
paid to the Dey of Algiers, and the items of the con- 
tingent expenses attending the same. 

3. Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed 
to prepare, and lay before this House, at the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress, a general 
view of the unsettled accounts in the offices of Pay- 
master and Accountant of the War Department, dis- 
tinguishing the amount of such accounts, the period 
at which they have been presented for settlement, and 
to suggest any measures which he may consider neces- 
sary to secure the accountahility of public agents, 
and prevent the future accumulation of unsettled ac- 
counts in the offices of the Paymaster General or Ac- 
countant of the War Department. 


: 4, Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
instructed to prepare, and lay before this House, at 
the commencement of the next session of Congress, a 
general view of the unsetiled accounts in the office of 
Accountant of the Navy Department, distinguishing 
the amount of such accounts, and the period at whicn 
they have been presented, and to suggest such mcas- 
ures as he may consider necessary to secure the ac- 
countability of public agents, and prevent the future 
accumulation of unsettled accounts in that office. 

5. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
instructed to prepare, and report to this House, at the 
commencement of the next session of Congress, a 
general view of the unsettled accounts in the office 
of Auditor of the United States, distinguishing the 
amount of such accounts, the period at which they 
have been presented, and to suggest such measures as: 
he may consider necessary to prevent the future accu- 
mulation of unsettled accounts in that office. 


On motion of Mr. Wricur, the first resolution 
was amended by inserting the words “ Secretaries 
of Legation,” after the words “ Envoys Extraor- 
dinary.” . 

On motion of Mr. PICKERING, the second reso- 
lution was amended by adding to the end thereof, 
the following: “and all other expenditures in re- 
lation to the Barbary Powers, including those 
occasioned by the war with Tripoli, and the mak- 
ing of a peace with that Regency.” 

he above resolutions were then agreed to, as 
amended. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Erprs and Prrxi be 
appointed a committee to present the said resolu- 
tions to the President of the United States. 


Sarurpay, July 31. 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed the bill “ mak- 
ing further provision for the collection of inter- 
nal duties, and for the appointment and compen- 
sation of assessors ;” also, the bill to provide for 
the widows and orphans of militia slain, and for 
militia disabled in the service of the United 
States ;” and also the bill “concerning invalid 
pensioners;” with amendments to each, in which 
they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The amendments to all these bills were read, 
and concurred in by the House. 

Mr. McKim reported a bill for the relief of 
Joshua Dorsey ; which was read three times, and 
passed. 

The further consideration of the supplement- 
ary report of the Committee of Elections on the 
contested election of J. P. HuncERForD was, on 
motion of Mr. Suerrey, postponed to the first 
day of the next session. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill “ giving fur- 
ther time for registering claims to land in the late 
district of Arkansas, in the Territory of Mis- 
souri, and for other purposes;” also, the bill “ for 
the relief of the officers and crew of the late 
United States’ brig Vixen ;” also, the bill “ sup- 
plementary to the act, entitled ‘An act for the 
better regulation of the ordnance ;” with amend- 
ments to each. 
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_The amendments of the Senate to all the said | 
bills were read, and concurred in by the House. 


BRITISH BARBARITIES. 


Mr. Macon, from the committee to whom was 
referred that part of the Presidents Message 
which relates to the spirit and manner in which 
the war has been waged by the enemy, madea 
report, including a voluminous mass of testimony 
on-the subject. The report is as follows: 


The committee, to whom was referred that part of the 
President’s Message, which relates to the spirit and 
manner in which the war has been waged by the 
enemy, report: 

‘That they have collected and arranged all the testi- 
mony on this subject which could at this time be pro- 
cured. This testimony is submitted to the considera- 
tion of the House, arranged under the following heads: 

l. Bad treatment of American prisoners ; 

2. Detention of American prisoners as British sub- 
jects, on the plea of nativity in the dominions of Great 
Britain, or of naturalization ; 

3. Detention of mariners as prisoners of war, who 
-were in England when the war was declared ; 

4. Compulsory service of impressed American sea- 
men on board British ships of war ; 

5. Violation of flags of truce; 

6. Ransom of American prisoners from Indians in 
the British service ; 

7. Pillage and destruction of private property on 
the Chesapeake Bay, and in the neighboring country: 

8. Massacre and burning of American prisoners 
surrendered to officers of Great Britain, by Indians in 
the British service; abandonment of the remains of 
Americans killed in battle, or murdered after the sur- 
render to the British; the pillage and shooting of 
American citizens, and the burning of their houses 
after surrendef to the British under the guarantee of 
protection ; 

9. Outrages at Hampton, in Virginia. 

The evidence under the first head demonstrates that 
the British Government has adopted a rigor of regu- 
lation unfriendly to the comfort, and apparently unne- 
cessary to the safekeeping of American prisoners gen- 
erally. It shows, also, instances of a departure from 
‘the customary rules of war by the selection and con- 
finement in close prisons of particular persons, and 
the transportation of them for undefined causes from 
the ports of the British colonics to the island of Great 
Britain. 

The evidence under the second head establishes the 
fact, that however the practice of detaining American 
citizens as British subjects may be regarded as to the 
principle it involves, that such detentions continue to 
occur through the agency of the naval and other com- 
manders of that Government. It proves, too, that 
however unwilling to allow other nations to naturalize 
her subjects, Great Britain is disposed to enforce the 
obligation entered into by their citizens when natural- 
jzed under her own laws. This practice, even sup- 
posing the release of every person thus detained, obvi- 
ously subjects our captured citizens, upon mere suspi- 
cion, to hardships and perils from which they ought to 
be exempt according to the established rules in relation 
to prisoners of war. 

he evidence under the third head shows, that 
while all other American citizens were permitted to 
depart within a reasonable time after the declaration 
of war, all mariners who were in the dominions of 
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Great Britain, whether they resorted to her ports in 
time of peace for lawful purposes, or were forced into 
them under pretence of illegal commerce, are consid- 
cred prisoners of war. The injustice of this exception 
is not more apparent than the jealousy it discloses to- 
wards that useful class of our fellow-citizens. But the 
committee can but remark, that if the practice of 


| hiring American scamen to navigate British vessels ie 


generally adopted and authorized, and that it is suf- 
fered, appears from the advertisement of George Maude, 
the British agent at Port Royal, which is to be found 
with the testimony collected under the first head, that 
the naval strength of that empire will be increased in 
proportion to the number of our seamen in bondage. 
The present war having changed the relation of the 
two countries, the pretended right of impressment can 
no longer be exercised, but the same end may be ac- 
complished by the substitution of this mode. Every 
seaman thus employed (the terms of whose engage- 
ment have not been ascertained) increases the naval 
strength of the enemy, not only by depriving the Uni- 
ted States of his active services, but by enabling Great 
Britain to carry on and even extend her commerce 
without diminishing the number of sailors employed. 
in her vessels of war. 

The testimony collected under the fourth head 
proves, that it is the ordinary practice of the officers of 
British armed vessels to force impressed Americans to 
serve against their country by threats, by corporal pun- 
ishment, and even by the fear of immediate execution; 
an instructing commentary upon the professions of tho 
Government of its readiness to release impressed 
American seamen found on board ships of war! 


On the evidence collected under the fifth head, it is 
only necessary to observe that, in one case, the case of 
Dr. McKeehan, the enormity is increased by the cir- 
cumstanées of the flag being divested of everything of 
a hostile character, having solely for its object the re- 
lief of the wounded and suffering prisoners who were 
taken at the river Raisin, on the 22d January, 1813. 
The treatment of Dr. McKeehan, not by the allies of 
Great Britain, but by the officers of her army, can. 
only be rationally accounted for by the supposition, 
that it was considered good policy to deter American 
surgeons from going to the relief of their countrymen, 
as the Indian surgeons had a more speedy and effec. 
tual mode of relieving their sufferings. 

The evidence respecting the ransom of American 
prisoners from Indians, collected under the sixth head, 
deserves attention, principally from the policy it indi- 
cates, and as it is connected with Indian cruelties. 
Considering the savages as an auxiliary military force, 
in the pay of Great Britain, the amount of ransom may 
be regarded as part of their stipulated compensation 
for military service; and as ransoms would be in- 
creased and their value enhanced by the terror inspired 
by the most shocking barbarities, it may be fairly con- 
cluded, whatever may be the intention of the British 
Government, that the practice of redeeming captives 
by pecuniary means will be occasionally quickened by 
the butchery of our fellow-citizens, and by indignities 
offered to their remains; as long as the Indians are 
employed by the enemy. The justice of this conclu- 
sion is confirmed by the testimony of those witnesses 
who were retained after ransom as prisoners of war. 

The testimony collected under the seventh head 
shows, that the private property of unarmed citizens 
has been pillaged by the officers and crews of the Brit- 
ish vessels of war on our coast, their houses burnt, and 
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places of public worship mutilated and defiled. It ap- | foreign troops in the pay of Great Britain. ‘These 
pears that the officers, animated by the presence of | pretexts, admitting them to be true, are as disgraceful 
‘Admiral Cockburn, particularly distinguished them- | as the conduct which made a resort to them necessary. 
selves in these exploits. This evidence proves, that | Honor and magnanimity not only forbid the soldier to 
they were governed by the combined motives of avarice | perpetrate crimes, but require every excrtion on his 
and revenge ; not satisfied with bearing off, for their j part to prevent them. If, in defiance of discipline, acts 
own convenience, the valuable articles found, the others ; of violence are committed upon any individual entitled 
which furnished no allurements to their cupidity, were | to protection, the exemplary punishment of the offender: 
wantonly defaced and destroyed. It has been alleged, | can alone vindicate the reputation of the nation by 
in palliation of these acts of wanton cruelty, that a flag whom he is employed. Whether such exertions were 
sent on shore by the Admiral was fired upon by the | made by the British soldiers, or the character of the 
American militia The evidence proves this not to j British nation thus vindicated, the evidence will show. 
be the fact. This pretence has been resorted to only! ‘The shrieks of the innocent victims of infernal lust 
to excuse conduct which no circumstances can justify. | at Hampton were heard by the American prisoners, 


The Committee forbear to make any observations but were too weak to reach the ears or disturb the 
upon the testimony collected under the eighth head, | Tehose of the British officers, whose duty, as men, re- 
from a perfect conviction that no person of this or any | quired them to protect every female whom the fortune 
other nation can read the simplo narrative of the dif- | of war had thrown into their power. The Committee 
ferent witnesses of the grossest violations of honor, ' will not dwell on this hateful subject. Human lan- 
ee ana a nan mien ee | Eae e A ee nates critica lice het 
of indignation and horror. That these outrages were : e has 
Setpeirated by Indians, is neither palliation nor cx- | oiwgkenodi, they peuple that these a“ aed appetat 
cuse. Every civilized nation is answerable for the |50 Merecibie to the < merican people. nd for the 
conduct of ie allies under their command, and while honor of human nature they deeply regret that the evi- 
they partake of the advantages of their success, they | dence so clearly establishes their truth. In the corres- 
are equally partakers of the odium of their crimes. j pondence between the commander of the American 
The British forces concerned in the affair of the 22d, and British forces will be found what Is equivalent to 
at the river Raisin, are more deeply implicated in the Th pda of the facts by the British sommier 
infamy of these transactions than by this mode of rea- i h ee “ene i to aon that the Ponbtinent 
soning, however correct. The massacre of the zad | ° ae ‘The ers re o Tiati t ENE ea 
January, after the capitulation, was perpetrated with- . SUL Es sone: POWer OL te aliation being vested by law 
out any exertion on their part to prevent it ; indeed, | i? the Executive Magistrate, no measure is considered 
itis apparent, from all the circumstances, that if the | necessary to be proposed, but the resolution annexed. 
British officers did not connive at their destruction, | t° om report, eer he at 
they vee criminally eae abont the Bite of ae | ae E E T 
wounded prisoners. But what marks more strongly } robi te » are, > 
the degibtalion of the character of the British soldiers, Committee, calculated to produce a contrary effect, 
is the refusal of the last oflices of humanity to the | they submit for the consideration of the House the 


bodies of the dead. The bodies of our countrymen | following resolution : : 3 
wero exposed to every indignity, and became food for |. Resolved, That the President of the United States 
brutes in the sight of men who affect a sacred regard | be requested to have collected and presented to this 
to the dictates of honor and religion. Low indced is į House, during the continuance of the present war, 
the character of that army which is reduced to the: evidence of every departure by the enemy from the 
confession, that their savage auxiliaries will not permit | ordinary modes of conducting war among civilized 
them to perform the rites of sepulture to the slain. | menouse 
The Committee have not been able to discover cven; The resolution was agreed to, and a commit- 
the expression of that detestation which such conduct ; tee appointed to present the same to the Pres- 
must inspire from the military or civil authority on the ident. 
Canadian frontier, unless such detestation is to be pre- | On motion of Mr. Grunpy, 5000 copies of said 
sumed from the choice of an Indian trophy as an or- | report were ordered to be printed for the use of 
nament for the Legislative Hall of Upper Canada. | the members. 
The Committee have considered it their duty to sub-/ [See Appendix for the documents. ] 
mit the evidence collected under the ninth head, of the : 
atrocities committed at Hampton, although these cnor- PROPERTY LOST AT DETROIT. 
mities have been committed since their appointment.!|_ The House resolved itself intoa Committee 
These barbarities may be rationally considered as the ; of the Whole on the bill from the Senate “ mak- 
consequence of the example set by the officers of the | ing compensation for wagons and teams captured 
a a cerca: tecpuee a ee ee amy ee Dai aa ee 
sive, : 
pation of the most dreadful crimes by the commission rhe report of the Commi cared Cee 2 
of minor offences with impunity. That troops who! Hi Ji EE ae sa ree ee the omma 
had been instigated by the example of their officers, to j tice ang el ti their disagreement to va 
plunder the property and burn the houses of unarmed said report, and agreed to the bill without amend- 
citizens, should proceed to rape and murder, need not | ment. R ? 
excite surprise, however it may inspire horror. For Mr. McLean, said that, urged by a sense of 
every detestable violation of humanity an excuse is duty, he rose for the purpose of asking this com- 
fabricated or found. The wounded prisoners on the | mittee not to concur in the report of the Commit- 
‘Northern frontier were massacred by Indians; the sick | tee of Claims. Nothing was further from my 
murdered, and the women violated, at Hampton, by the | expectation (said he) than an unfavorable report 
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upon this subject. The justice of the claims for | derness filled with obstacles. To have engaged 
which the bill is intended to provide, had been | in such a service under a contract that did not 
presented to my mind in such a striking manner, | secure them in some measure from loss, would 
that I had not supposed the Committee of Claims} have been doing injustice to themselves and to 
would have hesitated in sanctioning the bill, nor í their families. They were patriotic—they were 
this House in passing it; and, notwithstanding | willing to share in the dangers of the army; but 
the unfavorable impression entertained by the |to have expected more than a personal risk, to 
Committee of Claims, I flatter myself, that this; have required a risk of their property engaged in 
committee will only require an acquaintance with | the service, would have been imposing on them 
the merits of the claims specified in the bill, to | a burden too heavy to be borne. On the arrival 
convince them that the Committee of Claims in | of the army at the Rapids of the Miami, many 
rejecting the bill have proceeded upon mistaken ; of the owners of wagons and teams were anxious 
premises. to return. They had not calculated on progress- 

When a resolution was submitted by me some | ing farther—their teams had become worsted by 
weeks ago on this subject, I was under an impres- : fatigue, and for want of forage. Some were dis- 
sion that the great proportion of these wagons ! charged; others were compelled to go by positive 
and teams had been taken into the service by ac- command. They had no control over their pro- 
tual impressment; but, on further examination } perty, either as to the manner of its employment, 
into the evidence submitted to the Committee | or the duration of its service They were com- 
of Claims, and on conversing with the then acting | pelled to render as implicit obedience to the 
Quartermaster General, I find my impression was | Commander-in-Chief as the soldier in the ranks. 
not altogether correct. And Í cannot refrain | They progressed with the army to Detroit, and 
from expressing my gratification that on this | continued in its service until the disgraceful sur- 
poiat I had been misinformed. render. Their wagons and teams were taken 

It will be recollected that, in the Spring of the | by the enemy; not as private property, but as 
year 1812, a detachment principally composed of | property belonging to the Government, or for 
Ohio militia was organized and placed under the | which it was liable to the respective owners. 
command of General Hull. No sooner was it} The enemy will never admit that, in the seizure 
announced to the citizens of Ohio that their coun- | of this property, they violated the articles of ca- 
try required their services, than a sufficient num- | pitulation. A regular list of the owners of these 
ber voluntarily sacrificed the scenes of domestic | teams was made out—they were considered as 
happiness, and tendered their services. The ranks | being attached to the army—they shared in its 
were immediately filled. The same spirit of per dangers—they participated in its fate. 
| 


triotism which induced citizens to make a tender | From this statement of facts, the question arises 
of their personal services, influenced others to | whether the owners of this property are entitle 

make a like sacrifice, and render a service with | to remuneration? It will be necessary, in order 
their property. At the time the contract was | to obviate the difficulties raised by the Committee 
made between the owners of these wagons and | of Claims, to examine -the principles on which 
teams and the agents of the Government, it was ; their report is predicated. An objection is made, 
understood by both parties that, in the event of | because the service with this property was ren- 
a loss, a remuneration would be made. An as-‘ dered voluntarily. In this I had supposed a 
surance to this effect was given to the owners of į strong reason would have been found for an am- 
this property, not only by the Quartermaster Gen- | ple and speedy remuneration. When a call is 
eral, but by the Commander-in-Chiet of the Army. made for the personal services of our countrymen, 
That a remuneration was intended in the event of | and when those services are rendered voluntarily, 
a loss, the owners of the property had-a right to | they are deemed more honorable than services 
conclude, not only from the express assurances į rendered by compulsion. No sight is more pleas- 
given, but from the fact of the property being | ing than to see the citizens of our country, when 
valued. What purpose was the valuation intended į public emergencies require, rally around the na- 
to answer? Certainly it was not a mere form. ! tional standard. ‘This principle ought to be cher- 
No object could be obtained by it, unless it were | ished—it is the love of country—one of the most 
intended as a criterion for compensation, should | noble principles that is found in the American 
the property become lost. Under these impres- j bosom. For my own part, I can discover no es- 
sions, many citizens, without being impressed, | sential diference between a service rendered in 
engaged their wagons and teams in the publie | the ranks, and a service rendered with property ; 
service. It was not expected that their services | the latter is as necessary as the former—with- 
would be required farther than the Rapids of the | out it no valuable object could be accomplished. 
Miami of the Lake. From that place it was cal- | Sir, this disposition, I am proud to acknowledge, 
culated to transport the baggage of the army by j has prevailed in the State of Ohio. Such was 
water; and I am informed it was thought by | the anxiety for the promotion of the public ser- 
many, teams could have been discharged short of | vice, and so willing were the citizens generally to 
the rapids. 'T'he owners of these teams were not | contribute to the attainment of this object, that 
induced to enter into this contract through mo- | the citizen who was not willing to relinquish any 
tives of speculation ; they were aware of some of | spectes of property, however inconvenient to him- 
the many difficulties they would have to encoun- self, for the public good, was marked as acting a 
ter, The march of the army led through a wil- | dishonorable part. Had it not been for this dispo- 
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sition, the first Northwestern army could not have 
marched. The necessary supplies were furnished 
by the vigorous exertions of the patriotic citi- 
zens of the State. Money for the payment of 
the troops in a considerable degree was furnished 
from the same source. One banking institution, 
in the town of Cincinnati.advanced for the bene- 
fit of the army more than $500,000 in actual cash. 
‘This was a voluntary act, without any particular 
‘pledge on the part of the Government. Because 
‘it was a voluntary act, does it manifest a less de- 
gree of patriotism in the members of that insti- 
tution, or are they the less entitled, if they have 
not received it, to a speedy remuneration ? 

The Committee of Claims, for the purpose of 
elucidating the principle governing their decision, 
have supposed the case to have existed between 
private individuals—where, the property being 
hired on a hazardous enterprise, equally known 
to both parties, the loss without the negligence of 
the hirer, sustained by the owner, it is not diffi- 
cult to raise a presumption and, on supposed pre- 
mises give a correct decision. Butitis often dif- 
ficult to suppose a case precisely similar in all its 
parts to the one intended. Iam willing to suppose 
the case under consideration to have existed be- 
tween citizens in private life, and have no hesita- 
tation in giving it as my opinion, a recovery could 
be obtained in a court of justice. Add to these 
circumstances of the contract that the owners of 
this property were informed, unless they rendered 
a voluntary service, compulsive means would be 
resorted to, and taking the nature of the contract 
into view, surely no one can be found who will 
hesitate on the subject. But itis insinuated in the 
report, that the officers of the army had no power 
to give assurance of indemnification, and that no- 
thing can be claimed by virtue of them. Sir, I 
am not satisfied with the correctness of this prin- 
ciple. Whatis the nature of impressment? Does 
it give any additional security to the rights of the 
citizen? Is it not intended entirely for the bene- 
fit of Government? Giving power to its agents 
to seize the property of the citizen when the pub- 
_lic exigencies require—putting it out of the power 
of the citizen by a refusal to defeat the public ser- 
vice. But, because in extreme cases this power 
is given to your commanding officers, does it ne- 
cessarily follow that they are not authorized to 
make other contracts obligatory on the Govern- 
ment? Are not your officers in fact authorized 
to make absolute purchases of such species of 
property as the service may require? If they are 
authorized to make an absolute purchase, may 
they not make a conditional one—more to the 
advantage of Government—a purchase to become 
absolute in case the property should be lost? Sir, 
in giving these assurances the officers of the army 
did not rest their opinion on mere conjecture. 
Property destroyed by the enemy at the battle of 
Tippecanoe had been paid for by the Govern- 
ment. This precedent was fresh in their recol- 
lection—add to this, every other case of a similar 
nature since the institution of the Government, 
and no one can longer doubt, that the officers of 
the Northwestern army were authorized to give 


the assurances they did. The Government had 
become pledged by its solemn acts, from which 
in similar cases it cannot recede without mani- 
fest injustice. Advert to the transactions at the 
Rapids of the Miami; additional assurances are 
there given. The owners of the property, not 
having calculated on their services being required 
farther, were reluctant to proceed—they were 
commanded to progress with the army; they had 
no direction over their property, it was com- 
pletely under thecontrol of the commanding Gene- 
ral—they were compelled to obey. 

Pursue the reasoning of the committee—sup- 
pose the case to have existed between private in- 
dividuals—I would ask if the property had be- 
come lost through the negligence or improper con- 
duct of the hirer, whether he would not be ac- 
countable to the owner? Iam aware that I may 
here be met with a general presumption, that 
every officer is presumed to have done his duty, 
until he be regularly convicted. But, sir, in this 
instance, the act is too glaring to admit of sucha 
ptesumption—from the highest officer next to the 
Commander-in-Chief, down to the private in the 
ranks, but one opinion exists, and that is, that the 
surrender of Detroit was unnecessary. All who 
witnessed the disgraceful scene bear testimony to 
the fact, and all who learn a correct relation of 
the circumstances, concur in the same opinion. 
By this act, the property of these citizens passed 
into the possession of the enemy. And are they 
to be refused a compensation? „They have ap- 
pealed to their country—shall they meet with a 
denial? Every principle of justice favors their 
claim, and demands a speedy indemnification. 
Would it be just to compensate the citizen whose 
property bad been forced from his possession, by 
the hand of authority, for the public service, and 
turn him empty away, who indulged in his patri- 
otic disposition by a voluntary tender of his pro- 
perty? Will not such a decision damp the feel- 
ings of our countrymen? Will it not alienate 
their affections from their country? No longer 
can they feel anxious to promote its service. 

The Committee of Claims have assimilated the 
case under consideration to all cases of depredation, 
on sea as well as on land, committed by the enemy 
upon property not engaged in the public service. 
In my opinion, the most remote analogy does not 
exist. In the latter case, the Government has no 
agency in controlling the property; they do not 
impel the citizen the road to ruin! He engages 
in enterprises at discretion—he acts voluntarily— 
if he sustain a loss, his censure cannot justly fall 
on the Government, much iess has he a right to 
claim from it indemnification. Such losses are 
so dissimilar in point of principle to the losses at 
Detroit, that they do not merit further exami- 
nation. 

Would it be politic to reject the present claims ? 
The Government may refuse, but such refusal 
will not convince the claimants that their claims 
are not just. Bya rejection, we give a deadly 
blow to those patriotic exertions which have 
characterized our citizens. We convince them, 
in the most forcible manner, that their country is 
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ungrateful and unjust. They will discover that 
ruin is the only reward for their patriotism, and 
want to their families for having served their 
country. I trust such complaints may be avoided 
by an act of justice on the part of Government. 

The question was then taken to concur with 
the Committee of the Whole in their disagree- 
ment to the said report, and passed in the afarm- 
ative. 

A motion was then made, by Mr. Arcuer, to 
amend the said bill, by striking out, from the 
word “ persons,” in the third line of the first sec- 
tion, to the end of the section, and to insert the 
following: “whose wagon and team, sleigh, or 
t boat, shall have been impressed into the public 
€ service, or forcibly detained in said service after 
‘having voluntarily entered it, since the com- 


‘mencement of the present war, or whose wagon | 


‘and team, sleigh, or boat, shall be impressed into 
‘the public service, or shall be forcibly detained 
€ after having voluntarily entered it into said ser- 
‘vice, during the continuance of the said war: 
t Provided, Such wagon and team, sleigh, or 
t boat, shall be lost or destroyed in the public ser- 
£ vice, or shall be captured by the enemy.” 

And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative, and the bill was then read 
the third time, and passed. 

The House spent some time in Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate to amend 
the militia laws, &c., and the Committee having 
risen and reported progress, leave was refused 
them to sit again. 

A motion was made by Mr. Go.psnonovan to 
recommit said bill to a Committee of the Whole; 
but before the question was decided, the House 
adjourned. 


Monpay, August 2. 


A quorum not being present, a motion was 
made by Mr. Grosvenor that the Housedo now 
adjourn, and the question being taken, it was 
unanimously determined in the negative, ninety- 
six members being present, all of whom voted 
in the negative. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate, having completed the Legisla- 
tive business befure them, are now ready to ad- 
journ ; and they have appointed a committee on 
their part to wait on the President of the United 
States, and to inquire of him whether he has any 
further communications to make to Congress at 
the present session. 

Mr. Dawson and Mr. Grosvenor were ap- 
pointed of the abovementioned joint committee, 
on the partof the House. 

Soon after, Mr. Dawson reported that the 
committee had performed that service, and that 
the President answered that he had no further 
communications to make. 

Ordered, That a message be sent to the Sen- 
ate to inform them that this House is now ready 


message ; and, having returned, the Speaker ad- 
journed the House until the first Monday in De- 
cember next. 


' SUPPLEMENTAL JOURNAL 


| Of such proceedings of the First Session of the 
Thirteenth Congress, as, during the time they 
were depending, were ordered to be kept secret, 
and respecting which the injunction of secrecy 
was afterwards taken off by order of the House. 


Tuourspay, July 15, 1813. 


The following preamble and resolution was 
| submitted by Mr. Sruarr for consideration: 


Whereas the Seat of the General Government, 
; from the unprepared and defenceless state of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, is in imminent danger, if an attack 
should be made thereon: And whereas the flect of the 
į enemy is understood to be within a few hours’ sail of 
1 the Capitol: And whereas the immense value of pub- 
| lic property exposed to destruction, the great value of 
the public records, and other deeply interesting con- 
siderations, render it peculiarly important that any in- 
| vasion of the Metropolis should be met with vigor and 
į successfully repelled: Whereupon, 
| Resolved, 'That, in the opinion of this House, a dis- 
tribution of such arms as are in the possession of the 
Government, within the District of Columbia, should 
be immediately made, to be placed in the hands of all 
able-bodied men within the District, willing to be em- 
bodied to perform military duty ; and also in the hands 
_of such members of this House as may be willing to 
receive them, to act against the enemy in any manner 
not incompatible with their public duties. 


A question was taken, whether the subject-mat- 
ter of the said proposition requires secrecy in 
discussion, and passed in the affirmative. 

A motion was then made, by Mr. Rusa, of 
Tennessee, that the said proposition do lie on the 
table. And the question being taken, it was des 
termined in the negative—yeas 64, nays 74, as 
follows: 

Yxsas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Bard, 
Barnett, Beall, Benson, Bibb, Bowen, Calhoun, Clop- 
ton, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Davenport, Davis of 
Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, Ely, Eppes, Evans, 
Findley, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Geddes, Gholson, 
Glasgow, Goodwyn, Griffin, Hall, Humphreys, Hyne- 
man, Ingham, Irwin, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of Mas- 
sachusetts, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKim, Moore, 
Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Pleasants, Rea of 
Peunsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Roane, Roberts, 
Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith 
of Virginia, Strong, Sturges, T'annehill, Telfair, Troup, 
Whitehill, and Wilson of Pennsylvania. 

Naxs—Messrs. Archer, Avery, Baylies of Massa- 
chusetts, Bigelow, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Burwell, 
Caperton, Caldwell, Champion, Chappell, Cheves, 
Cilley, Clark, Comstock, Culpeper, Duvall, Gaston, 
Gloninger, Goldsborough, Gourdin, Grosvenor, Grundy, 
Hanson, Harris, Hawes, Hasbrouck, Hopkins of Ky., 
Hubbard, Hungerford, Ingersoll, Jackson of Rhode 


to adjourn, and that the Clerk do go with the said | Island, Kennedy, Kent of New York, Kerr, King of 


message. 


North Carolina, Lefferts, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Mc- 


The Clerk accordingly went with the said | Lean, Miller, Montgomery, Moseley, Murfree, Nelson, 
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Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 

A motion was made by Mr. GaoLson to 
amend the said proposition by striking out the 
preamble. And the question being taken it passed 
In the affirmative. 

A motion was then made by Mr. BURWELL, 
that the said proposition, as amended, be com- 
mitted to the Commitiee on Military Affairs. 
And the question being taken, it passed in the 
affirmative—yeas 74, nays 44, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Beall, Benson, Bowen, Burwell, But- 
Jer, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Clop- 
ton, Comstock, Condict, Crawford, Davis of Penn- 
sylvania, Dawson, Desha, Duvall, Eppes, Evans, Find- 
ley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, 
Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Hall, 
Hasbrouck, Hufty, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, 
Ingham, Irwin, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, 
Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, Lefferts, 

‘Lowndes, McCoy, McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, 
Newton, Pickering, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Roane, 
Robertson, Sevier, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith 
of Virginia, ‘l'annehill, Taylor, ‘Telfair, Wilson of 
Pennsylvania, Winter, and Yancey. : 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Baylies of Massach’ts, 
Bibb, Breckenridge, Culpeper, Gaston, Gloninger, 
Grosvenor, Grundy, Hanson, Harris, Hawes, Hopkins 
of Kentucky, Hubbard, Hungerford, Kent of N. York, 
King of North Carolina, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Mil- 
Jer, Montgomery, Nelson, Oakley, Ormsby, Pearson, 
Pitkin, John Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of 
Tennessee, Ridgely, Roberts, Seybert, Shelley, Sher- 
wood, Smith of New York, Stanford, Stuart, Troup, 
Vose, White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, and 
Wright. 


Fripay, July 16. 


Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made the following report: 

“ The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred a resolution of yesterday, having relation to 
the present movements of the enemy, report: 

«That they have examined into the state of prep- 
aration, naval and military, made to receive the enc- 
my, and are satisfied that the preparation is, in every 
respect, adequate to the emergence, and that no meas- 
ures are necessary, on the part of the House, to make 
it more complete.” 

Which was read, and ordered to be inserted in 
the Journal. 

Ordered, That the said report do lie on the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. Birr, the injunction of se- 
crecy, imposed on the confidential proceedings 
of this House, of yesterday and to-day, was re- 
moved. 


Tuxspay, July 20. 


Supplemental Journal. 


[CONFIDENTIAL] 
To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

There being sufficient ground to infer, that it is the 
purpose of the enemy to combine, with the blockade of 
our ports, special licenses to neutral vessels, or to Brit- 
ish vessels in neutral disguises, whereby they may 
draw from our country the precise kind and quantity 
of exports essential to their wants, whilst its general 
commerce remains obstructed; keeping in view, also, 
the insidious discrimination between different ports of 
the United States; and as such a system, if not coun- 
teracted, will have the effect of diminishing, very ma- 
terially, the pressure of the war on the enemy, and 
encouraging a perseverance in it, at the same time 
that it will leave the general commerce of the United 
States under all the pressure the enemy can impose, 
thus subjecting the whole to British regulation, in 
subserviency to British monopoly: I recommend to 
the consideration of Congress, the expediency of an 
immediate and effectual prohibition of exports, limited 
to a convenient day in their next session, and remova- 
ble, in the meantime, in the event of a cessation of 
the blockade of our ports. 

JAMES MADISON. 

Wasurineron, July 20, 1813. 


A question was taken whether the subject- 
matter of thesaid Message required secrecy ; and 
passed in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the said Message be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Weonespay, July 21. 


Mr. Catnoon, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the Message of 
the President of the United States, received yes- 
terday, made a report; which was read, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole. 

The House then resolved itself intoa Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the said report; and, 
after some time spent therein. the Speaker re- 
sumed the Chair, and Mr. KENNEDY reported 
that the Committee had had the said report under 
consideration, and agreed to the same, with an 
amendment; which was read at the Clerk’s table, 
and concurred in by the House. 

The said report, as amended, is as follows : 

“ Resolved, That it would be expedient to adopt 
the measures submitted by the Message to the consid- 
eration of the House.” 

Along debate took place on the adoption of 
this amendment. Mr. Cray, and Mr. Newson, 
of Virginia, spoke in favor of the amendment, 
and the policy of the measure. Mr. CALHOUN 
spoke in defence of the report of the Committee, 
and in opposition to an embargo; as did, also, 
Mr. Duvatt, of Keatucky, Mr. Tayor, of New 
York, Mr. Hanson, Mr. Grosvenor, and others, 

The question was then taken, to concur in the 
said report as amended, and passed in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 78, nays 51, as follows: l 

Yras—Messrs, Alexander, Alston, Avery, Bard, 
Barnett, Beall, Bihb, Bowen, Burwell, Butler, Cald- 


A Message was received from the PRESIDENT | well, Chappell, Clark, Clopton, Condict, Conard, Craw- 
or THE Unitep Statzs. which was read, and is | ford, Creighton, Dawson, Desha, Earle, Eppes, Evans, 
as follows: Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Forncy, Forsyth, 


501 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


502 


Supplemental Journal. 


Franklin, Gholson, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grun- 
dy, Hall, Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, 
Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, 
Kerr, Kershaw, Lefferts, Lyle, McCoy, McKim, Mc- 
Lean, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Parker, Pick- 
ering, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Rhea of Tennessce, Rich, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, 
Sage, Sevier, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of 
Virginia, Strong, Tannchill, Telfair, Ward of New 
Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, 
and Yancey. 

Nays—Messrs. Bayly of Virginia, Benson, Bige- 
low, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, Cal- 
houn, Champion, Cheves, Cilley, Comstock, Culpeper, 
Davenport, Duvall, Ely, Gloninger, Goldsborough, 
Grosvenor, Hasbrouck, Hufty, Hungerford, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of New York, Kent of 
Maryland, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, 
Lowndes, McKee, Montgomery, Moseley, Oakley, 
Pearson, Pitkin, John Reed, Richardson, Ruggles, Sey- 
bert, Sherwood, Stanford, Sturges, Taggart, Taylor, 
Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, White, Wilson of Mas- 
sachusetts, and Winter. 

Ordered, That the said report be committed to 
Mr. Grunpy, Mr. Wricut, Mr. Rosertson, Mr. 
Bras, and Mr. Fisk, with instruction to report a 
bill, in conformity thereto. 


Tuurspay, July 22. 


Mr. Grenpy, from the committee appointed 
yesterday, reported a bill laying an embargo on 
all ships and vessels in the ports and harbors of 
the United States; which was twice read and 
committed to'a Committee of the Whole House 
to-day. 

The question was taken; Shall the bill be the 
order of the day to-morrow ? and was determined 
in the negative—yeas 56, nays 79, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Benson, Bigelow, Breckenridge, Brig- 
ham, Caperton, Champion, Cheves, Cilley, Clark, Com- 
stock, Creighton, Culpeper, Davenport, Ely, Forsyth, 
Geddes, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Has- 
brouck, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hungerford, Ingersoll, 
Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of 
Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, Lewis, Lovett, 
Lowndes, McKee, Montgomery, Moseley, Oakley, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, John Reed, Rich- 
ardson, Ridgely, Ruggles, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith 
of New York, Smith of Virginia, Stuart, Sturges, 
Taggart, Taylor, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, White, 
Wilson of Massachusetts, and Winter. 

Nays—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Bayly of Virginia, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, 
Brown, Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, Chappell, Clopton, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Davis of Pennsylvania, 
Dawson, Desha, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Find- 
ley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Franklin, Gholson, 
Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, 
Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingham, 
Irwin, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Lefferts, Lyle, Mc- 
Coy, McKim, Mcl.can, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, New- 
ton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea 
of Pennsylvania, Rhea of ‘Tennessee, Rich, Roane, 
Robertson, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsyl- 
vania, Stanford, Strong, ‘fannehill, Telfair, Ward of 
New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
and Wright. 


F The said bill was then made the order for this 
ay. 

And the House then resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the said bill; and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. SPEAKER resumed 
the Chair, and Mr. NeLson reported that the Com- 
mittee had had the bill under consideration, and 
made several amendments thereto; which he de- 
livered in at the Clerk’s table, where they were 
again read, and concurred in by the House. 

A motion was made by Mr. Wricur, further 
to amend the said bill, by striking out from the 
eleventh section, the words, “unless such cap- 
ied shall be expressly proved to have been hos- 
tile.” 

And thequestion being taken, it was determined 
in the negative. 

A motion was made by Mr. Prrgin, to amend 
the said bill, by striking out from the twelfth 
section, the words, “or in any manner apparently 
on their way towards the territories of a foreign 
nation, or the vicinity thereof, or towards a place 
where such articles are intended to be exported.” 

And the question being taken it was determined 
in the negative—yeas 49, nays 74, as follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Bayly, of Virginia, Benson, Bige- 
low, Breckenridge, Brigham, Burwell, Caperton, Cal- 
houn, Champion, Cheves, Cilley, Culpeper, Davenport, 
Ely, Geddes, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hasbrouck, 
Hawes, Hufty, Hungerford, Jackson of Rhode Island, 
Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, 
Lovett, McKee, Montgomery, Moseley, Oakley, Pear- 
son, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, John Reed, Richardson, 
Ridgely, Ruggles, Smith of New York, Stanford, 
Sturges, Taggart, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, White, 
Wilson of Massachusetts, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
and Yancey. 

Nayrs—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Butler, 
Caldwell, Clark, Clopton, Condict, Conard, Creighton, 
Davis of Pennsylvania, Desha, Earle, Eppes, Evans, 
Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Forsyth, 
Franklin, Gholson, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, 
Hall, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, 
Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Kennedy, Kent, 
of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, King of North Carolina, 
Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKim, McLean, 
Murfree, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, 
Pleasant, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, 
Rich, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sevier, Sharp, Smith 
of Pennsylvania, Strong, Taylor, Telfair, Ward of New 
Jersey, Whitehill, and Wright. 


The question was then taken that the said bill 
be engrossed and read the third time? And passed 
in the affirmative—yeas 78, nays 56, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, Butler, 
Caldwell, Chappel], Clark, Clopton, Condict, Conard, 
Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Desha, 
Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, 
Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Good- 
wyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Hawes, Hopkins of 
Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hyneman, Ingersoll, 
Ingham, Irwin, Kerr, Kershaw, King of North Car- 
olina, Lefferts, Lyle, McCoy, McKim, McLean, Moore, 
Murtfree, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, 
Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Ten- 
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nessee, Rich, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sevier, Sharp, | 
Smith of Pennsylvania, Strong, Telfair, Ward of New į 
Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, 
and Yancey. 

Naxs—Mesars. Bayly of Virginia, Benson, Bigelow, 
Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, Calhoun, Cham- 
pion, Cheves, Cilley, Comstock, Culpeper, Davenport, 
Ely, Geddes, Gloninger, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, 


New York, Kent of Maryland, King of Massachusetts, 
Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, McKee, Montgomery, Mose- 
ley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Potter, John 
Reed, Richardson, Ridgely, Ruggles, Seybert, Sheffey, 


Hasbrouck, Hufty, Hungerford, Kennedy, Kent of | 


Sturges, Taggart, Taylor, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, 
White, Wilson of Massachusetts, and Winter. 


The bill was ordered to be read the third time 
to-day, and accordingly was read the third time, 
when a motion was made by Mr. Prrxin that 
the said bill be postponed indefinitely; and the 
question being taken, it was determined in the 
negative. 

' The question was then put, Shall the bill pass ? 
And passed in the affirmative—yeas 80, nays 50, 
as follows: 


Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bibb, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, 
Butler, Caldwell, Chappell, Clark, Clopton, Condict, 
Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Davis of Pennsylvania, 
Dawson, Desha, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Find- 
ley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, 
Gholson, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, 
Hawes, Hopkins of Kentucky, Hubbard, Humphreys, 
Hyneman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Kerr, Kershaw, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, 
McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, 
Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Rhea of ‘l'ennessee, Rich, Roane, Rob- 


Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, 3 


1 
Yeas—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, 


erts, Robertson, Sevier, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, 
Strong, Tannehill, Telfair, Ward of New Jersey, Wil- 
son of Pennsylvania, Wright, and Yancey. . 
Nays—Messrs. Bayly of Virginia, Benson, Bigelow, 
Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, Calhoun, Cham- 
pion, Cheves, Cilley, Comstock, Culpeper, Davenport, 
Ely, Geddes, Gloninger, Hasbrouck, Hufty, Hunger- 
ford, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kennedy, Kent of New 
York, Kent of Maryland, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, 
Lovett, Lowndes, Moseley, Oakley, Pickering, Pitkin, 
Potter, John Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Seybert, Sheffey, 
Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stanford, 
Sturges, Taggart, Taylor, Thompson, Vose, Wheaton, 
White, Wilson of Massachusetts, and Winter. 
Ordered, That the title be, “An act laying an 
embargo on all ships and vessels in the ports and 
harbor of the United States,” and that Mr. GRUN- 
py and Mr. Rozertson be appointed a committee 
to carry the said bill to the Senate, and inform 
them that the House have passed the same, in 
confidence, and request their concurrence therein. 


Tuurspay, July 29. 

A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. 
CAMPBELL and Mr. Varnom, their committee: 

Mr. Speaker: The Senate do not concur in the 
bill passed by the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act laying an embargo on all ships and 
vessels in the ports and harbors of the United 
States,” 

A motion was made by Mr. Wariaut, that the 
injunction of secrecy imposed upon the proceed- 
ings of this House on the Message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States of the 20th instant, be 
removed. 

And the question being taken thereon, it passed 
in the affirmative. 


SUPPLEMENT 


AL SPEECH. 


SPEECH OF WILLIAM HUNTER, 
OF RHODE ISLAND, 


In secret session of the Senate of the United States, 
February 2d, 1813, on the proposition for seizing 
and occupying the Province of East Florida by the 
troops of the United States. 


Mr. HUNTER rose, and addressed the Chair 
as follows— 

Mr. Presipent: It is, sir, with the utmost re- 
luctance that I make the attempt to suggest some 
remarks on the present subject. For, although 
the question now under consideration is confessed 
on all sides to be one of the deepest interest and 
importance, involving in its decision no less a 
consequence than that of a change of our rela- 
tions witł a friendly Power, from a state of peace 
to that of war, yet we have been informed by the 
honorable gentleman from Maryland, (whose | 
judgment on all oceasions, from his experience 
and standing here, is entitled to peculiar respect, ) 
that every exertion will be unavailing, and that 
it is the pre-determination of a majority of this 
Senate to adopt the present bill. If that gentle- 
man desponds, after his own able and ample dis- 
cussion of the present bill, and his own vigorous 
efforts to prevent his own prediction, it would be 
presumption in me to hope. Whoever, too, moves 
in the discussion of this question, must go on de- 
pressed, if not alarmed, by the denunciation of: 
the honorable gentleman from Georgia, who, in 
the overflowing of an allowable zeal and anxiety, 
(connected, as he deems the success of this bill to 
be, with the peculiar interest and advantage of 
his own State,) has declared it not less than in- 
fatuation, that pretends to foresee any evil conse- 
quences resulting from its adoption. 

In spite, however, of the forlorn hope to which 
I am condemned by the honorable gentleman 
from Maryland, and the certainty of incurring 
the penalty of the denunciation of the honora- 
ble gentleman from Georgia, (to whose per- 
sonal good opinion I am far from being indiffer- 
ent,) I feel myself impelled by obligations of duty, 
by a fair interpretation of the instructions of my 
constituents in reference to another occasion, and 
the clearest convictions of my understanding, to 
record my vote against the present proposition ; 
and, from the pressure of the same motives, I find | 
myself induced, hopeless and unpropitious as is 
the occasion, to assign my reasons for that vote. 

And in the first place, is it nothing, is it a con- 
sideration worthy of no regard, that this House 
has but lately, after a protracted and solemn dis- 
cussion, rejected the very proposition contained 
in the bill before us? Isa character for consist- 
ency in its measures of no importance to this 
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branch of the Legislature? Does not the peculi- 
arity of its construction—the duration of its mem- 
bers in office, and the very mode of their appoint- 
ment, indicate the hope that it would be, and the 
design that it ought to be, distinguished for the 
consistency of its conduct? Do not all the spec- 
ulations upon the theoretic perfection of our Con- 
stitution contemplate this, as the body that, resist- 
ing temporary impulses, and opposing its own 
firmness to a fluctuating and imbecile policy, 
would give something like system and stability 
to our national councils ? 

Sir, I doubt not our power at all times, and up- 
on great and extraordinary occasions I doubt not 
the right, the expediency, and propriety of revers- 
ing our decisions. No body of men can be infal- 
lible, and therefore its decisions ought not to be 
irreversible. All I contend for is, that a case clear 
and strong indeed ought to be made out, to in- 
duce the Senate to forfeit, or even to hazard its 
character for stability and consistency. I do not 
say that our deliberate decision, a few months 
since, is such conclusive proof of its absolute per- 
fection, of its entire impeccability, as that it oper- 
ates as an estoppel upon all subsequent inquiry, 
and necessarily precludes all debate ; but ground- 
ing myself upon a well-known distinction, I do 
say, it is most persuasive, convincing, and satis- 
factory evidence of the correctness of that deci- 
sion, and that, according to all the principles of 
parliamentary usage, deducible cither from the 
rules of a sound logie, or from judicial analogies, 
it imposes on the honorable mover of this propo- 
sition, and all its advocates, the necessity of sub- 
stantiating, by new and further evidence, by ar- 
guments not before adduced, and by considera- 
tions of policy arising out of a new juncture of 
our affairs—the wisdom, propriety, and necessity 
of the present proceeding. 

This too, sir, ought to be done with a clearness 
and copiousness of truth sufficient to repel the 
unwarrantable and inevitable suspicion which al- 
ways attaches toa renewed effort for a rejected 
measure; to an application for a new trial, upon 
a suggestion of new and further evidence. What 
is the actual case? Have we new proof; even 
new statements? Have we had anything but ar- 
guments before refuted? Is the relation of our 
country different? Has any new event taken 
place? No, sir, it is not even pretended. I do, 
therefore, on the ground of our former decision, 
on the ground that we were then right, and on 
the absence of all new inducement from proof, 
statement, or argument, to do away that pre- 
sumption, call upon gentlemen, as they respect 
themselves individually—upon the Senate, whose 
character for consistency and dignity (most im- 
portant and essential attributes of that character) 
will be compromitted and hazarded with the Na- 
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tion, to resist this overthrow of their best re- 
solyes—to stand to their former opinions, and to 
permit no contradictory record to be produced 
against them, to the degradation of their estab- 
lished political character and consequence. 

Sir, on this point of consistency and adherence 
to our former resolves we ought to be the more 
tenacious, because we have excited hopes and ex- 
pectations among our constituents, and especially 
the commercial class, that we ought not to disap- 
point. Next to an English, a Spanish war is the 
most disastrous, in which this country can be en- 
gaged. It affects, most deeply, the little commer- 
cial enterprise that is suffered to exist in the coun- 
try. Upon the suggestion that you were playing 
at this deep game last session, a hundred com- 
mercial enterprises, connected with shipments to 
Spanish countries and colonies, were suspended. 
Upon your wise and virtuous rejection of this 
measure, hundreds of shipments, of enterprises 
grounded on your consistency, upon your per- 
manency of system, have commenced, and are 
now proceeding. 


Sir, it will be a gross breach of faith towards 
the commercial world—they will be ruined by 
this secret declaration of war. It will burst up- 
on them, from this conclave, like a hurricane 
from the cave of Æolus, sweeping into the power 
of your enemy as large an amount of property as 
that for which we pretend we are solicitous to 
seek indemnification. Where is our property— 
our commerce? At Cadiz, at Havana, at Lis- 
bon. Do you suppose that the Spaniards, and 
the Portuguese, their allies, are’dullards and fools, 
and that they will omit the fair and honest exer- 
cise of the rights of reprisal and retaliation? Will 
they not preach our doctrines against ourselves 
practice our own arts, and repel aggression by 
aggression ? 

It is not on the mere ground of obstinate, un- 
enlightened, indiscriminating adherence to your 
former measures, that Í appeal to your sense of 
honor, magnanimity, and consistency; but in re- 
lation to the prospect of loss—of disastrous con- 
sequences—of wide spread distress. The mer- 
chants are now pursuing a lucrative honest trade 
with a friendly nation, upon the ground of their 
special and unsuspecting confidence in this Sen- 
ate. Will you disappoint that confidence, and ex- 
pose them to inevitable ruin—yourselves to ine- 
vitable censure ? 


Sir, why should we, as a Senate, at this time 
introduce this proposition? Is it by way of pen- 
itence for our former sin—a means of obtaining 
pardon for our past offences—-a reparation for 
wrongs we have done? Or is it that some terri- 
ble necessity exists, that the Senate should enti- 
tle itself to forgiveness, and propitiate selfish and 
senseless clamor by an act of submission and a 
surrender of its former opinions? Sir, I know we 
have the right to originate this measure ; but is it 
proper, expedient, decorous, in us to doit? It was, 
at first, the measure of the House of Representa- 
tives; let them at least reproduce it. Why thisat- 
tempt to oblige us to adopt a bantling they have 


abandoned? Why court a perilous responsibili- 
ty, which it seems they have no longer the forti- 
tude to encounter? At second hand, with our 
intermediate decision to break off the storm of 
public censure, they may be willing to adopt it; 
but let us leave to them the honor and the peril 
of this at least contingent measure. If it will be 
so productive of good, as some gentlemen predict, 
it will be an act of condescension and liberality 
for us to relinquish our pretensions in their fa- 
vor; but if it be an act pregnant with innumera- 
ble evils, let the responsibility rest upon the broad 
shoulders of the immediate Representatives of the 
people. They have a power to which we can- 
not pretend; that of originating money bills—of 
devising the system of taxation. The present 
war has exceeded, in expense, all previous calcu- 
lation; has transcended every estimate; and the 
expense of the next year will be at least double 
that of the last. A new war must inevitably lead 
to a farther enormous increase of the public bur- 
dens. Shall we originate measures, and leave to 
them the laborious, 1am afraid odious, task of 
exacting from the pockets of the people the means 
of executing them? Or shali we heedlessly pre- 
cipitate the country into a new war, ‘ignorant 
whether the means will ever be provided to carry 
iton? Letus at least wait to see what is the 
system of taxation which their wisdom and pa- 
triotism will present to us. It may be too intol- 
erable to be adopted; then this measure must fail, 
and we shall, as a Senate, have lavished our pre- 
cious stock of public favor in a legislative effort 
at once premature and impotent. 

Sir, 1 wish to husband oar peculiar reputation. 
Prudence, caution, and circumspection, but, above 
all, independence; a firm, severe, and erect inde- 
pendence, ought to be the distinguishing qualities 
of this grave and dignified assembly. It is not 
for us to court popularity ; but 1am not unwil- 
ling to augment and corroborate our claims upon 
the public gratitude. We have already this ses- 
sion done much; we originated, and carried 
through, with uncommon despatch and unanim- 
ity, the bill for the augmentation of the Navy. 
We conducted, with like despatch and unanimi- 
ty, our proceedings in regard to the merchants’ 
bonds. We have unbound, from the rack, the 
victims of financial extortion, and preserved an 
useful and unoffending class of citizens from ruin, 
and the nation from disgrace. Let us not sur- 
render these strong holds upon the public confi- 
dence. Let us at least not invoke public excera- 
tion, by a rash declaration of an additional, un- 
just, and an unnecessary war. If the car of State 
is to be driven, Jehu-like, to destruction, let us 
refuse to be the echarioteers. 

IT admit that these objections are entirely pre- 
liminary, and relate not so much to the specific 
merits of the question now under consideration, 
as to the point whether we ought to consider it 
atall. Whether (if I may so express myself) we 
ought to assume of it any cognizance whatever. 
But, ia my humble conception, these objections 
are not less valid and important for being pre- 
liminary considerations, such as naturally and ne- 


the consummation of a deed of dreadful import, 
without the usual and necessary instructions on 
this subject. It may he that we are doing some- 
thing in opposition to another branch of the Gov- 
ernment, who may hold, on this subject, opinions 
adverse to ours; and we are voluntarily subject- 
ing ourselves to the peril of a dangerous conflict 
between the Constitutional authorities. This, I 
again admit, we have the power of doing; but is 
it right, proper, expedient, and decorous to do it ? 
There may be an extreme case presumed, when 
it might be proper, at all hazards, to exercise this 
power; but will gentlemen pretend that the case 
has, in this case, occurred? Is this an occasion 
of such pressing emergency, of such imperious 
necessity, of such obvious enormity, as compels 
us from duty and principle to act, even at the 
hazard of interrupting the harmony of the differ- 
ent departments of the Government? 

By the third section of the second article of the 
Constitution it is made the duty of the President, 
from time to time, to give to the Congress infor- 
mation of the state of the Union, aad recommend 
to their consideration such measures as he shall 
judge necessary and expedient. It is his impera- 
tive duty—he shall do it. It isa fair presump- 
tion, that if he thought this measure advisable, 
just, honest, practicable, and expedient, that he 
would. have recommended it. 

I know, sir, that some gentlemen object to this 
course of observation, and alarm themselves with 
a jealousy that there is in this argument some- 
thing that imports a surrender of the independent 
powers of this House, and they repel, with some 
warmth and indignation, the opinion that we 
should not act upon our own plans and concep- 
tions without a previous Presidential recommen- 
dation. Most undoubtedly the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is correct—I admit it—this is the 
theory of the Constitution, and there may be cases 
in which it would not only be the duty of this 
House to aet without Presidential communica- 
tion, but something like treason not to act. But 
is this such a case? This resort to the dormant, 
theoretical principles of the Constitution, in con- 
tradistinction to the daily, well-understood, and 
unobjectionable practice of every Administration 
—this assertion of a truism, which, in the ab- 
stract, nobody is disposed to deny ; this stripping 


a case of all its circumstances, for the purpose of 
facilitating the progress of an unusual and unex- 
plained course, is, I confess, not a mode of reason- 
ing for which my plain and unscholastic mind 
has a preference. 


I admired the animation and 
the spirit with which the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania asserted his own personal independence 
in regard to the Executive, and feel grateful to 


him for the clear exposition of the principles up- 


on which our independence as a political body is 


Constitutionally withheld; and I accord with him 
in the assertion, that initiative legislation in all 
cases, but those of revenue, and uninfluenced de- 


liberation in all cases, without exception, is the 
right and privilege of this House. 


But the exercise of this right, to be practically 
useful and beneficial, will, from its very nature, 
be infrequent. It is no corroboration of that right 
to assert it in unqualified terms, or to resort to it 
without judicious discrimination or self-evident 
necessity. And, sir, in a case involving a change 


of our relations, from a state of peace witha 


friendly nation to that of war, no instance can 
hardly be imagined, in which our primary inter- 
ference would be justifiable. It wasclearly shown 
by my honorable friend from Connecticut, with 
a peculiar felicity of illustration, and an irrefuta- 
ble force of argument, to be in as little accord- 
ance with the spirit of the Constitution as it is 
contrary to the uniform practice under it. It 
may be, sir, reprobated as a Tory doctrine, but I 
have imbibed it, from an attention to the cases 
that have occurred under the Administration of 


Messrs. Jefferson and Madison. In the great cases 
of the two embargoes, in that of the war with 
England, in this very measure heretofore, and, 
indeed, in all where a change of our relative sit- 
vation with foreign Powers was contemplated, 
we have had an Executive Message—a distinct 
recommendation, And, sir, this is the true Whig 


doctrine; it is the correct Republican course; it 
fixes the responsibility upon one person; it lim- 
its—it defines it—it reduces it toa single point. We 
can judge of the recommendation, by the reasons 
by which it is enforced; we can venture to in- 
dulge in a warrantable confidence, as to the truth 
of the statements that are made, because we know 
they are made under the consciousness and the 
peril of the highest official responsibility, If the 
measure recommended, and made the basis of our 
proceedings, should afterwards appear to have 
proceeded from base, corrupt, or traitorous mo- 
tives, by the Constitutional process of impeach- 
ment the transgression would be visited on the 


actual transgressor, the national honor would be 


redeemed, and the public justice would be vin- 
dicated. 

But, in the present mode, who is responsible— 
who, in any event, would be impeachable? To 
the President, solely, in the first instance, is in- 
trusted the treaty-making power. He watches 
over our concerns with foreign nations: he has 
the means of intelligence—the power of interfer- 
ence, Ifthe former relative situation of our affairs 
with Spain has changed, he ought and will, unless 
you presume him criminally indifferent to his 
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sacred duty and his country’s welfare, announce 
that change. Shall we clamorously rush to arms, 
when the sentinel on the watch-tower has lighted 
no beacon—has sounded no trumpet—has rung 
no alarm-bell ? 

How do’ we know that the functions of the 
treaty-making power inthis instance have ceased ; 
that the virtuous attempt to preserve the country 
in peace has been abandoned in despair? May 
we not heedlessly and officiously interfere with 
unclosed negotiations on this very subject, and 
thus disappoint the best concerted efforts of the 
proper authority directed to the attainment of this 
very object, by peaceful in preference to belliger- 
ent means? Was not this the very argument 
urged successfully the last session in relation to 
France? 

Were not the manifold and enormous injuries 
committed against us by France equally repro- 
bated by all parties, and did we not all agree that 
reparation — prompt, comprehensive, effectual 
Teparation—was due? What restrained us from 
requiring it in the same way from France, as 
we did from England? Because the President 
announced to us that negotiations with the one 
Power, and not with the other. were closed. Let 
$ wait for the same communication in regard to 

ain. 

FThese considerations, drawn from the nature 
of the treaty-making power, when first urged by 
my honorable friend from Connecticut, seemed, 
by the admission of the honorable gentleman from 


—legitimately Spanish — represented and con- 
ducted by the agents of the Spanish nation; who 
make treaties, contract alliances, fight battles, 
achieve victories, aud perform all tħe essential 
duties and mighty functions of a great nation, 
We have, at this very moment, a Minister from 
that nation resident in this country—why he has 
not been publicly acknowledged, it is not for me 
to say—who has tendered reparation for all the 
wrongs Spain has at any time inflicted on this 
country ;—on her part, unintentional wrongs, oc- 
casioned by the peculiarity of her situation, and 
inflicted, not from injustice, but in consequence 
of French instigation, and French despotic dicta- 
tion. The whole of our unpublished correspond- 
ence with Spain, proves that she acted under 
duress. These wrongs, sir, were accidental blows, 
which, in the paroxysm of distress, she directed 
without aim against a friend ; and for which, now 
restored to sanity and freedom, she feels peni- 
tence, and offers reparation. lt would be unjust 
to avenge ourselves in her present distresses ; un- 
generous, because her house is on fire, to plunder 
it of its precious effects; unchristian, not to meet 
penitence with forgiveness. 

According, sir, to our American principles, 
grounding ourselves on the acknowledged rules 
of public law, there always is a legitimate Gov- 
ernment de facto: we interfere not with the inde- 
pendence or interior constitutions of foreign na- 
tions. I admit that there may exist circumstances 
to which this, as a general rule, must bend ; but it 


Kentucky on my right, to have made their proper | is a fact, that has been repeatedly stated in print, 
impression on his candid and intelligent mind. ! and never contradicted, and, to the conviction of 
But, he has struggled manfully against his ten- | my mind, ascertained by cireumstances, that the 


dency to be convinced against his will, and has 
reconciled himself (as we all too easily can) toa, 
former favorite prepossession. But, the course 
of reasoning by which the honorable gentleman 
achieved this victory over himself, is to my hum- 
ble conception as fallacious in principle as it has 
been, when acted on by ministers and politicians, 
baneful in its effects, It is grouuded on the as- 
sumption of the fact, that there is no existing au- 
thority in Spain, with whom it is safe and proper 
10 treat. This, too, is the favorite argument of 
the honorable gentleman from Georgia, who last 
addressed you. The stress and substance of his 
very able address appeared to me to be this: You 
must do this act; necessity constrains you to adopt 
jt,as a measure of security and precaution. You 
cannot negotiate; there is no Spain with whom 
to treat; or at any rate there is no Spain, but as 
identified with Great Britain. : 
In tbe true republican language of old times, I | 
should say, that is the Government which the peo- | 
ple will to be so; and I should take the evidence } 
of that will, not from an English newspaper— 
Cobbett’s Register, which was quoted by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Georgia—but from their 
formal publicacts. agree the hereditary King was 
Charles; the rightful King is Ferdinand; the in- 
trusive, usurping King is Joseph. The country ; 
is invaded by France, and is closely allied with 
England ; but still, in principle and fact, and for 
all efficient purposes, the Government is Spanish 


: the menaces of an interfering, usurping Power— 


reparation offered’ by the Minister of the Cortes 
of Spain was an immediate reparation—a repa- 
ration in rem—by the delivery of dollars actually 
in this country to the amount of all our fair claims; 
the amount to be settled by Commissioners, upon 
the principle of the very convention made by Mr. 
Charles Pinckney, once acquiesced in by this very 
Senate, and highly advantageous to this country. 
If we get the reparation by honest means; if we 
were snug in our indemnity by consent of par- 
ties; we clearly should have an equitable, and 
in all events a legal right, to retain it, let what 
would happen. No matter who might hereafter 
occupy the Government of Spain, no action for 
money had and received could be rightfully iosti- 
tuted against us, and, if attempted to be exacted 
by force, we should then clearly have a right to 
repel force by force. We ought to have disdained 


have consulted solely American interests and feel- 
ings—have taken the money and paid it over to 
the suffering merchants, to whom it belonged. 

It strikes me as something strange, indeed, that 
gentlemen should assert that Spain has no Gov- 
ernment, and yet in the same breath assert that 
she is in strict alliance with Great Britain. Is she 
incapable of maintaining the relations of peace 
and amity, and yet in strict alliance with another 
nation? Has she not lately, likewise, formed a 
treaty with Russia, who has acknowledged her 
independence? Has she not lately issued a dec- 


513 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


514 


Supplemental Speech. 


laration of neutrality, in regard to this country 
and our present war? If Spain has no Govern- 
ment, she has no colonies—no jurisdiction over 
them ; they are separated from the mother or met- 
ropolitan country; they become, as to her, for- 
eign, independent countries; as such, their rights 
ought to be by us respected. We have no right 
to avenge ourselves for Spanish wrongs on coun- 
tries not Spanish. 


Sir, the experience of all ages proves that it is 
idle to debate upon the theories of a Constitution, 
in relation to the observance of treaties. Ifa fair 
and rational treaty be made, so that it is the mu- 
tual interest of parties to observe it, you have 
obtained the true security, and only wise depend- 
ence for the continuance of peace. Treaties made 
by a Government, when under one form of inter- 
nal constitution, are still binding, though that 
form may be changed. We have acted on and 
recognised this principle. Do we know of any 
King of Spain but Ferdinand? Itis admitted he 
has been announced to us. Has the pretended 
claim of Joseph Bonaparte to the Crown of Spain, 
its territories and colonies, ever been made known 
in a formal and official manner to this Govern- 
ment? Have we ever acknowledged it? Have 
we had any legal, or even constructive notice of 
his arrogant pretensions? If so, where is the cor- 
respondence? Whois his Minister? Do we mean 
to take possession of this country, under color of 
that title? Have we bargained, in the Treaty of 
Limits negotiated by Mr. Ba rlow, for the cession 
of this country to us? What-was the considera- 
tion of that bargain—what were its terms? Is it 
indeed true, that the offered compensation for the 
robberies committed on us by France, is to be an 
issue of a batch of licenses and a cession of East 
Florida? A reparation of ill faith, by permitting 
us again to be exposed to its treachery ; a restitu- 
tion for plunder, by authorizing us to plunder! 


On a former occasion, when we were about to 
take a Territory, confessedly ours by treaty and 
purchase, we were told by France to stay our 
hand; did we not obey her? Was not, even at 
that time, the magnanimity (as it was called) of 
France a theme of eulogy in this country? Was 
not the answer of Talleyrand to our Minister— 
I think Mr. Livingston—a plain and (ifthe phrase 
can be applied to him) an honest one? If you go 
to war with Spain, France will take the part of 
Spain. And did we not in consequence desist ? 


You either have or have not got the assent of 


France to this seizure. If you have got it, itis by 
private, covert negotiation—a mean acceptance 
of illegal plunder from a Power, whose ten thou- 
sand wrongs, injuries, and insults, are unredressed, 
uncompensated, unrevenged. 

If we have not got her assent, we act inconsis- 
tently, and encounter the very danger—that of a 
contested title—which we affect to be solicitous 
to avoid ; and in case (which, God forbid!) France 
should be victorious in her attempt to overthrow 
the liberties of mankind. we should have to re- 
store it at her bidding. She will convert us into 
a mere trustee of her own appointment, for her 
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own benefit. She will havea cession from Spain, 
previous to our conquest. 

Everything in relation to the claim or right of 
France seems to be evaded—but gently touched, 
hinted at, with the utmost delicacy and caution— 
traced, as it were, in doubtful characters, in chem- 
ical ink, which the heat of some future occasion 
is to bring ont. We know our Spanish concerns 
are closely linked with our French concerns; but 
how, to what extent, we are not permitted to 
know. Weare too scrupulous to treat with Spain 
as the ally of England, because we deem it be- 
neath our dignity to treat otherwise than with an 
independent and co-equal Power. Yet, is it not 
true, that when Spain was in a state of vassalage to 
France, this was deemed no objection to frequent 
negotiations? We asserted her nominal iodepen- 
dence, and treated with the vassal by permission 
of the lord, and for his benefit. 

Does the gentleman mean to say, we ought to 
take possession of St. Augustine, because the Span- 
ish local authorities are opposed by conspirators, 
traitors to their own country—no, they have no 
country—by renegadoes—a banditti; or, (to state 
this in terms as little offensive as possible to the 
feelings of gentlemen,) because there is a Jacobin, 
revolutionary movement in that country? Does 
a really deep, honest, spontaneous, revolutionary 
movement exist there? ls it not, on the con~ 
trary, an artificial, concerted, coutrived, petty, 
patched-up, miserable treason, paid for by our 
money, fomented by our people? Who caused 
that movement? Was it not solely occasioned 
by American interference—by American lnstiga- 
tion? When the names were read, from Mal- 
thews’s communication and the other papers, could 
the gravest among us forbear to smile at the pau- 
city of Spanish names among the conspirators ? 
There was here and there a Don Juan,and a Don 
Gomez, in a long list of well-known American 
names and characters. 

I ask gentlemen, did we find a revolution there, 
or did we create it? And shall we, in violation 
of the principle which protects us and every 
civilized society, from hateful, corrupt, foreign 
interference, in shameful inconsistency with all 
we said and did in Henry’s affair, take advan- 
tage of our own wrong, and, with an hypocrisy 
unrivalled but by Bonaparte himself, practice the 
very arts against an innocent, unoffending peo- 

i ple, against which we were justly indignant, 
when we had even a distant suspicion that they 
might be used against our honor, our integrity, 
| our independence? But, sir, I will not further, 
at present, pursue this topic. My object is not to 
excite adverse feeling, but merely to awaken a 
strict attention, and direct a temperate investi- 
gation to the proposition before us. What is that 
proposition; what is the statement of the case, as 
presented us by the honorable Chairman of the 
committee? It is to seize a province belonging 
to Spain; to seize and occupy it by the armies of 
the United States; to besiege an important and 
formidable fortress; to use force against a present 
friendly, neutral Power—that is, in short, to wage 
war against Spain. What are the avowed rea- 


515 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


a a aaa a I I I Iaa 


Supplemental Speech. 


sons, or rather pretexts ?—I say pretexts, because | of my country, deeply apprehen 


it is historically and proverbially true, that those 
who are determined on war—who are greedy for 
couquest—can always find pretexts, and dignify 
them with the name of reasons. War, indeed, is 
the ultimu ratio regum ; and when we read the 
manifestoes of Kings determined to make war, it 
is more that literary curiosity may be gratified, 
than that our consciences may be enlightened, or 
our understandings convinced. We may occa- 
sionally be delighted with the speciousuess of 
statement and dexterity of argument; we may be 
momentarily dazzled with the splendid colors 
with which ingenuity may deck the robe of fraud, 
but the inherent deformity of the design it is im- 
possible to conceal. 

Imbecile, indeed, must be the understanding— 
disingenuous, indeed, the nature—of that man, 
who does not instantly detect and despise the mis- 
erable, though elaborate sophistry, which justi- 
fies invasion, and instigates to a and (in 
wretched inconsistency) seeks a confirmation of 
independence and a guarantee of the integrity of 
empire in the subjugation of an innocent neigh- 
bor, and in propagating, as the precursor of arms, 
‘the holy doctrines of insurrection, treason, and 
rebellion. I own that I rejoice that so much 
pains have been taken to apologize for this meas- 
ure. It shows that we still retain some sense of 
shame—that we do not surrender our innocence 
without some decent struggles to save appear- 
ances. We have not,as yet, acquired the unblush- 
ing hardihood of our great prototypes and mod- 
els. Though unjust in our design, we pay some 
homage to justice; we dare not openly despise 
what mankind have hitherto deemed most sacred ; 
we acknowledge that flagrant injustice ought to 
arouse indignation. The invasions that have 
been carried on by other nations—the different 
partitions of Poland—the capture of the Danish 
fleet—we agree were atrocious acts. But, our 
occupation of East Florida, partly by force of 
arms, and partly by subornation of treason, is a 
different affair; our pretext is indemnity. It has 
long ago been elegantly said, that when a lamb 
is to be devoted, any thicket in which it may hap- 
pen to stray will furnish the fuel necessary for its 
sacrifice. 

But, sir, I recollect there is an argument which 
has been distinctly announced, and was strenu- 
ously urged by the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee on my right, which is worthy of exam- 
ination, though, I humbly conceive, susceptible 
of easy refutation. He denies this will be war. 
As this argument comes from so respectable a 
quarter, I will endeavor to obviate it, not by rea- 
sonings of my own, but by the most compliment- 
ary course I can adopt—by the quotation of 
respectable and conclusive authority. We will 
appeal to the writers on the laws of nations, and 
to Faétel, as the most authoritative and judicious 
of all those writers. [Here, Mr. HunteR quoted 
Vattel.} Leaning then, sir, upon this staff of au- 
thority, I say this is not only war, but an offen- 
sive war; not only an offensive, but an unjust 
war; not only unjust, but I am, for the honor 


ve that, in the 


war; it is robbery! 

If this is not war, but something done only in 
reference to and for the security of an indemnity ; 
a reducing of a legal lien into possession; a pro- 
cess to confirm peace; an instrument of negotia- 
tion ;—it is a measure the President already has 
in his power; it is the treaty-making power; he 
can act without our aid. 

But, sir, can there be any doubt that this act 
will be war against Spain? If we reject Vattel’s 
definition, shall we adopt that of Mr. Jefferson ? 
Js it not an effort to do, in this instance, as much 
harm as we can? Is it not an attempt to reduce 
the people of East Florida to a foreign yoke? 
Are gentlemen discontented at the expression ? 
Let them examine it; itisstrictly correct. Their 
independence of us is to be presumed as valuable 
to them. as our independence of them is valuable 
tous. They have an equal right to self-govern- 
ment. Their peculiar habits, usages, and insti- 
tutions, their very prejudices and errors, are as 
dear to them as ours are tous. Do we affect to 
pity them, and compassionate their real or ima- 
ginary sufferings, under what Mr. Monroe calls 
a tottering and irresolute Government? ‘hey 
deeply reciprocate your commiseration, and con- 
gratulate themselves that they are not as we are— 
Protestants, republicans, and sinners. 

Shall we adopt Mr. Madison’s definition of war ? 
He describes—and a majority here must say, 
justly describes—impressment as an assumption 
of self-redress ; a substitution of force, which falls 
within the definition of war. Do we pretend that 
we can invest fortresses, circumvallate cities, 
raise Heets and armies, and move them against a 
foreign nation ; have all the pride, pomp, and cir- 
cumstance of war, and yet prevent this from 
being war, by asseverating it is not war? 

Sir, I cannot for a moment hesitate to believe 
it will be war in fact. So deemed by Spain and 
her allies; so deemed by the people of the United 
States. It is at least the contemplated, appre- 
hended, inevitable consequence of our act. Why 
not then declare it directly, unequivocally, and 
without evasion? The rule of common law is, 
in this respect, the rule of common sense, and of 
universal equity. What you ought not to do 
directly, you ought not to do indirectly. Intend- 

| ing war—at least, calculating that the inevitable 
consequence of your proceedings will be war, 
why do we not frankly, manfully, magnanimously 
declare it? Let the people of this country under- 
stand it; let us have an open war for an avowed 
object. Why should we shroud our intention in 
dastardly ambiguity? This evasive course—this 
doing a thing per obliquum, per fraudum—is what 
our Constitution, springing as it does from our re- 
publican habits, from our inborn love of justice, 
from our moral aversion to conquest, and ‘our 
physical inaptitude for it; from our love of peace, 
from our well founded apprehensions that our 
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extent of territory is already dangerously exces- 
sive; this evasive course—this obliquity of con- 
duct—is what our Constitution, influenced by 
these considerations, prohibits, deprecates, and 
disdains. 

Though I am afraid, sir, this argument, in ref- 
erence to the constitutionality of our course, ac- 
cording to the fashion of the day, will be deemed 
a point of little consequence; yet, sir, 1 deem it 
proper to.suggest and enforce it. By our Consti- 
tution, there can be no merely constructive dec- 
laration of an offensive war ; it must be a direct 
one. Asa Legislature, we have the power, not 
of making war, but of declaring war. Congress 
shall have power “to declare war.” This clause, 
so worded, must evidently settle the old litigated 
question raised by many writers on the laws of 
nations, viz: whether a declaration should not 
always precede an offensive war? We are to 
declare it, to announce it in plain terms to our peo- 
ple, and tothe enemy. It is intended we should 
refer them to a plain declaration of the change of 
our condition—not draw them into it by an act 
circuitously leading to this ‘result, and involving 
this as an inevitable consequence. 

In interpreting our Constitution, when it refers 
to the topics treated of, and the’terms used in the 
law of nations, our construction ought to be in 
conformity to the law of nations; as much as 
when it adopts the principles and terms of the 
common Jaw, we must refer to them, by them 
elicit its meaning, and modify its construction. 
War has a technical meaning in the law of na- 
tions. To declare war, is a precise, technical, 
appropriate, unambiguous, undeceiving phrase. It 
is the peculiar idiom of a just and wise nation. 
The declaration with us must always precede 
the act; of course, I refer to offensive war. De- 


fensive war explains and declares itself. The i 


into effect an extra-territorial law, against a for- 
eign resisting nation, but by force, but by war. 
Ought you not to apprize your own citizens? are 
they to be endangered and entrapped? If they 
can supply without treason, they certainly can 
without misdemeanor. For this act is included 
in the definition of treason, and all mere misde- 
meanors are merged. The people of St. Augustine 
become your enemies; can you carry them suc- 
cor? Will you venture to indict for treason 
those who supply them? Or will you, most in- 
consistently and absurdly, permit your own citi- 
zens to counteract your purpose, and frustrate: 
your object? Will you place yourselves in the’ 
undignified, embarrassing attitude, of seeing them 
violate your laws, and yet be dispunishable ? 

Sir, there is something in this proceeding, at 
which the genius of our Constitution revolts; it 
violates all our fundamental maxims of internal 
intercourse and Constitutional construction; it 
inverts all our theories, it overthrows all our pre- 
cedents. 

What, sir, are the justificatory causes of this 
war, as understood by General Pinckney? Not 
that he approves them; he seems anxious to ex- 
plain to the Government that he acts as a soldier 
in obedience to command; he accepts with re- 
luctance his compound character, half military, 
half diplomatic, and industriously collects apolo- 
gies for the act he is compelled to execute, from 
his correspondence with the Government. He 
enumerates six distinct grounds, on which he un- 
derstands he is to justify his occupation of the 
Province of East Florida: 

? 1. Indemnity for the spoliations committed by 
ain. ; 
p Refusal to grant an amnesty to the Spanish 


revolutionary patriots. 


3. The pretendedly illegal attack upon the 


framers of our Constitution intended, that our | troops at Moosa, during the negotiation. 


offensive wars should be few, indeed; never, 
except in a case of terrible necessity. They in- 


4. Excitement of the Indians. 
5. Seduction of negroes into the service of the 


tended they should be lawful wars, in due form— | Spaniards. 


the justa bella of Grotius. There must be a 
denunciato belli. This is one of the restraints 
imposed, and intended by the Constitution as a 
check against the sudden or frequent breaking 
out of this pestilence of the human race. 

Sir, if you pass this law, to take possession of 
the colony of a foreign, friendly, European Pow- 
er, you make no previous declaration of war. But, 
by the concession of all, it is war. It is absurd 
to say, you can shatter my arm, and cut off my 
limbs, and pretend it is nut war upon my person. 
To say nothing of the unfairness and injustice of 
this course towards the foreign nation, who has 
thus no chance of making you voluntary repara- 
tion for real or imaginary wrong, what is your 
conduct towards your own citizens? What is 
their miserable, because uncertain, condition ? 
Would it be treason to-morrow for American cit- 
izens to give information to the Government of 
St. Augustine, to supply their settlement with 
arms and provisions? Would it be treason to 
supply the European mother country with grain ? 
Sir, there are no means of a nation carrying 


6. The apprehension of the use that may be 
made of the country, by our present enemy, Great 
Britain. À 

They may be all included in the convenient 
and comprehensive phrase of Mr. Pitt, the splen- 
did apology of years of protracted war—indem- 
nity for the past, security for the future; but, 
above all, satisfaction for our honor. 

‘The first general ground, indemnity for the 
past, consists in an assertion that injuries have 
been committed against us by Spain, and that 
reparation has been, and is, refused. The second 
general ground resolves itselfinto necessity. This 
bul too frequently is the tyrants plea; but, in 
the present case, it is asserted to be an honest ne- 
cessily, justifying, on military maxims, this mea- 
sure, as the dictate of self-defence. ; 

That Spain, unregenerated, unrevolutionized, 
ancient Spain, as the ally of France, and as insti- 
gated by France, committed unwarrantable spoli- 
ations on our commerce, is true; but that she has 
ever denied reparation and indemnity, I conceive 
that every step taken, in the various negotiation s 
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with her, will disprove. It can hardly be ex- 
pected that I shall enter into a minute and elabo- 
rate ‘discussion of these negotiations—the mere 
perusal of documents, published and unpublished, 
would oceupy more of the precious time of the 
Senate than I feel myself authorized to consume. 
But, sir, I have felt it my incumbent duty to 
peruse these documents, to consider them with all 
the attention the importance of the subject de- 
manded, and I have perused them with all the 
eagerness of curiosity, and that spirit of impartial 
inquiry, which a young and unhackneyed politi- 
cian, who avows himself free from prejudices and 
prepossessions, in common liberality, I hope may 
be presumed to feel. : 

Sir, the honest and sincere conviction of my 
mind is, that Spain is not only guiltless of un- 
willingness of reparation, aud of reluctance to 
indemnity, but that with such guilt our Govern- 
ment-never charged her, until circumstances ren- 
dered it as difficult for Spain to consummate re- 
paration, as it was unfair and improper for our 
Government to urge, or to expect it. A nation, 
as well as an individual, has claims upon our 
compassion and humanity. 

Ungenerous, indeed, must be his nature, who 
would press even his legal claim, with the same 
stubborn and indiscriminate pertinacity, against 
an individual struggling with adversity, and op- 
pressed by misfortunes, as against one who was 
thriving and prosperous, and who resisted justice 
from the pride of power, and the arrogance of 
wealth. But, sir, I will not rest this point upon 
an appeal to our generosity, estimable as that 
feeling is, and prevalent as it is in this nation and 
this Assembly. The facts, evidence, justice, bear 
me out in this assertion: that Spain has not re- 
fused, does not refuse compensation—a fair repa- 
ration for all losses sustained by individuals, in 
consequence of her own spoliations on our com- 
merce. 

By the Treaty of 1795, concluded by General | 
Thomas Pinckney, our merchants received not 
only adequate indemnity, but even a lucrative 
compensation for their losses. In opening the 
negotiation of 1802, Mr. Charles Pinckney re- 
fers to this fact, and culogizes, in a style of more 
than ordinary diplomatic courtesy, the integrity, 
the good faith, and the magnanimity of the Span- 
ish Government. Spain had become strictly al- 
lied to France, and through the pusillanimity, 
perhaps corruption, of the favorite, the Prince of 
Peace, had also become meanly subordinate to 
her designs, a partaker in her crimes and follies, 
though not in her spoils. She was at once the 
dupe of her councils, and the prey of her rapa- 
city. At the instigation of France, she depre- 
dated upon our commerce. She grounded her 
proceedings upon French decrees. But these 
were wrongs, as I have before said, unintention- 
ally committed, and which she was solicitous to 
repair. But few difficulties, and no great delay, 
occurred in the settlement of the Convention of 
the 1ith of August, 1802. The principal difti- 
culty arose from the attempt, on the part of our 
negotiators, to have included in the treaty, com- 


pensation as well for Spanish wrongs as for 
those inflicted.by France in Spanish territories. 
This was resisted; certainly with some show of 
reason and equity on the part of Spain. But 
Count Cevallos, the Spanish Minister, offered to 
include even these, in a certain way. That is, 
he was willing that the general question, how 
far Spain ought to be liable for French aggres- 
sions in her territories, on American property, 
should be left to the Commissioners, who were 
to be appointed, according to an article of the 
convention. He was willing to leave it on the 
grounds of equity and justice, and the circum- 
Stances of the ease, for them to determine. A 
proposition, in a transaction of this nature, cer- 
tainly importing uncommon fairness and integ- 
rity ; especially when we consider that the Com- 
missioners were to be mutually appointed. Mr. 
Pinckney, either from error of judgment or the 
strictness of his instructions, rejected this propo- 
sition, and insisted on and obtained an article 
holding in reserve and unextinguished our claims 
for French depredations, as matter for future 
negotiation. This convention, as has been ex- 
plained by the honorable gentleman from Ver- 
mont, rested for a length of time, session after 
session, before the’Senate. It was at length ulti- 
mately approved, and ratified here. Before, how- 
ever, it was returned to Spain, the transfer of 
Louisiana by France to the United States took 
place—an event which was, as Mr. Jefferson in- 
forms us, as unexpected as disagreeable to Spain 5 
an act which she bitterly regretted, against which 
she solemnly but unavailingly protested. But 
our convention with France, in respect to Lou- 
isiana, including as that did, a settlement of all 
our claims for all French spoliations and dep- 
redations, had now materially and rightfully 
changed our relative situation with Spain. She 
no longer assented to that clause of the treaty, 
which kept alive against her claims for French 
spoliations. As has been explained by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Vermont, she denied our 
right to a double satisfaction for the same inju- 
ries—a double payment of the same debt. She 
contended she was virtually released; and in 
this she was supported by the express declara- 
tion of France, and by the opinion of the most 
celebrated lawyers and civilians of this country, 
some of them officers of the Government. 

But she never refused compensation for her 
own spoliations; fruitless negotiations on this 
and other topics still continued. And by the 
Message of Mr. Jefferson, in 1808, we are in- 
formed, that “the important negotiation with 
Spain, which had been alternately suspended 
and resumed, necessarily experiences a pause, 
under the extraordinary and interesting crisis 
which distinguishes her internal situation.” Ss 

That crisis has not yet subsided. This, sir, is 
a very concise, and I hope not uncandid history 
of our negotiation with Spain. I refer with con- 
fidence to the documents. Theyare in the hands 
of gentlemen who can detect any invojuntary 
error. If | have committed one, I assure them 
it is involuntary. I said, sir, that the interest 


521 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


522 


ee 
Supplemental Speech. 


ing and extraordinary crisis, to which Mr. Jef- 
ferson referred, as distinguishing the internal sit- 
uation of Spain, had not subsided. What was 
that crisis? A mighty effort by the great mass 
of the people, abandoned by their King, deserted 
by their nobles, rising up in their might to expel 

a foreign invader and usurper from their dear 
native soil, Examine the history of all previ- 
ous revolutions—that which expelled Austria from 
Switzerland, Spain from Holland, the Stuarts 
from England, and England from this country— 
and you will discover none of them to be the 
effect of a more genuine, deep-felt, popular emo- 
tion, than the revolation achieved by the patriots 
of Spain. Yes, sir, that people are engaged in 
a war of defence of their native soil, their fire- 
sides, their altars, against a foreign invader; in 
a war of that kind, that does and ought to excite 
the most sensitive interest, the most affectionate 
sympathy, in the bosoms of a free people, espe- 
cially of a people themselves but recently inde- 
pendent, and who had to fight for their inde- 
pendenee. Strange indeed it is, that the wars of 
Greece against Persia, should retain an unfading 
interest in our memories, and excite, even at this 
day, sublime and pious emotions; and that the 
wars of the Spanish patriots should be forgotten. 
Strange, indeed, that we remember Marathon, 
and forget Saragossa. 

. Sir, what was the first effect of this revolution 
in Spain in regard to this country ?—a restora- 
tion, in mass, of all the vessels and property be- 
longing to American citizens; an order to their 
Court of Prizes to act no more on the French 
decrees; an observance of all the articles of the 
treaty with us. This they did voluntarily, as an 
act of justice, and as a pledge of that good will 
towards us, which a newly emancipated people 
felt towards one happily already free and inde- 
pendent. What was the further effect, when the 
‘Government was in some degree settled, and had 
leisure to attend to its foreign concerns ?—a mis- 
sion to this country, in the person of Chevalier 
‘Onis. Why, sir, is there this dexterous evasion, 
this strenuous effort on the part of the Adminis- 
tration to keep from the sight of the people, from 
the sight of the Senate, a co-ordinate branch of 
the treaty-making power, the correspondence of 
Don Onis, or rather his attempts at correspond- 
ence? ‘Why cannot this nation be authentically 
informed of the fact, whether.he made a formal | 
and express offer to place in the hands of our 
‘Government in advance, a sum in specie, suffi- 
cient to satisfy all the claims for captures, and 
for injuries sustained, through the withholding 
the permission of deposite at New Orleans; that 
he likewise offered to adjust the subject of the 
boundaries of Louisiana in a manner satisfactory 
to ourselves ?—that he offered substantially to do 
all this, I am convinced. It has been published 
in Spain, under the eye of the Cortes; it has 
been published, over and over again, in this 
country. It has never been contradicted. Ithas 
been made the ground of Ministerial assertion in 
England, to evince the nature of French influ- 
rence in the United States; it has been made the 
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ground of reasoning, in the discussion of the 
French Moniteurs, to evince to the Spaniards 
how much safer they were under F'rench protec- 
tion than that of the patriots. France, say they, 
protected you against the arrogant and enormous 
claims of those trans-Atlantic, shopkeeping dem- 
ocrats. She gave you the means of restraining 
their rapacity, or participating in their ill-gotten 
profits, She was a guarantee to you against their 
ambitious intentions, hostile to your valuable but 
unprotected colonies. But your patriotic Gov- 
ernment yields to these insolent demands, and 
seems to favor their projects. It offers them the 
treasures, of which you are in want;.it opens 
the protective barriers of your colonies, and en- 
dangers the mines of Mexico—the source of your 
opnlenee, and the basis of your national gran- 
eur. 

Sir, we have served a notice on the President 
to produce the correspondence, to detail the ver- 
bal offers of Don Onis; not being produced, we 
have a right to state what we justly suppose to 
be their substance. Our divinations, conjectures, 
if they be conjectures, can be put down at-once; 
falsified by the production of the papers, but by 
nothing else. This again, sir, is a rule of com- 
mon law, and common sense. Circumstances, 
the absence of all contrary proof, the cautious 
forbearance of all denial, the non-production of 
papers, when called for by friends, the gratuitous 
assumption of limiting the intentions of the Sen- 
ate, in their call for papers, to those which had 
occurred since the last session; all this tends 
convincingly to prove, that this offer of indem- 
nity, on the part of the Spanish Government, 
has been made, and has been rejected. 

How stands the case, then, on the foot of in- 
demnity? Not a refusal on the part of Spain 
to make adequate and liberal indemnity, but à 
refusal on our part to acceptit. Sir, the mass of 
papers produced, bulky as they are, is more re- 
markable for its deficiency, than its contents. 
There is something, not produced, which if it 
were produced, would be fatal, on the head of 
indemnity. There are various other topics of 
argument, which might be urged against. this 
strong ground of pretended indemnity. If you 
are injured, and deem yourself entitled to indem- 
nity, ought you not previously to demand it? 
Even the British demanded the Danish fleet, and 
it was refused, before they seized it. . Has the 
honorable Chairman of the committee forgotten 
his own able and successful arguments, and, those 
of his friends, on this point, in the Senate, on 
Mr. Ross’s resolution in 1803? A positive injury 
was inflicted, a perfect and essential right secured 
and consecrated by treaty was denied you; but 
then, the ‘honorable gentleman, with his. usual 
ability, supported by his amiable friend De Witt 
Clinton, manfully, triumphantly stemmed the 
torrent of the redundant, I will not say over- 
bearing, eloquence of Ross and Gouverneur 
Morris—explained to the nation the duty, the 
necessity, the justice of previous negotiation, 
and preserved this-young and prosperous nation 
from a premature and unnecessary conflict. 
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“What: was correct, judicious, and moral then, I 
humbly apprehend will be so now. Prone 

But, sir, upon the mere principles of indemnity, 
conceding that you had a right to take it, it 
would not, in any sense of the term, be one. It 
is inadequate, if obtained, even if it cost nothing 
to obtain it. Waiving the consideration of the 
amount of spoliations, it, will cost more to re- 
cover the thing sued for than it is worth. It is 
no indemnity to the actual sufferers by Spanish 
spoliations, and this act is accomplished by no 
pledge of the national faith, that they shall be 
individually compensated from this fund for their 
losses, while their losses are made the only 
ground or pretext of this proceeding. Even, sir, 
at the risk of being tedious and uninteresting, I 
must concisely examine each of these points. 
Will it be pretended that Florida is worth the 
whole claim of our Government against Spain ? 
We must take gentlemen on their own princi- 
ples, and calculate the amount set down by our 
Government, including Spanish spoliations— 
French spoliations in Spanish territories—and 
the injuries sustained by the prohibition of the 
right of deposite at New Orleans. The first item 
‘amounts to three, the second. to two millions; 
the last may be stated at one, making six millions 
principal, with the interest for ten years, consti- 
tuting an aggregate of about ten millions of dol- 
lars, And would you as a matter of purchase 

ive a fourth of this sum for Florida, if you 
could have quiet possession of it to-morrow? 
No; sir, you would wisely hesitate; nay you 
would absolutely reject it. But if you carve out 
your own remedy}; convert into possession and 
enjoyment your deposite—your pledge—consum- 
mate your right of lien by ownership ; select 
your means and chance of indemnity; estreat 
your bond with all its amount of penalties; you 
have all that in law, justice, or equity you can 
-demand. The question is closed; you have no 
-action open on your covenants or assumpsits. 
But, sir, to whom is Florida, with its wide waste 
of sands, its dismal swamps, its mixed. mongrel 
population, transferred? To the actual sufferers 
by Spanish and French spoliations? to the indi- 
vidual sufferers in the cities of Charleston, Bal- 
timore, Philadelphia, New York, Boston, Salem, 
Providence, and Newport? No, sir, it is trans- 
ferred nominally to the United States, who takes 
it in her corporate capacity as trustee for the 
State of Georgia. She will have the greatest, if 
not the sole beneficiary interest ; as for the claims 
of the merchants, they will still be uncompensa- 
ted; Spain or France, or the United States, will 
still stand debited in their ledgers. Sir, 1 know 
a house in the town of Providence who are in- 
terested in this claim to the amount of $200,000. 
Lknow of another, in the city of New York, in- 
terested to double this amount, and whose right 
and chance of compensation, under the conven- 
tion of August, 1802, were admitted and ascer- 
tained. 

Sir, I would as soon shake at them the sand of 
an hourglass, as measure out to them the sands 
of ‘Florida as a compensation, even if you meant 


to give them that which you do not intend. It 
would, indeed, be a memento mori of their claim.. 
If this transaction is bottomed upon a pure and 
comprehensive equity, why is it not accompanied 
with a pledge of the faith of the United States to. 
compensate the individual sufferers? Are they 
to be left to their legal remedies, against Sover- 
eigus not suable? ‘Is one part of the Union to 
convert to their own exclusive benefit the mis- 
fortunes of the other part? Are the planters of 
the South (against whom I certainly have no 
prejudices) to thrive and prosper upon the losses 
of the merchants of the North? Are they, who 
have paid no consideration, to hold and enjoy 
this estate? I put this plain matter to the under- 
standings and consciences of gentlemen on both 
sides of the House. It is not a matter of party 
politics. Ido not, on the ground of party, op- 
pose this measure. 

But, sir, I must hurry on to consider what this 
indemnity will cost you; what will be the ex- 
penses of this suit, to reduce to possession this 
pledge. What will you have to pay for the in- 
strument, by which you are to carve out your 
own remedy ? Will it not cost much more than 
you will actually obtain? What is this project, 
as described by General Pinckney? To reduce 
the fortress of St. Augustine—to occupy Hast 
Florida. What force will this require? Omit- 
ting the walled towns of Flanders, and Quebec, 
and Gibraltar, St. Augustine is the strongest 
place, by nature and art, in the world. Attend to- 
the description of it in the papers produced. Re- 
collect the failure of General Oglethorpe, in the 
year 1739, and the discomfiture, (I will not say 
disgrace,) that then, on this account, was attached. 
to the arms of Great Britain, and her colonies. 

To give a probability of success to this meas- 
ure, four thousand regular troops, an immense 
train of battering artillery, all the volunteer force 
that Tennessee, South Carolina, and Georgia are 
able to supply, besides a large number of gunboats, 
brigs, &c.; ten thousand men, in different ways,. 
must be employed in this expedition, and its con- 
neeted and associated objects of the subjugation 
of the Seminoles, the Creeks, and other Indian 
nations. Even if you are successful, you will 
lose one-half of your troops by battle or by sick- 
ness. You will not be able to commence the 
siege, until April, and in June the climate would 
oblige you to abandon it. The troops must come 
from the upland country of the adjoining States.. 
Sir, it isa medical fact, that they, no more than 
the men of an extreme northern climate, can en- 
dure the intense heat, the pestilential vapors, and 
the clouds of musquitoes, that darken and pol- 
lute the swamps and sands of Florida. If you 
are successful, it will be by the destruction of 
five thousand lives, and by the expenditure of 
five millions of dollars. Is your object worth 
this price? If you gain it, you obtain nothing 3. 
for that nothing, you pay ina vast effusion of 
blood and treasure. The Northern and Middle 
States, those to whom you pretend indemnity, 
obtain none. They bear their full, their over 
proportion, in the expenses of this new war, and 
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obtain no compensation at last. I must dismiss 
this point of indemnity, not becanse it is exhaust- 
ed, but because I feel myself trespassing on your 
patience. 

The second general justificatory ground on 
which this measure is def nded, is that of necessi- 
ty—the apprehension of the use that may be made 
of the country, by our enemy; or, in the words 
of the honorable gentleman from Georgia, a mili- 
tary measure of self-defenee. Sir, I do not mean 
to undervalue this plea; there are palpable occa- 
sions, and desperate emergencies in which it may 
rightfully be urged. Salus populi suprema lex. 
I will not say, that if the danger is instant and 
imminent, that an enemy can and will seize a 
point of annoyance, that we ought not to antici- 
pate his design; but I do say, that if the danger 
apprehended be inconsiderable, remote, and con- 
tingent, and, especially, if it be but too apparently 
matter of artificial contrivance, proceeding from 
your own wrong, attended with circumstances of 
suspicion, that it never can warrant so atrocious 
an act as that of seizing on the territory of a 
friendly neutral power. Gentlemen must all al- 
low that it is an act exhibiting a most signal ex- 
ception to the general pacific policy, the cautious 
forbearance, the solicitous neutrality of this coun- 
try. Itis, at once, an overthrow of all our sub- 
lime and romantic theories of the laws of nations, 
and, especially, of our profound system of con- 
trolling warlike and ambitious States, by the pre- 
cepts of justice, philosophy, and philenthronyi it 
is a lash of satire that cuts to pieces all the pretty, 
flowery phrases of Mr. Jerrerson, and shivers 
into a thousand shreds the sturdy dissertations of 
Mr. Mapison. ‘This country’ was but lately 
deemed the last retreat and sanctuary of the good 
old-fashioned law of nations; we affected to rev- 
erence that law, and the virtues on which it was 
founded; and we acknowledged, and congratu- 
lated ourselves upon the benefits which were its 
result. On this account we have been compara- 
tively happy at home, and applauded and admired 
abroad. ‘This national habit and disposition has 
been worth to us fleets and armies; and, com- 
bined with ordinary foresight, with strict impar- 
tiality, and a continuance of the Washingtonian 
policy of preparing in peace for war, would still 
avail us as our cheap and efficient defence. 

Sir, what is the point on which this plea of 
necessity rests? What is the danger apprehend- 
ed? The occupation of Florida by England. 
But it is three years since you have had, or feigned 
this fear; this is the third time you have called 
us to drive out the wolves from among the sheep. 
But the English, restrained by their Treaty of 
Alliance, which guaranties the integrity of the 
Spanish Empire, have shown no inclination to 
go there, and, while your present law remains, 
never will. They know, of course, as well as 

ou do, the contingency upon which, by the law 
of 1810, you have placed your right or intention 
of occupying East Florida. It would be an act 
as impolitic in itself as treacherous to their allies, 
to create that very contingency which is to be 
the apology of your operations, and the occasion 
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of immense mischief to their friends. They ben-. 
efit their friends by forbearance; they embarrass 

you; they suspend you in a ridiculous attitude, 
panting with the eagerness of desire and the: 
pressure of prohibition. They have made no 
attempt to seize East Florida; they: will make 
none. But if, by the adoption of the act now 
under consideration, you alter your present pol- 
icy, and, fatigued with waiting for English ag- 
gression, and despising the contingent remainder: 
you grasp at a present absolute estate, their sys-- 
tem, both of policy in regard to themselves, and 
of good-will to their allies, of course, must 
change. The moment you raise your entrench- 

ments against St. Augustine, the English wilh 
succor it, and defeat your enterprise. You have 

drawn attention to your project, you have served 

them with a notice. Withdraw your troops from 

East Florida, where they have been now for two 

years; abandon this undertaking, and you are 

secure from English interference or Spanish ag- 

gression. Let them alone, and they will let you 

alone. Itappears to me, clearly, that the adoption 

of this bill accelerates and renders certain the 

very event which you have reason to dread. 

nen, sir, the ground of necessity not only fails 

you, but the reasons you render are converted 

against you. 

But the Spaniards will excite the Indians, Do 
not the papers before us prove that the Indians 
were peaceable, undisturbing, undisturbed until 
you invaded Florida ?, Put an end to your inva- 
sion and you put an end to Indian excitement. 
Indians on their own soil defend themselves, and 
this you call crime; they retaliate, as far as they: 
can, your wrong, and this you call abomination. 
But the Spaniards seduce the negroes. Is the fact 
verified? How can they have communication 
with the negroes of Georgia? And if they had, 
did they ever do so until you invaded their terri- 
tory—until you had promised fifty acres of land 
to every Spaniard who would betray his country 
and violate his allegiance? It stands an undis- 
puted fact, that Matthews, the agent of this Gov- 
ernment, did this; Mr. Foster expressly charges 
it on Mr. Monroe, and he does not deny the fact. 
He admits it. [appeal to the correspondence of 
November 1811. In the whole progress of this 
business you make your previous wrong an apol- 
ogy for subsequent wrong. All the evils that 
have happened, all that you apprehend, are the 
necessary and natural consequences of your pre- 
vious acts; 


“| do the wrong, and first begin the brawl. 
The secret mischiefs that I set abroach 
I lay unto the grievous charge of others.” 


But so far from its being a sound position that 
military necessity irresistibly compels you to this 
measure. I venture to assert that, in a merely mil- 
itary point of view, you cannot do anything so 
erroneous, probably so fatal, as the occupation of 
East Florida. 

If you mean to press this undertaking with 
zeal, and with that ardor and promptitude that 
can alone give you a chance of success, the whole 
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force of the Southern country ought, in May next, 
to be driving at this object. Will you not, then, 
invite an invasion by Great Britain, at the very 
spot, at the very time she desires? This enter- 
prise will, at any rate, suggest to her the design, 
because it affords the opportunity, the enviable op- 
portunity, of causing a diversion from your Can- 
ada project, and dispensing, at the same time, the 
most effectual relief to their allies. I ask whether 
this project, drawing, as it necessarily must, the 
whole of the Southern defensive force from the 
points-of defence, does not insure an invasion 
from your present enemy, and at the very point 
where, from peculiar circumstances, you are the 
most vulnerable. ? 

Gentlemen seem to hug themselves in the no- 
tion that Charleston is secure, as though that 
were the only point to be preserved. But ex- 
amine the maps of that country, recollect the 
military and naval operations of colonial times, 
and inquire into the practicability of an English 
fleet entering the harbor of Port Royal, and ef- 
fecting, at that point, the invasion of the South- 
ern. States? Your whole effective force is en- 
gaged, at the distance of several hundred miles, 
in foreign conquest. Would you not soon be 


compelled to raise your siege of the capital of 


Florida, and, hurrying home to relieve a deserted 
and unprotected country—pursued by the eman- 
cipated and enraged troops of St, Augustine— 
harassed night and day by parties of Seminoles 
and Creeks—arrive, if you arrived at all, faint and 
exhausted, to encounter a new and formidable 
enemy? Proceed with this fatal enterprise, and 
deplorable indeed will be the fate of our Southern 
brethren. 

It is made matter of serious accusation against 
the Spaniards that, in defence of their own homes, 
they intend to employ black troops. I do not 
know what right we have to dictate to them on 
this important point of complexion. We pro- 
voketocombat. Weare assailants, and for plun- 
der, and yet undertake to prescribe to our devoted 
victim the mode of his defence. Black troops 
were employed by Spain, in 1739, at the same 
place, and for the same purpose they are now em- 
ployed. England has thousands and tens of thou- 
sands of black and colored troops in her pay, as 1 
am afraid we shall, to our cost, discover. 

We employed black troops in the war of our 
Revolution. The State of Rhode Island raised 
a black regiment, But though we have neither 
the power nor the right to prohibit the employ- 
ment of such troops by our enemy, I adinit, as 
has been suggested, that the consequences may 
be tremendous. That unhappy species of popu- 
lation which prevails in our Southern country, 
aroused to reflection by the sight of black soldiers 
and black officers, may suspect themselves to be 
fellow-men, and fondly dream they likewise could 
be soldiers and officers. The bloody tragedy of 
St Domingo may be acted over again in this de- 
voted country. If your enemy has half the ma- 
dignity of motive, or atrocity of design which, 
for the purpose of goading a reluctant people to 
drag on an unprofitable and unnecessary war, you 
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daily impute to him, he will aid in this nefarious 
business. 

Refrain, then, from this measure. which has 
such a host of evils in its train. If I were a citi- 
zen of South Carolina or Georgia I should doubly 
deplore and deprecate this attack on St. Augus- 
tine. I would down on my knees to entreat the 
I should protest against 
this withdrawing all the efficient force of the 
country to a distant and dangerous point for the 
purpose of a wicked war of offence, when all 
that force will be wanted for defence and pra- 
tection at home, and to repel the invasion which 
this measure will inevitably suggest and superin- 
duce. I do address this consideration most sin- 
cerely and solemnly to the honorable gentlemen 
from those States. Take care that while you are 
pursuing foreign conquest your own homes are 
not devastated. Take care that while your war 
eagle is soaring a sublime and romantic flight, 
and “beating widely on the wing for prey,” her 
own eyry be not plundered, and she compelled to 
turn her course homeward “her pinions guided 
by her young one’s cries.” Will you, for the 
chance of conquering East Florida, of annexing 
the island of Amelia to your territory, of satisfy- 
ing the cupidity of land speculators, or even of 
gratifying a mistaken sense of interest in a 
respectable State, encounter the terrible contin- 
gencies, the almost certain horrors of negro insur- 
rection, of Indian hostility, of midnight confla- 
gration, of wide-spread ruin and indiscriminate 
massacre ? 

Gir, it appears to me that the prominent argu- 
ment that is urged for the adoption of this meas- 
ure, viz: the war with England, is the strongest 
argument against it. What is the great object 
of your policy, your solitary hope of success in 
your war against England? It is avowed to be 
the conquest of Canada. How is this to be ef- 
fected? By frittering your force into various 
divisions—an army of the South, an army of the 
North, and an army of the West? No, sir; if, 
like our ally, France, we are impelled by this lust 
of conquest, and aspire to like success, we must 
adopt her mode of insuring it. Select one great 
point for attainment, and, keeping that steadily 
in view, press upon it with all the energy of your 
means. Why scatter your forces in numerous 
frivolous and unavailing plans? Why not make 
one grand, undivided effort, and conquer Canada? 
Why divert into such various channels that force 
which ought to be accumulated, and contracted. 
into one irresistible torrent? By pursuing both, 
we shall be disappointed in both objects. Your 
war with Spain will ruin your war with England. 
Your war with England will ruin your war with 
Spain. Is it true that a.war with England, and, 
at the same time, with Spain, has always been 
intended? Last year the propositions to scize 
East Florida and to conquer Canada were asso- 
ciated. The inducements then held out were, an 
enlargement and arrondissement of the territory 
at the two extremities; a fair division of the 
spoil. We consent that you may conquer Can- 
ada, permit us to conquer Florida. The decla- 
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ration that Canada should be conquered and re- 
tained was the exacted pledge of the Northern 
men who voted for the war. You have got their 
votes—you. have not, you cannot redeem your 
pledge. How is it that the proposition for seiz- 
ing Florida is revived, and so strenuously en- 
forced, and so little is said, or done, or wished as 
to the conquest and incorporation of Canada ? 
Where is the promised benefit to the North ? 
But, sir, it seems a point of honor demands 
that we should continue our efforts to reduce the 
fortress of St. Augustine, because the Spaniards 
refuse an amnesty to those worthy individuals 
who were willing to betray their country into our 
hands. Not only our sympathies are addressed, 
and even our deliberate approbation challenged 
for traitors and conspirators, dignified with the 
name of patriots, but we are invoked, for their 
sakes solely, to plunge into a new war; and to 
this we are invoked, in the hallowed name of the 
national faith. It is almost degradation to be 
obliged to examine such an allegation. Have 
we not denied the acts of Matthews ?—refused to 
ratify them? I will not say that, by this, the Gov- 
ernment did not violate its faith with Matthews, 
So far as it relates to this, instead of imputing 
exclusive blame to this unfortunate, and, as I un- 
derstand, confessedly meritorious officer, I cannot 
but believe that he thought he acted with perfect 
good faith to the Government, strictly in virtue 
of his private, if not public instructions, and that 
he counted, not only on.the support, but the ap- 
plause of Government. Cruelly disappointed in 
the result, he conceived that he had just cause of 
complaint. He considered himself the victim of 
a temporizing, vascillating, insidious policy ; and 
Lask the honorable gentleman from Georgia, did 
not Matthews die with such sentiments trembling 
to the very last on his lips? The averment of 
his own honor and innocence—of the tergiversa- 
tion and pusillanimity of his employers? Was 
he not hurrying on to Washington, literally for 
his vindication, when, fortunately for those he 
had it in his power to expose, death arrested his 
course? But,sir, what is the ground of the Gov- 
ernment? They distinctly assert that Matthews 
has transcended his powers, that he has acted 
without the scope of his authority. He cannot, 
say the Government, produce our letter of per- 
mission to sanction what he has done. Then, 
clearly, the consequence is, our faith was not com- 
romitted, for our name and authority were not 
egally or fairly used. Qur sympathies cannot 
justly be awakened for those conspirators. We 
are not interested in this amnesty. Let the Span- 
ish Government deal with these men as we should 
have done with Arnold, had he fallen into our 
power. Let them meet the punishment of trait- 
ors, or, let them, rousing themselves into a new, 
and, by us, unprompted effort, deserve to be suc- 
cessful. Let them take the chance of being reb- 
els or patrivts—of swallowing the hemlock, or 
being crowned with myrtle. a! . 
‘That, indeed, is suspicious patriotism, which 
bargains beforehand for foreign aid ; that is hardly 
a valorous patriotism that submits nothing to haz- 


ard, that conditions for amnesty before guilt, and 
secures the spoil, without fighting the batile. I 
will not say I have no sympathy for these people. 
I would save them if I could; but I will not, on 
their account, endanger my country’s peace or 
fame. But another claim upon our honor is, our 
troops were attacked at Moosa. Moosa, where is 
it? Within two miles of the fortress of St, Au- 
gustine. And, if you had the camp of an enemy 
at Georgetown, threatening the Capitol—the ex- 
jstence of your Government; a foreign force, 
combined with domestic traitors, to overwhelm 
you, to throw you neck and heels into the Poto- 
mace, as one of your choice spirits once proposed, 
would you not attack? ‘This is, of all others,.the 
most miserable subterfuge. Good God! where 
are we? [n what age do we live? In what 
country, when itis made a crime to extirpate the 
invaders of our native soil? In what age, in 
what country, when it is made a virtue for a na- 
tion, itself at war for neutral rights, to invade an 
unoffending, helpless, friendly, neutral country 2 
But, it is asked, is not this measure defensible 
on the ground of precedents, and the practices of 
nations? O yes, undoubtedly., For this, as for 
every other enormity, you can find an example, 
but nota justification. I am apprehensive, sir, 
that in pursuing this unprofitable reference to 
precedents and authorities, less skilful than the 
learned gentlemen who have preceded me, I can- 
not avoid giving to my remarks an air of ped- 
antry. [call this an unprofitable, and, perhaps, 
deceptive pursuit, because a recent experience 


shows how pervertible are the clearest texts of 
the soundest authors. : | 
the honorable Chairman making quotations from 


For, when I discovered 


Vattel, in support of the present proposition, 


which authorizes us to take possession of that to 


which we have no right, 1 could not help recol- 


lecting that, attending as a spectator in your gal- 
lery, during the debate on Mr. Ross’s resolution, 


I heard the same honorable gentleman adduce 
passages from the same author to prove that we 
ought uot to take what of perfect right did be- 
long to us. 

The earliest precedent .on record was the one 
so pleasantly, not irreverently, alluded to by the 
honorable gentlemen from Vermont, who is, with- 
out question, of any one among us, the best read 
in the most ancient and authentic of all histories, 
the Holy Bible—who, at any rate, does the most 
frequently and the most aptly quote the Script- 
ures that were written for our instruction. He 
referred to the leading case of Ahab and Naboth. 
Sir, L will not dwell upon it long enough to in- 
quire who is the Jezebel that has inspired our 
councils. I will not ask, in the language of Mr. 
Barlow, whether this is not the mode devised, 
“ the least onerous to the French treasury,” to do 
us a nominal favor and a real injury ? But, Í be- 
lieve, and 1 hope, (I say hope while it is lawful 
to say so,) that the answer of the insulted and 
oppressed Spaniards will be that of Naboth to 
Ahab, “The Lord forbid it me that 1 should give 
the inheritance of my fathers unto thee.” 

But do gentlemen prefer classical to Biblical 
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authority ? the example of a Republic, or, rather, 
an aristocracy toa theocracy? Lacedæmon af- 
fords it. he fortress of Cadmea was won by a 
Lacedemonian general by the same means of 
treasonable correspondence which our general 
has used. The Epbori condemned their general, 
as we have done, but retained their conquest. 
Do you want.an instance from history to con- 
demn you, to make you blush for your conduct ? 
Take it from Florence—a real Republic. With 
a territory so small, as to render the desire of its 
extension natural and pardonable, such was the 
magnanimity of its Republican character, its 
inviolable adherence to principle, and its abhor- 
rence of the “selfish object of territorial aggran- 
dizement,” that when the city of Arezzo was 
betrayed into its hands, it disdained to profit by 
the treason, and restored that city to its freedom 
and independence. In what age, did this hap- 
pen? In comparatively a benighted period, the 
thirteenth century: . Will you, Americans,—you 
who have styled yourselves the most enlightened 
people, of a most enlightened age, be put to 
shame, by such an event happening, in such an 
era; in such a country ? . 

But still, you have a thousand instances to en- 
courage you. You have not the merit of novelty 
in your wickedness. Deeds as reprehensible, as 
nefarious as yours, and on the same grounds and 
pretences, crowd and deform the page of history. 

"he annals of despotism help you out. Louis 
XAV was in the heart of the Netherlands, be- 
fore it was known he had a pretence to any 
part of those rich provinces, under a pretended 
right of his wife. Frederick of Prussia, in 1741, 
gave the intimation of his claim against Silesia, 
at the head of 60,000 men. Shall I mention the 
two divisions of Poland, the recent instances of 
French usurpation, in Holland, in Switzerland, 
in Portugal, in Italy, and Spain? No; these 
instances are too identical for illustration. It is 
unnecessary to exhibit those instances, of which 
your proceedings are but polygraphic copies. I 
will hasten to the great precedent, which has 
been alluded to on both sides, as affording perti- 
nent matter for illustration—the seizure of the 
Danish fleet. 

I have a right to refer to it triumphantly, asan 
argumenium ad hominem. All the disinterested 
part of mankind condemned this measure. In 
this country, all parties, Federal and Republican, 
assailed it. Let me prove a measure to be within 
the scope of the policy of that—let me prove a 
conformity, or even a strong analogy of conduct, 
and the proof concludes ;—the argument is vic- 
torious, against any individual or party in this 
country, the author of such a measure—more 
especially against those who were instinctively 
offended with Copenhagen Jackson—mure espe- 
cially against the present Administratiou—the 
assertors of neutral rights; the assertors of ex- 
elusive territorial rights, even in cases of doubt- 
ful or common jurisdiction. So sensible was the 
honorable gentleman from Tennessee, on my 
right, of this, that in the early stages of this dis- 


dislodge this train of ideas from the mind of the 
Senate. The gentleman showed his usual cor- 
rectness and acuteness, in discovering the stress 
of the argument, and selecting the turning point, 
But what was his mode of refutation? How 
did he attempt to efface the impression that was 
instantly made on our minds, when the similarity 
of our conduct to that of the English in seizing 
the Danish fleet, was referred to by the honora- 
ble gentleman from Vermont? Why, forsooth, 
by joining in the denunciation against that mea- 
sure—by magnifying its injustice—by exagger- 
ating, if possible, its enormity—by darkening its 
atrocity. Sir, this may be allowable in rhetoric, 
but it is, at best, but an able evasion of the very 
point, which a not over strict logic would say, 
he was bound to meet. The gentleman expressed 
his surprise, that any American could charge his 
country with an intention to perform an act so 
nefarious, as that of the seizure of the Danish 
fleet by the English. Sir, I am not obliged to 
contend, though with the utmost fairness and 
propriety I might, that our contemplated act 
transcends that in enormity, in its outrage on the 
laws of nations, in its prostration of the princi- 
ples of right and justice. 

One point of difference we surely cannot for- 
get, viz: that the Danish fleet was first demand- 
ed, and demanded from those who had a right to 
cede it. In this case, you have made nodemand ; 
and, even if you had, it is of those who have no 
right to convey. The mere local authorities of 
Florida have no right to dismember the Spanish 
empire. Another point of difference is, that the 
French were at hand. They occupied a part of 
Denmark, the Dutchy of Holstein. Their ulte- 
rior success, which was not only probable, but 
inevitable, would have given them possession of 
the Danish fleet. In addition to this, the English 
Ministry urged (with what propriety of course I 
cannot tell) the secret articles of the Treaty of 
Tilsit, in justification of this measure. 

But, after all, it was an indefensible act, deserving 
all the epithets of reprobation, which the honor- 
able gentleman has bestowed upon it. It was as 
fatal in its effects, as censurable in its principle. 
It gave the hearts of the Danish nation to France, 
it made it an ally of the Continental system ; it 
startled Sweden, it irritated Russia, it turned the 
tide of public opinion against Ministers in Eng- 
land, it alarmed and alienated America ;—and for 
all this, Britain gained sixteen hulks, some tons 
of hemp, and naval stoyes—and the distrust of the 
world. 

Of all the ill-consequences resulting to Great 
Britain from this act, the most deeply fatal to her 
was the opinion, justly entertained in England 
and in America—the only remaining countries 
where public opinion retains through the press 
and the freedom of institutions any operation— 
that she, who pretended to execrate the outrages 
of Bonaparte, who professed a reverence for the 
laws of nations, and declared herself the advo- 
cate of the principles of justice, virtue, and reli- 
gion, should, overcome by the lure of gain, or 


cussion he directed his most vigorous efforts to | intimidated by an unreal necessity, have fallen 
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from her high pretensions, have forfeited her 
moral character, have stained her hitherto com- 
paratively spotless reputation. In miserable con- 
tradiction to herself, she overthrew, at one blow, 
that system of universal public law, whose max- 
ims and precedents have been long acknowledged, 
and by no nation more than herself, to be of the 
same force and obligation as the municipal con- 
stitutions of particular States: “A system,” as it 
is observed by Lord Erskine, in his celebrated 
protest upon this subject, “which has gradually 
í ripened with the advancement of learning and 
‘the extension of commerce, and which ought to 
‘be held sacred and inviolable by all Govern- 
‘ments, as binding the whole world under one 
t politic and moral dominion.” 

I implore you, sir, that we still adhere to this 
system ; that wise and philanthropic system, that 
is founded. on justice, that favors the innocent, 
that protects the weak, that suspects and opposes 
the strong and the unprincipled; that disdains 
conspiracy in usurpation, and fellowship in guilt, 
though the spoil of defenceless and afflicted 
neighbors be the bribe, and the splendid example 
of exalted potentates the justification. 

By abandoning this system what has Europe 
become? A scene of ruins. And still, amid 
these very ruins, we meet at every turn the flames 
of war bursting out anew into wider conflagra- 
tion. Let us adhere to the ancient system of the 
laws of nations. Let us snatch this sacred pal- 
ladium from its burning temple, and reconsecrate 
it in this our new and virtuous Empire. 

I perceive, sir, that.time will not permit me to 
examine this question in the various other rela- 
tions which have suggested themselves to my 
mind, I have so strong an opinion, that this, as 
a military enterprise, will, having regard to our 
present and probable means, after all, prove abor- 
tive and unfortunate; that I had almost felt my- 
self emboldened to submit my reasons for that 
opinion, St. Augustine, without a naval supe- 
rlority, cannot be subdued, let General Pinckney, 
brave and intelligent as I know him to be, do his 
best. My reasons would be drawn from a de- 
tailed consideration of General Oglethorpe’s oper- 
ationsin 1739. I have consulted various accounts 
of that siege. I havea plan of hig attack, taken 
by an engineer employed in the service, now be- 
fore me. Oglethorpe’s best chance of success 
depended on his naval superiority. But he was 
defeated. Can we, then, hope for success, when 
the sea is open to Spanish and British squadrons, 
and when, so far as relates.to our naval prepara- 
tions, we have committed the same mistake here 
as in our Canadian campaign; a mistake, or ra- 
ther negligence, that has been the principal, if 
not the sole cause of our repeated disasters. But 
this subject, in all its military bearing, has been 
and can be so much better illustrated by the han- 
orable gentleman from Maryland, that I forbear 
to enlarge upon it. I leave, also, to that gentle- 
man and others, the important topic of the disas- 
trous consequences of this measure to the miser- 
able remains of our foreign commerce. The con- 
jectures and predictions that Spaia will not, be- 


siderations of great moment. 
choose to sacrifice their friends, it is officious in 


= = 


cause she cannot—from the depression of her for- 
tunes, the inadequacy of her means, and the im- 
becility of her national character—resent this 
lawless aggression, I believe rather illustrative of 
the meanness of our motives than of the true 
nature of her disposition and resources. 
merchants, those who have the best means of 
knowing, distinctly understand, that your hostile 
occupation of Hast Florida will be the signal of 
the immediate confiscation of American pro- 
perty. 
State, the consequences of this measure will be 
indeed deplorable. 
we have left is that to the Havana, which will 
be inevitably cut off. And it isa singular fact, 


The 


In relation to the interests of my own 


The little remnant of trade 


well known to my honorable colleague, that real 


property, plantations of a very considerable value, 
in the island of Cuba, belong to native citizens of 
the State of Rhode Island, 


They are owned 
principally by the fast friends of the present Ad- 


ministration; by gentlemen who have already 
loaned to the Government more than some whole 


patriotic States, and whose private armed ships 
have captured from the enemy more than half a 
million sterling. These, to be sure, are not con- 
Since gentlemen 


me to interfere perhaps; but they are my consti- 
tuents, and I deem it my duty to suggest their 
danger and their interests. 

But there are resulting from this measure po- 
litical consequences connected with your foreign 


relations, with your present war with England, 
with the present peculiar circumstances of the 
world, which are worthy of the gravest consid- 
eration. 
test with England popular beyond any instance 
in their history? ‘To unite against you the un- 
divided opinions, the enthusiastic feelings, the 
animated efforts, of the English people? To 
make this a war indefiuite in continuance, vin- 
dictive in its mode of operation, and victorious to 
England in the end? Do you mean to render 
suspected, and of course unavailing, all your pa- 
cificatory propositions ? Then do this dastardly 


Do you wish to make the present con- 


act against a helpless people; wage your war 
with Spain. If ever there was an object which 
united the opinions of the British nation, it was 
the late Spanish revolution.. If there ever was 
an object in which the hopes, interests, and ef- 
forts of the English nation concentered, it is 
Spanish emancipation. This act of yours will 
entirely alienate from us our friends in the Brit- 
ish Parliament. We shall be so notoriously in 
the wrong that no one in that Assembly will dare, 
defend us. But a few months ago we could re- 
fer to the majority that effected the repeal of the 
Orders in Council, as equally the advocates of 
their own best national interests, and of our most 
important national rights. We unwisely con- 
tinue our war with England after the acquisition 
of the great avowed object of that war. The 
people of England now understand that we fight 
on the single ground of maritime rights. And 
they are taught to believe that this cruel contest 
is intended not so much for our own protection 
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as for their destruction. On this ground of mari- 
time rights are placed the pride, the hopes, the 
fears, of this sometimes misgoverned, but always 
magnanimous nation. 

Add, then, a Spanish war to your English war, 
and you will not havea friend left in England. 
Do gentlemen affect to deem this of no conse- 
quence? Then they have forgotten history, or 
read it but to little advantage. Sir, this Spanish 
war will corroborate into certainty the suspicion 
(the unjust, the unworthy suspicion, if you please,) 
that our councils are influenced by an undue par- 
tality for France. Iam not taking upon myself 
to say that this would be a fair deduction, but the 
adoption of this measure would give an apparent 
sanction to this accusation, which we ought to 
avoid when we can so easily avoid it, not only 
without detriment, but with safety and advan- 
tage. Let us not only be chaste, but unsuspected. 
What will be the inevitable consequence of a 
war with Spain? A non-intercourse with the 
Peninsula. The great object of France will be 
effected. This in addition to our concurrence in 
the Continental system, and our war with Eng- 
land, is all that the Ruler of France, in the inso- 
lence of his power, the extravagance of his de- 
sires, the arrogance of his contempt, or the dead- 
liness of his hatred, sanguine, haughty, insatiable, 
exorbitant and inexorable as he is, ever de- 
manded from us, and more than he could ever 
expect to obtain even from our trembling acqui- 
escence, 

It will seem to England that this coincidence 
in conduct must arise from coincidence in views. 
She would deem us a party in the great design 
of her vindictive foe, and our impolitic and un- 
fortunate war would be by her associated in prin- 
ciple and duration with that war, which she now 
wages for her own security, and the liberation of 
mankind. Sir, I must conclude. The subject is 
not exhausted, but Lam. I will not attempt to 
recapitulate or arrange in a more correct and 
compact form the desultory remarks I have 
thrown out. But I must demand it of every in- 
dividual member of the Senate, again and again 
to ask himself what right have we to the terri- 
tory of East Florida? Is it any other than the 
right created by desire—the right suggested by 
ambition—the right of taking advantage of the 
troubles of our neighbors—of plundering weak- 
ness, of imposing on misfortune, of oppressing 


the oppressed? What right would Spain have to 
oceupy St. Mary’s, or Cumberland island? The 
same we have to occupy Augustine and Amelia. 

I have directed my attention solely to East 
Florida. The other member of the question, in 
regard to the Mobile, is easily disposed of. If the 
territory be ours under the treaties and laws of 
the United States, there is no need of this law to 
authorize the President to take possession. He 
ought to do it by the obligation of general duty. 
He wants no particular law to enable him to as- 
sert the claims of the United States. He must 
take care that the laws and treaties are executed, 
He encounters no hazardous responsibility ; he is 
empowered so to do, not by a constructive, but 
by a plain, direct, and absolute authority. 

Sir, let us presume, for a moment, that we 
shall be completely successful as to the attain- 
ment of these countries; that they cost us no 
money, no blood, no actual privation, no present 
suffering. Will not this policy of indefinitely in- 
creasing our territory be productive of the most 
baneful future consequences? Is it not acceler- 
ating that fatal event which the genuine friends 
of freedom have furebaded and deprecated as the 
catastrophe of our political drama? We have 
conquered Louisiana by our money; we aspire to 
the possession of Canada; we intend to occupy 
the Floridas; we have relinquished our system 
of philanthropy towards the Indians; we are ex- 
tinguishing Indian claims in Indian blood. The 
Indian tribes are no longer our fellow-citizens 
and red brethren, but wretches to be hated, bar- 
barians to be exterminated. All external pres- 
sure binding us into union is to be removed. All 
cause of external alarm and apprehension is to 
be put at rest. A careless and indolent security 
will ensue, or, what is worse, a restless ambition 
and turbulent arrogance will seek new gratifica- 
tions, interfere with the concerns of other nations, 
meditate further conquest; and the fatal result 
will be, that this fortunate and homogeneous 
composition of pure and simple Republics will 
be a vast empire, made up of various foreign 
States, with discordant institutions, and the con- 
flicting prejudices and passions of irreconcileable 
interests, which can only be constrained into 
union and sybdued into tranquillity by the en- 
ergy and power of a single despot; the chief of 
a mighty army, the oppressor of a once free and 
virtuous people. 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 
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_ THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE THIRTEENTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY 
. OF WASHINGTON, MONDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1813. 


Monpay, December 6, 1813. 


The Second Session of the Thirteenth Congress 
commenced this day at the city of Washington, 
conformably to the act passed the 27th of July last, 
entitled “An act fixing’ the time for the next meet- 
ing of Congress,” and the Senate assembled in 
their Chamber. 


PRESENT! 

Nicnotas Gitman and Jeremian Mason, from 
New Hampshire. 

Joseren B. Varnum, from Massachusetts. 

JonaTHan Rozinson and Duptey Cuace, from 
Verrbont.. 

Joun Lameert, from New Jersey. 

Micaaet Ler and Arner Lacock, from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Ourersatpce Horsey, trom Delaware. 

Samcew SMITH, from Maryland. 

Wiium B. Gives and Ricnarp Brent, from 
Virginia. 

James Turner, from North Carolina. 

Jonn GarLLaRD and Joun TAYLOR, from South 
Carolina. 

Cuarves Tair, from Georgia. 

Jesse Buiepsos, from Kentucky. 

Josern Annerson, from Tennessee. 

Taomas WortaincTon and Jeremian Mor- 
Row, from Ohio. 

James Brown and Exuiivs Fromentin, from 
Louisiana. 

The Vice Presipent being absent, the Senate 
proceeded to the election of a President pro tem- 

ore. as the Constitution provides; and JoserH 
$ VARNUM was appointed. 

Wittiam Wyatr Bigg, appointed a Senator 
by the Legislature of the State of Georgia, in 
place of Wititiam H. Crawroro, resigned, pro- 
duced his credentials, was qualified and took his 
seat in the Senate. 

Ordered, 'That the Secretary notify the House 
of Representatives that a quorum is assembled, 
and are ready to proceed to business. 

Ordered, That the Secretary wait on the Pres- 
ident of the United States and acquaint him that 
the Senate have, in the absence of the Vice 
PresiDent, elected Josera B. Varnom their Pres- 
ident pro tempore. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that a quorum of the House 
of Representatives is assembled, and that the 
House is ready to proceed to business, The House 
have appointed a committee on their part, jointly 
with such committee as may be appointed on the 
part of the Senate, to wait on the President of 
the United States, and notify him that a quorum 
of the two Houses is assembled and ready to re- 
ceive any communications that he may be pleased 
to make to them. 

The Senate concurred in the appointment of a 
joint committee on‘ their part, agreeably to the 
resolution last mentioned ; and Messrs. ROBINSON 
and Brent were appointed the committee on the 
part of the Senate. 

After passing the usual resolutions for the sup- 
ply of newspapers, &c., the Senate adjourned. 


Touespay, December 7. 


Davin Dacaerr, from the State of Connecti- 
cut, and Jeremtan B. Howe t, from the State of 
Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, seve- 
rally took their seats in the Senate. 

Mr. Rosinson reported, from the Joint Com- 
mittee, that they had waited on the President of 
the United States, and that the President informed 
the committee that he would make a communi- 
cation to the two Houses this day at 12 o’clock. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The following Message was then received from 
the PRESIDENT OF THE Unirep STATES: 
Fellow-citizens of the Senate and 

of the House of Representatives + 

In meeting you at the present interesting conjune- 
ture, it would have been highly satisfactory if I could 
have communicated a favorable result to the mission 
charged with negotiations for restoring peace. It was 
a just expectation from the respect due to the distin- 
guished Sovereign who: had invited them by his offer 
of mediation ; from the readiness with which the in- 
vitation was accepted on the part of the United States ; 
and from the pledge to be found in an act of their Le- 
gislature for the liberality which their Plenipotentiaries 
would carry into the negotiations, that no time would 
be lost by the British Government in embracing the 


| experiment for hastening a stop to the effusion of blood. 
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President’s Annual Message. 


Decemorn, 1813. 


A prompt and cordial acceptance of the mediation on 
that side was the less to be doubted, as it was of a na- 
ture not to submit rights or pretensions on either side 
to the decision of an umpire; but to afford merely an 
opportunity, honorable and desirable to both, for dis- 
cussing, and, if possible, adjusting them, for the interest 
of both. 

The British Cabinet, either mistaking our desire of 
peace for a dread of British power, or misled by other 
fallacious calculations, has disappointed this reasonable 
anticipation. No communications from our Envoys 
having reached us, no information on the subject has 
been received from that source. But it is known that 
the mediation was declined in the first instance, and 
there is no evidence, notwithstanding the lapse of time, 
that a change of disposition in the British Councils 
has taken place, or is to be expected. 

Under such circumstances, a nation, proud of its 
rights, and conscious of its strength, has no choice but 
an exertion of the one in support of the other. 

To this determination, the best encouragement is 
derived from the success with which it has pleased the 
Almighty to bless our arms, both on the land and on 
the water. 

Whilst proofs have been continued of the enterprise 
and skill of our cruisers, public and private, on the 
ocean, and a new trophy gained in the capture of a 
British by an American vessel of war, after an action 
giving celebrity to the name of the victorious com- 
mander, the great inland waters, on which the enemy 
were also to be encountered, have presented achieve- 
ments of our naval arms, as brilliant in their character 
as they have been important in their consequences. 

On Lake Erie, the squadron under command of 
Captain Perry having met the British squadron of 
superior force, a sanguinary conflict ended in the cap- 
ture of the whole. The conduct of that officer, adroit 
as it was daring, and which was so well seconded by 
his comrades, justly entitles them to the admiration 
and gratitude of thcir country, and will fill an early 
page in its naval annals, with a victory, never sur- 
passed in lustre, however much it may have been in 
magnitude. 

On Lake Ontario, the caution of the British com- 
mander, favored by contingencies, frustrated the efforts 
of the American commander to bring on a decisive 
action. Captain Chauncey was able, however, to es- 
tablish an ascendency on that important theatre; and 
to prove, by the manner in which he effected everything 
possible, that opportunities only were wanted, for a 
more shining display of his own talents and the gallan- 
try of those under his command. 

The success on Lake Erie having opened a passage 
to the territory of the enemy, the oflicer commanding 
the Northwestern army transferred the war thither, 
and, rapidly pursuing the hostile troops fleeing with 
their savage associates, forced a general action, which 
quickly terminated in the capture of the British, and 
dispersion of the savage force. 


This result is signally honorable to Major General 


Harrison, by whose military talents it was prepared; ! 


a share in hardships and battles, for maintaining its 
rights and its safety. 

The effect of these successes has been to rescue the 
inhabitants of Michigan from their oppressions, aggra- 
vated by gross infractions of the capitulation which 
subjected them to a foreign Power; to alienate the sav- 
ages of numerous tribes from the enemy, by whom they 
were disappointed and abandoned; and to relieve an 
extensive region of country from a merciless warfare 
which desolated its frontiers, and imposed on its citi- 
zens the most harassing services. 

In consequence of our naval superiority on Lake On- 
tario, and the opportunity afforded by it for concentra- 
ting our forces by water, operations, which had heen 
provisionally planned, were set on foot against the 
possessions of the enemy on the St. Lawrence. Such, 
however, was the delay produced, in the first instance, 
by adverse weather, of unusual violence and continu- 
ance, and such the circumstances attending the final 
movements of the army, that the prospect, at one time 
so favorable, was not realized. 


The cruelty of the enemy in enlisting the savages 
into a war with a nation desirous of mutual emulation 
in mitigating its calamities, has not been confined to 
any one quarter. Wherever they could be turned 
against us, no exertions to effect it have been spared. 
On our Southwestern border, the Creek tribes, who, 
yielding to our persevering endeavors, were gradually 
acquiring more civilized habits, became the unfortun- 
ate victims of seduction, A war in that quarter has 
been the consequence, infuriated by a bloody fanati- 
cism, recently propagated among them. It was neces- 
sary to crush such a war before it could spread among 
the contiguous tribes, and before it could favor enter- 
prises of the enemy into that vicinity. With this view, 
a force was called into the service of the United States 
from the State of Georgia and Tennessee, which, with 
the nearest regular troops, and other corps from the 
Mississippi Territory, might not only chastise the sav- 
ages into present peace, but make a lasting impression 
on their fears. 

The progress of the expedition, as far as is yet 
known, corresponds with the martial zeal with which 
it was espoused; and the best hopes of a satisfactory 
issue are authorized by the complete success with 
which a well planned enterprise was executed against 
a body of hostile savages, by a detachment of the vol- 
unteer militia of Tennessee, under the gallant com- 
mand of General Coffee; and by a still more im- 
portant victory over a larger body of them, gained 
under the immediate command of Major General Jack- 
son, an officer equally distinguished for his patriotism 
and his military talents. 

The systematic perseverance of the enemy in court- 
ing the aid of the savages in all quarters, had the nat- 
ural effect of kindling their ordinary propensity to war 
into a passion, which, cven among those best disposed 
towards the United States, was ready, if not employed 
on our side, to be turned against us. A departure from 
our protracted forbearance to accept the services ten- 
dered by them, has thus been forced upon us. But, in 


to Colonel Johnson and his mounted voluntecrs, whose | yielding to it, the retaliation has been mitigated as 
impetuous onset gave a decisive blow to the ranks of | much as possible, both in its extent and in its charac- 
the enemy; and to the spirit of the volunteer militia, | ter, stopping far short of the example of the enemy, 
equally brave and patriotic, who bore an interesting | who owe the advantages they have occasionally gained 
part in the scene; more especially to the Chief Magis- | in battle, chiefly to the number of their savage associ- 


trate of Kentucky, at the head of them, whose hero- j 
ism, signalized in the war which established the inde- 
pendence of his country, sought, at an advanced age, 


ates; and who have not controlled them either from 
their usual practice of indiscriminate massacre on de- 
fenceless inhabitants, or from scenes of carnage with- 


541 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


542 


Decemeer, 1813. 


President’s Annual Message. 


Senate. 


out a parallel, on prisoners to the British arms, guarded 
by all the laws of humanity and honorable war. For 
these enormities the enemy are equally responsible, 
whether with the power to prevent them, they want 
the will, or, with the knowledge of the want of power, 
they still avail themselves of such instruments. In other 
respects, the enemy are pursuing a course which threat- 
ens consequences most afflicting to humanity. 

A standing law of Great Britain naturalizes, as is 
well known, all aliens complying with conditions lim- 
ited to a shorter period than those required by the Uni- 
ted States; and naturalized subjects are, in war, em- 
ployed by her Government in common with native 
subjects. In a contiguous British province, regula- 
tions promulgated since the commencement of the war, 
compel citizens of the United States being there under 
certain circumstances to bear arms; whilst, of the na- 
tive emigrants from the United States, who compose 
much of the population of the province, a number have 
actually borne arms against the United States within 
their limits; some of whom, after having done so, have 
become prisoners of war, and are now in our posses- 
sion. The British commander in that province, nev- 
ertheless, with the sanction, it appears, of his Govern- 
ment, thought proper to select from American prison- 
ers of war, and send to Great Britain for trial as crim- 
inals, a number of individuals, who had emigrated from 
the British dominions long prior to the state of war 
between the two nations, who had incorporated them- 
selves into our political society, in the modes recog- 
nised by the law and the practice of Great Britain, and 
who were made prisoners of war, under the banners 
of their adopted country, fighting for its rights and its 
safety. 

The protection due to these citizens requiring an 
effectual interposition in their behalf, a like number of 
British prisoners of war were put into confinement, 
with a notification that they would experience what- 
ever violence might be committed on the American 
prisoners of war sent to Great Britain. 

Tt was hoped that this necessary consequence of the 


plorable contest, as it is honorable to them that they 
do not join in it but under the most imperious obli- 
gations, and with the humane purpose of effectuating 
a return to the established usages of war. 

The views of the French Government on the sub- 
jects which have been so long committed to negotia- 
tion have received no elucidation since the close of 
your late session. The Minister Plenipotentiary of 
the United States at Paris had not been enabled, by 
proper opportunities, to press the objects of his mission, 
as prescribed by his instructions. 


The militia being always to be regarded as the great 
bulwark of defence and security for free States, and 
the Constitution having wisely committed to the na- 
tional authority a use of that force, as the best provis- 
ion against an unsafe Military Establishment, as well 
as a resource peculiarly adapted to a country having 
the extent and the exposure of the United States, I 
recommend to Congress a revision of the militia laws, 
for the purpose of securing more effectually the services 
of all detachments called into the employment, and 
placed under the Government of the United States. 

it will deserve the consideration of Congress, also, 
whether, among other improvements in the militia 
laws, justice does not require a regulation, under due 
precautions, for defraying the expense incident to the 
first assembling, as well as the subsequent movements, 
of detachments called into the national service. 

To give to our vessels of war, public and private, the 
requisite advantage in their cruises, it is of much im- 
portance that they should have, both for themselves 
and their prizes, the use of the ports and markets of 
friendly Powers. With this view, I recommend to 
Congress the expediency of such legal provisions as 
may supply the defects or remove the doubts of the 
Exccutive authority to allow to the cruisers of other 
Powers at war with enemies of the United States, such 
use of the American ports as may correspond with 
the privileges allowed by such Powers to American 
cruisers. 

During the year ending on the 30th of September 


step unadvisedly taken on the part of Great Britain | last, the receipts into the Treasury have exceeded thir- 
would have led her Government to reflect on the in- | ty-seven millions and a half of dollars, of which near 


consistencies of its conduct, and that a sympathy with 
the British, if not with the American sufferers, would 
have arrested the cruel career opened by its example. 

This was unhappily not the case. In violation both 
of consistency and humanity, American officers and 
non-commissioned officers, in double the number of the 
British soldiers confined here, were ordered into close 
confinement, with formal notice that, in the event of a 
retaliation: for the death which might be inflicted on 
the prisoners of war sent to Great Britain for trial, the 
officers so confined would be put to death also. It was 
notified, at the same time, that the commanders of the 
British fleets and armies on our coasts are instructed, 
in the same event, to proceed with a destructive sever- 
ity against our towns and their inhabitants. 


. That no doubt might be left with the enemy of our 
adherence to the retaliatory resort imposed on us, a 
correspondent number of British officers, prisoners of 
war in our hands, were immediately put into close con- 
finement, to abide the fate of those confined by the 
enemy ; and the British Government has been apprized 
of the determination of this Government, to retaliate 
any other proceedings against us, contrary to the le- 
gitimate modes of warfare. 

It is as fortunate for the United States that they 
have it in their power to meet the enemy in this de- 


twenty-four millions were the produce of loans. After 
meeting allthe demands for the public service, there 
remained in the Treasury, on that day, near seven mil- 
lions of dollars. Under the authority contained in the 
act of the 2d of August last, for borrowing seven mil- 
lions and a half of dollars, that sum has been obtained 
on terms more favorable to the United States than those 
of the preceding loan made during the present year. 
Further sums to a considerable amount will be neces- 
sary to be obtained in the same way during the ensu- 
ing year; and, from the increased capital of the coun- 
try, from the fidelity with which the public engage- 
ments have been kept, and the public credit maintain- 
ed, it may be expected, on good grounds, that the ne- 
cessary pecuniary supplies will uot be wanting. 

The expenses of the current year, from the multi- 
plied operations falling within it, have necessarily been 
extensive. But, on a just estimate of the campaign, 
in which the mass of them has been incurred, the cost 
will not be found disproportionate to the advantages 
which have been gained. The campaign has, indeed, 
in its latter stages, in one quarter, been less favorable 
than was expected; but, in addition to the importanco 
of our naval success, the progress of the campaign has 
been filled with incidents highly honorable to the 
American arms. 
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The attacks of the onemy on Craney Island, on Fort 
Meigs, on Sackett’s Harbor, and on Sandusky, have 
been vigorously and successfully repulsed; nor have 
they, in any case, suceeeded on either frontier, except- 
ing when dirceted against the peaceable dwellings of 
individuals, or villages, unprepared or undefended. 

On the other hand, the movements of the American 
army have been followed by the reduction of York, and 
of Forts George, Erie, and Malden, by the recovery of 
Detroit, and the extinction of the Indian war in the 
West, and by the occupancy or command of a large 
portion of Upper Canada. Battles have also been 
fought on the borders of the St. Lawrence, which, 
though not accomplishing ‘their entire objects, reflect 
honor on the discipline and prowess of our soldiery, the 
best auguries of eventual victory. In the same scale 
are to be placed the late successes in the South, over 
one of the most powerful, which had become one of the 
most hostile also, of the Indian tribes. 

Tt would be improper to close this communication 
without expressing a thankfulness, in which all ought 
to unite, for the. numerous blessings with which our 
beloved country continues to be favored ; for the abun- 
dance which overspreads our land, and the prevailing 
health of its inhabitants; for the preservation of vur 
internal tranquillity, and the stability of our free in- 
stitutions; and, above all, for the light of Divine truth, 
and the protection of every man’s conscience in the 
enjoyment of it. And although, among our blessings, 
we cannot number an exemption from the evils of war, 


yet these will never be regarded as the greatest of evils, 


by the friends of liberty and of the rights of nations. 


Our country has before preferred them to the degraded 


condition which was the alternative, when the sword 
was drawn in the cause which gave birth to our na~ 
tional independence; and none who contemplate the 
magnitude, and feel the value of that glorious event, 
will shrink from a struggle to maintain the high and 
happy 

With all good citizens, 
resisting wrongs and usurpations no longer to be 
borne, will sufficiently outweigh the privations and 
sacrifices inseparable from a state of war. Bat it is a 
reflection, moreover, peculiarly consoling, that, whilst 
wars are generally aggravated by their baneful effects 
on the internal improvements and permanent prosperity 
of the nations engaged in them, such is the favored sit- 
uation of the United States, that the calamities of the 
contest, into which they have been compelled to enter, 


are mitigated by improvements and advantages of 


which the contest itself is the source. 

If the war has increased the interruptions of our 
comimerce, it has, at the same time, cherished and 
multiplied our manufactures, so as to make us inde- 
pendent of all other countries for the more essential 
branches, for which we ought to be dependent on none; 
and is even rapidly giving them an extent which will 
create additional staples in our future intercourse with 
foreign markets. f 

If much treasure has been expended, no inconsider- 
able portion of it has been applied to objects durable in 
their value, and necessary to our permanent safety. 

If the war has exposed us to increased spoliations on 
the ocean, and to predatory incursions on the land, it 
has developed the national means of retaliating the 
former, and of providing protection against the latter; 
demonstrating to all, that every blow aimed at our ma- 
ritime independence is an impulse accelerating the 
growth of our maritime power. 


ground on which it placed the American people.. 
the justice and necessity of 


By diffusing through the mass of the nation the ele~ 
ments of military discipline and instruction, by aug- 
menting and distributing warlike preparations, appli- 
cable to future use; by evincing the zeal and valor 
with which they will be employed, and the cheerful- 
ness.with which every necessary burden will be borne, 
a greater respect for our rights, and a longer duration 
of our future peace, are promised, than could be ex- 
pected without these proofs of the national character 
and resources. 

The war has proved, moreover, that our free Gov- 
ernment, like other free Governments, though slow 
in its early movements, acquires in its progress a force 
proportioned to its freedom; and that the Union of 
these Slates, the guardian of the freedom and safety of 
all and of each, is strengthened by every occasion that 
puts it to the test. 

In fine, the war, with its vicissitudes, is illustrating 
the capacity and the destiny of the United States to be 
a great, a flourishing, and a powerful nation, worthy 
of the friendship which it is disposed to cultivate with 
all others; and authorized, by its own example, to re- 
quire from all an observance of the laws of justice and 
reciprocity. Beyond these their claims have never ex- 
tended; and, in contending for these, we behold a sub- 
ject for our congratulations, in the daily testimony of 
increasing harmony throughout the nation, and may 
humbly repose our trust in the smiles of Heaven on so 


righteous a cause. 
JAMES MADISON. 
Wasuineron, December 7, 1813. 


The Message was read, and five hundred copies 
thereof ordered to be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

Mr. Worrnineron submitted the following 
motion for consideration: 

Resolved, That two Chaplains, of different denomi- 
nations, be appointed to Congress during the present 
session, one by each House, who shall interchange 
weekly. 

On motion, by Mr. Lets, a committee was ap- 
pointed, agreeably tothe 42d rule, for conducting 
business in the Senate; and Messrs. Luis, Giu- 
man, and Morrow, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 


Wepnespay, December 8. 


George WASHINGTON CAMPBELL, from the 
State of Tennessee: Rosert Henry Goupsno- 
Roucy, from the State of Maryland; and Davip 
Stone, from the State of North Carolina, seve- 
rally took their seats in the Senate. 

The motion made yesterday for the appoint- 
ment of Chaplains was read the second and third 
times by unanimous consent, and agreed to, aš 
follows: 

Resolved, That two Chaplains, of different de- 
nominations, be appoiated to Congress during the 
present session, one by each House, who shall in- 
terchange weekly. 

Mr. Tarr submitted the following motions for 
consideration : 

“That so much of the Message of the President of 
the United as concerns our Foreign Relations, be re- 
ferred to a select committee, with leave to report there- 
on by bill or otherwise.” 
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«That so much of the Message of the President of 
the United States as relates to the Military Establish- 
ment thereof, be referred to a select committee, with 
leave to report thereon by bill or otherwise.” 

“That so much of the Message of the President of 


the United States as relates to the Naval Establish- | 


ment thereof, be referred to a select committee, with 
leave to report thereon by bill or otherwise.” * 


Tuourspay, December 9. 


Oxsapian German, from the State of New York, 
and Wituiam Hunter, from the State of Rhode 
Island and Providence Plantations, severally took 
their seats in the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday, for referring to a select 
committee so much of the Message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States as concerns our Foreign 
Relations; and, having agreed thereto, Messrs. 
Bisn, of Georgia, Taytor, Caacr, Biensor, 
Brent, Anperson, and Brown, were appointed 
the committee. 

The second motion made yesterday for a com- 
mittee was resumed; and on motion, by Mr. 
Buepsoe, was amended and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States, as relates to the 
Military Affairs thereof, be referred to a select 
committee, with leave to report thereon by bill or 
otherwise. 

Ordered, That Messrs, Worruineron, TUR- 
NER, Lacock, CampzeLt, and Rosinson, be the 
committee, 

The Senate resumed the motion made yester- 
day, for the appointment of a committee on so 
much of the Message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States as relates to the Naval Establishment, 
and agreed thereto; and Messrs. GAILLARD, Tarr, 
Fromentin, Morrow, and HowkuL, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 


Frivay, December 10. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in the 
resolution of the Senate for the appointment of 
Chaplains, and have appointed the Reverend 
Jesse Lee Chaplain on their part. They have 
passed a bill, entitled “An act for the transmis- 
sion of certain documents free from postage,” in 
which they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Worruincron, the Senate 
proceeded to the appointment of a Chaplain on 
their part; and, on the ballots having been count- 
ed, it appeared that the Reverend Jonn BRECK- 
ENRIDGE had a majority, and was elected. 

On motion, by Mr. FROMENTIN, a committee 
was appointed, agreeably to the 22d rule, for con- 
ducting business in the Senate; and Messrs. Fro- 
MENTIN, Daacert, and Cuace, were appointed 
the committee. 

Mr. Lers submitted the following motion for 
consideration: 


Resolved, That a committee of three members be 
13th Con. 2d Szess.—18 


! appointed, who, with three members of the House of 
: Representatives, to be appointed by that House, shall . 
j have the direction of the money appropriated to the 
i purchase of books and maps for the use of the two 
‘ Houses of Congress. 


Satunpay, December 11. 


The motion made yesterday, for the appoint- 
ment of a joint committee for arrangements in 
the Library, was read three times, and passed. 

Messrs. Lets, GoLpsgorougn,and Mason, were 
appointed the committee on the part of the Senate. 

The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the trans- 
mission of certain documents free from postage,” 
was read the second time, and referred to a select 
committee, to consider and report thereon; and 
Messrs. Gotpsgorouan, Lers, and SMITH, were 
appointed the committee. 


Monnay, December 13. 


Samusi W. Dana, from the State of Connec- 
ticut, took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. Dana submitted the following motion for 
consideration: 

Resolved, That it is proper, by law, to make provi- 
sion concerning the militia, for the following purposes: 

1. To the non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
private soldiers of the militia, who may he called into 
the service of the United States, an adequate sum shall. 
be allowed for the purchase of their daily subsistence, 
respectively, in going from their places of residence, 
unless there be furnished rations in kind, with necessa- 
ry camp equipage, and also in returning from the ser- 
vice when discharged. ; 

2. There shall also be allowed to such non-commis- 
sioned officers. musicians, and private soldiers, of the 
militia, a compensation for clothing while in service. 

‘Whatever may be due to any of the militia on account 
of such service, shall be paid without delay. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a resolution for the printing and distribution of 
an additional number of the Journals of Congress, 
and of the documents published under their or- 
der; in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The resolution brought up for concurrence was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Mason, 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, requested to cause to 
be laid before the Senate a statement of the 
amount of dutics accruing to the United States 
on goods, wares, and merchandise, imported into 
the United States after the 30th day of June, 
1812, and before the first day of October, 1813; 
and, also, a statement of the amount of the duties 
aceruing to the United States on the tonnage of 
ships and vessels during the same period. 


Turspay, December 14, 
CHRISTOPHER Gore, from the State of Massa- 
chusetts, and Rurus Kine, from the State of New 
York, severally took their seats in the Senate. 
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The galleries were cleared, and the doors closed; | the custom-house for the district in which the said port 
and, afier the consideration of confidential busi- | is situate, to be used again on any subsequent voyage 


ness, the Senate adjourned. by seaman for whose benefit the same was ob- 
Wepnespay, December 15. The joint resolution for the printing and dis- 


ibuti additional number of the journals 
m H. Wes, from the State of Dela- tribution of an addi Jour 
n E E in the Senate. of Congress, and of the documents published 
7 


The galleries were then cleared and the doors under edd order, was read a third time, and 
closed ; and after the consideration of confidential concurred: ta. h nears 
business, the Senate adjourned. Mr. Horsey presented the memorial of the 

: President and Dirkoiors of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal Company, praying the aid of 
j THURSDAY, December 16, . Government in the pe A ‘of “their under- 

The joint resolution for the printing and distri- | taking, for reasons stated at large in the memo- 
bution of an additional number of the journals of | rial; which was read, and referred to a select 
Congress, and of the documents published under | committee, to consist of five members, to consider 
their order, was read the second time, and passed | and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
to the third reading. Messrs. Horsey, Goipssoroven, Smita, Let, 

On motion, the galleries were cleared and the | and Lacock, were appointed the committee, 
doors of the Senate Chamber closed ; and, after The Senate resumed the motion made on the 
the consideration of Executive and confidential | 13th instant to make provision by law concerning 
business, the Senate adjourned. the militia; and, having agreed thereto, it was 
referred to the committee appointed, on the 9th 
instant, on so much of the Message of the Presi- 
. ; dent of the United States as relates to Military 
Mr. Fromentin submitted the following mo- | Affairs, to consider aud report thereon by bill or 
tions for consideration : otherwise. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire | After the consideration of Executive and con- 
into the expediency of providing by law for the record- fidential business the Senate adjourned to 5 o'clock 
ing of births, marriages, and deaths, in every county, | in the evening. 
district, or parish, in the United States. ne 5 o'clock in the evening. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire aerate "confi ial busi 
into the expediency of providing by law for the record- After the consideration of con dentia business, 
ing of the removal, intended to be permanent, of every the Senate adjourned to 41 o'clock on Monday 
family or individual from, or arrival, with a view to a morning. 
permanent establishment of every family or individu- 

3 in any county, district, or parish, in the United Monpay, December 20. 
tates. ‘ 1 p 
' ; . Pome On motion, by Mr. BLEDSOE, 
vada, That a commits be appointed inate | Resoaed, ‘Phat the commitee on, 50, much 
of the Message of the President of the United 


lishment of a general office of record, for the purpo | A : : ; 
abovementioned, to be kapt at ihe Seat of Whe Gatal States as relates to Military Affairs, be instructed 


Government, under the immediate control and super- to inquire into the expediency of making further 


Frivay, December 17. 


intendence of the Secretary of State. regulations by law respecting the medical staff of 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire the Army of the United States. 
into the expediency of providing by law for the record- Mr. Dana gave notice that to-morrow he should 


ing of every certificate of naturalization, in the office ask leave to bring in a bill respecting field of- 

of the clerk of the court granting the same; duly at- |.cers of the militia, and officers of the staff. 

tested copies of which shall be sent to, and recorded! A letter was read from the Secretary of State 

and kept in, the general office of record, to be kept at | of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, to the 

the Seat of the General Government. Seeretary of the Senate, accompanying a new 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire | edition of the laws of that State. 

into the expediency of providing by Jaw that, from and On motion, by Mr. WORTHINGTON, 

after the termination of the war in which the United | Resolved, That the committee to whom was 

States are now engaged with Great Britain, no person | referred so much of the Message of the President 

shall be employed as a seaman on board any private | of the United States as relates to Military Affairs 

vessel of the United States, sailing from a port in the : < . . i ; 

United States to a forel A Pare be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
nited States to a foreign port, but upon his exhibiting | |, blishing additional mili hools. and that 

to the collector, for the district from which the vessel | awe i$ ng adoinona! mutary:seaoon; aa At 1a, 

is to clear out, a certificate from the general office ofi! iey have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

record, setting forth the rights of citizenship of the |o The following Message was received from the 

person thus applying to be employed as a seaman, Presipent oF Tuk Unrrep STATES: 

whether those rights be derived from nativity or from To the Senate of the United Siates: 

naturalization; which certificate shall become a part I transmit to the Senate a report of the acting Bec- 

of the ship's papers, and be delivered to the captain, | retary of the Treasury, complying with the resolution 

under such regulations as may be deemed expedient, | of the 13th instant. 

to be by him deposited, after the return of the vessel 

to any port of the United States, with the collector of 


JAMES MADISON. 
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After the consideration of the Executive and 
confidential business, the Senate adjourned to 11 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 


The injunetion of secrecy respecting a confidential 
Message of the President of the United States of 
_ the 9th instant, together with the proceedings of 
the Senate thereon, having been removed, they are 
_ kere inserted. 


[conrrvenrrat.] 


Tuurspvay, December 9. 


` The following confidential Message was re- 
ceived from the PRESIDENT or THE Unrrep 
STATES: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States - 

The tendency of our commercial and: navigation 
laws, in their present state, to favor the enemy and 
thereby prolong the war, is more and more developed by 
experience. Supplies of the most essential kinds find 
their way not only to British ports and British armies 
ata distance, but the armies in our neighborhood, with 
which our own are contending, derive from our ports 
and outlets a subsistence attainable with difficulty, if 
at all, from other sources. Even the fleets and troops 
infesting our coasts and waters, are, by like supplies, 
accommodated and encouraged in their predatory and 
incursive warfare. 

Abuses having a like tendency take place in our 
import trade. British fabrics and products find their 
way into our ports under the name and from the ports 
of other countries, and often in British vessels disguised 
as neutrals by false colors and papers. 

To these abuses it may be added, that illegal impor- 
tations are openly made, with advantage to the viola- 
tors of the law, produced by undervaluations or other 
circumstances involved in the course of the judicial 
proceedings against them. 

-It is found, also, that the practice of ransoming is a 
cover for collusive captures, and a channel for intelli- 
gence advantageous to the enemy. 

To remedy, as much as possible, those evils, I re- 
commend— 

. That an effectual embargo on exports be immediately 
enacted : 

That all articles known to be derived, either not at 
all, orin an immaterial degree only, from the produc- 
tions of any other country than Great Britain, and 
particularly the extensive articles made of wool and 
cotton materials, and ardent spirits. made from the 
cane, be expressly and absolutely prohibited, from 
whatever port or place, or in whatever vessels the same 
may be brought into the United States; and that all 
violations of the non-importation act be subjected to 
adequate penalties : ` 

That, among the proofs of the neutral and national 


character of foreign vessels, it be required that the | 


masters and supercargoes, and three-fourths at least 
of the crews, be citizens or subjects. of the country un- 
der whose flag the vessels sail : 

That all persons concerned in collusive captures by 
the enemy, or in ransoming vessels or their cargoes 
from the enemy, be subjected to adequate penalties. 

To shorten as much as possible the duration of the 


war, it is indispensable that the enemy should feel all 
the pressure that can be given to it, and the restraints 
having that tendency will be borne with the greater 
cheerfulness by all good citizens, as the restraints will 
affect those most who are most ready to sacrifice the 
interests of their country in pursuit of their own. 
JAMES MADISON. 
DECEMBER 9, 1813, 


The Message was read, and referred to the 
committee this day appointed on so much of the 
Message of the President of the United States as 
relates to our Foreign Relations, with leave to 
report thereon by bill or otherwise. 


Monpay, December 13. 

Mr. Breg, from the committee appointed the 
9th instant on the subject, reported, in part, a bill 
laying an embargo on all ships and vessels in the 
ports and harbors of the United States; which 
was in part read. 

A confidential message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Messrs. Grunpy 
and Lewis, two of their members; Mr. Gaunpy, 
Chairman: 

Mr. President: The House of Representatives 
have passed a bill (in confidence) “laying an. 
embargo on all ships and vessels in the ports and 
harbors of the United States,” in which they re- 
quest the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read ; and on mo- 
tion, by Mr. Bigs, that. the bill be now read the 
second time, it was objected to as against the rule. 

On motion, by Mr. Biss, it was agreed to sus- 
pend the twelfth rule for conducting business 
in the Senate, so far as the same relates to the 
second reading of the bill at this time: And the 
bill Was read the second time, and referred ta the 
committee appointed the 9th instant, on so much 
of the Message of the President of the United 
States as relates to our Foreign Relations, to con- . 
sider and report thereon. 

On motion, by Mr. GILES, 

Ordered, That the bill this day reported by the 
committee last mentioned, be recommitted to the 
original committee, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Biss, from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, reported the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives with amendmeuts; which were read. 

A motion was made, by Mr. Smrrg, that the 
bill and amendments be confidentially printed for 
the use of the Senate; and, on motion, by Mr. 
CAMPBELL, the question was divided; and it was 
agreed that the amendments to the bill, as reported 
by the committee, be confidentially printed for the 
use of the Senate. 


Tuespay, December 14. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “Aa 
act laying an embargo on all ships and vessels in 
the ports and harbors of the Uuited States,” to- 
gether with the amendments reporied thereto by 
the select committee; and Mr. ANDERSON was 
requested to take the Chair. 

‘Whereupon, the amendments were amended 
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and adopted ; and, after debate, on motion, by Mr. | obtained a clearance, nor until the master or com- 
Gixes, the bill was recommitted to the original mander shall have delivered to the collector or surveyor 
committee, further to consider and report on the of the port of departure a manifest of the whole cargo 
fourth section thereof. on board; that the said vessel or boat shall not, during 
: the time above-mentioned, proceed to any other port or 

place than that mentioned in her clearance, nor put 
Wenpnesnay, December 15. any article on board of any other vessel or boat, or be 
THE EMBARGO. employed in any foreign trade; and that, on every voy- 

F . age or trip, the whole of the cargo shall be landed in 

Mr. Biss, from the Committee on Foreign Ro- a port or place of the United States, or the Territories 
lations to whom was recommitted the bill, entitled | thereof, within the bay, sound, rivers, or lakes, to which 
“An act laying an embargo on ships and vessels | the navigation of such vessel is confined. And the bur- 
in the ports and harbors of the United States,” | den of proofof the landing of the whole of any such cargo 
reported amendments to the fourth section; and | in a port or place of the United States, or the Territo- 
the bill and amendments were considered as in | ries thereof, within the bay, sound, rivers, or lakes, to 
Committee of the Whole; and the bill having | which the navigation of such vessel or boat is confined, 
been further amended, the amendments were} or in the port or place mentioned in the clearance, 
agreed to. shall, in case of any suit or prosecution instituted on 
On motion, by Mr. Brown, to expunge, from | such bond for a breach of the conditions thereof, lie 
section 2, line 3, the words “ goods, wares, mer- upon the owner or owners, consignee or factors, of such 
chandise, produce,” it was determined in the ne- vessel or boat, or the master thereof, as the case may 


gative—yeas 9, nays 24, as follows: be: Provided, such prosecution or suit be instituted 
Yzas—Messrs Brown, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, within two years after such breach shall have been 
id e : ” 
Gore, King, Mason, Smith, and Wells. committed. 


Nuars—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, | A division of the question was called for by Mr. 
Brent, Campbell, Chase, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gil- | Horsey ; and, on the question to strike out the 
man, Goldsborough, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Lacock, | fourth section, it was determined in the afirma- 
Lambert, Leib, Morrow, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, ! tive—yeas 33, nay 1, as follows: 


Varnum, and Worthington. Yxas—Messrs, Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
On motion, by Mr. Mason, to amend the amend- | Brent, Brown, Campbell, Chace, Daggett, Fromentin, 
ment to the first section of the bill, by inserting | Gaillard, German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, 
the following words: “and with the goods, wares, | Horsey, Howell, Hunter, King, Lacock, Lambert, Leib, 
and merchandise, other than provisions and mili- | Mason, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Tait, Tay- 
tary and naval stores, on board of such foreign j lor, Turner, Varnum, Wells, and Worthington. 
ship or vessel, when notified of this act:” it was Nay—Mr. Dana. 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 16,| On the question to insert the substitute reported 
as follows: by the select committee, it was determined in the 
Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Daggett, Dana, Fromen- | aflirmative—yeas 26, nays 8, as follows: 
tin, German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Hor-  -Ysas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
sey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Smith, | Brent, Brown, Campbell, Chace, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
Stone, and Wells. ERE: Giles, Goldsborough, Howell, King, Lacock, Lambert, 
Nars—Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, Brent, | Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Tait, ‘Taylor, 
Brown, Campbell, Chace, Gaillard, Howell, Lacock, | Turner, Varnum, Wells, and Worthington. 
Morrow, Robinson, Tait, T'aylor, Turner, Varnum,and} Nays—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, German, Gilman, 
Worthington. i Gore, Horsey, Hunter, and Mason. 
And Mr. Anperson reported the bill to the! On the question to agree to the report of the 
House amended. committee, and strike out the seventh section, as 
On motion, to agree to the report of the com-| follows: 
mittee to strike out the fourth section, for the pur-| «Suc. 7. And be it further enacted, That the owner 
pose of inserting the following after “ enacted :? | or owners of all vessels licensed for fisheries, or those 
“That the President of the United States may au- | bound on a whaling voyage, and having no other cargo 
thorize the collectors of the customs (when, in his| than necessary sea-stores, salt, and the usual fishing 
opinion, it can he done without danger of the embargo | tackling and apparel, shall give a general bond in four 
being violated, and under such limitations as he may times the value of the vessel and cargo, that they will 
deem expedient) to grant permission to vessels or boats į not, during the continuance of this act, proceed to any 
whose employment has uniformly been confined to the | foreign port or place, and will return, with their fishing 
navigation of bays, sounds, rivers, or lakes, within the | fare, to some port or place within the United States Aes 
jurisdiction of the United States, or the Territories there-} Tt was determined in the negative—yeas 13, 
of, to take on board, at any time, such articles of domestic | nays 21, as follows: 
or foreign growth as may be designated in such permis- | í 
mon; bond, with one or ait sufficient sureties, being : Campbell, Chace, Gaillard, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, 
previously given to the United States by the owner, | Robinson, Stone, Turner, and Worthington. 
owners, consignec, or factors, of such vessel or boat, $ A 
and by the master thereof, in an amount equal to three Naxs— Messrs. Bledsoo, Brown, Daggett, Dana, Fro- 
hundred dollars for each ton of the said vessel or boat, | mentin, Gorman, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, 
that such vessel or boat shall not, during the time | Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Smith, 
limited in the cendition of the bond, depart from any Tait, Taylor, Varnum, and Wells. : 
district of the United States without having previously} On motion, by Mr. Dana, to strike out of sec- 


a auauai 


Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Brent, 
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tion 10, lines 6 and 7, the words, “carts, wagons, 
sleighs, or any other carriages, or in any manner 
apparently on their way towards the territories 
of a foreign nation, or the vicinity thereof, or,” 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 8, nays 
25, as follows: 


` Ysas—Messrs. Dana, Daggett, Goldsborough, Gore, 
Hunter, King, Mason, and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Brent, 
Brown, Campbell, Chace, Fromentin, Gaillard, Ger- 
man, Giles, Gilman, Horsey, Howell, Lacock, Lam- 
bert, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Tait, Tay- 
lor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 


On motion, by Mr. DAGGETT, to expunge from 
the first section the words: 

“ And that the President be authorized to give such 
instructions to the officers of the revenue, of the navy, 
and of the private armed vessels and revenue cutters 
of the United States, as shall appear best adapted for 
carrying the same into full effect :” 

It was determined in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, to strike out of sec- 
tion 12, line 6, the words: 

“The illegal departure of any ship or vessel, or of 
detaining, taking possession of, and keeping in custody, 
any ship or vessel, or of taking into custody and guard- 
ing any specie, goods, wares, merchandise, produce, or 
provisions, and also for the purpose of preventing :” 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 11, 
nays 22, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Dana, Daggett, German, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, 
and Weils. : i 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Brent, Brown, Campbell, Chace, Gaillard, Giles, Gil- 
man, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, 
Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, Worthington, 


On motion, by Mr. Mason, to strike out the 6th 
section, as follows: 

“Sze. 6. And be it further enacted, That the per- 
son or persons whose names do or may appear as owner 
or owners of any ship or vessel, either on the certifi- 
cate of registry, enrolment, or license, of any such ship 
or vessel; or, if neither registered nor licensed, on the 
last clearance or custom-house documents issued be- 
fore the passing of this act for such ship or vessel, shall 
‘be reputed as the true owner or owners of such ship 
or vessel, and be liable to the payment of all penalties 
which may be incurred by the owners of such ship or 
vessel, by reason of any violation of any of the provis- 
ions of this act: Provided, always, That nothing in 
this section contained shall be construed to release any 
other person or persons from the payment of any pen- 
alty incurred by virtue of this act. And, in case of any 
new register or license being granted during the con- 
tinuance of this act, or, in case of the sale of any ship 
or vessel, neither registered nor licensed, a bond with 
one or more sureties to the United States shall, previ- 
ous to the granting any such new registcr or license, 
or to recognising the sale of such vessel, not registered 
or licensed, be required by the collector, in an amount 
‘equal to three hundred dollars of each ton of such ship 
or vesscl, that such ship or vessel shall not, during the 
continuance of this act, contravene or infringe any of 
the provisions thereof: Provided, That nothing hercin 
contained shall be construed to extend to the owner or 
owners of any ship or vessel who shall have made a 


bona fide sale of such ship or vessel, in any port or 
harbor of the United States, before notice of this act at 
such port or harbor respectively, nor to the owner or 
owners of any ship or vessel in any foreign port or place, 
who shall have made a bona fide sale thereof before 
notice of this act: And provided, also, hat such bond 
shall not release the owners and master of such ship 
or vessel, or any other person, from the obligation of 
giving every other bond required by this act :”? 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 12, nays 
22, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, German, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, 
Mason, and Wells. . 

Nars—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Brent, Brown, Campbell, Chace, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, 
Stone, Tait, Taylor, ‘'urner, Varnum, Worthington. 

On motion, by Mr. Mason, toamend the amend- 
ment to the first section, by inserting the follow- 


ing words: 


“Or any vessels licensed for the fishcrics, or those 
bound on a whaling voyage, and having no other cargo 
than necessary sea-stores, salt, and the usual fishing 
tackling and apparel :” 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 12, 
nays 22, as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, German, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, 
Mason, and Wells. 

Nars—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Brent, Brown, Campbell, Chace, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, 
Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, Worthington. 


On the question, Shall the bill be read a third 
time, as amended? it was determined in the af- 
firmative—yeas 20, nays 14, as follows: 

Yuas——Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Brent, Campbell, Chace, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, La- 
cock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Brown, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, 
German, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hun- 
ter, King, Lambert, Mason, and Wells. 


Tuurspay, December 16. 
THE EMBARGO. 


Mr. Fromentin, from the committee, reported 
the amendments to the bill, entitled “An act lay- 
ing an embargo on all ships and vessels in the ports 
and harbors of the United States,” correctly en- 
grossed ; and the bill was read the third time as 
amended. g 

Mr. (Mason, of New Hampshire, rose and ad- 
dressed the Chair as follows : 


Mr. President :—Knowing that the advocates of 
the bill under consideration are averse to a full 
discussion of its merits, and that a speedy decis- 
ion is determined on, I do not intend to trespass 
a long time on your patience. But believing this 
measure to be pregnant with consequences the 
most pernicious to our country, I cannot permit 
it to pass without entering against it my solemn 
protest. You are about to change the daily occu- 
pations, and destroy the means of a subsistence, 
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of a vast portion of your population. To remove 
all-obstacles in the way of your rapid march, you 
have set aside an ancient and. useful rule, ex- 
pressly designed to protect against hasty and in- 
considerate determinations. This subject, in the 
decision of which are involved the dearest inter- 
ests of the people, you have ordered to be debated 
and decided in secret. Why is public discussion 
prohibited ? The matter under consideration has 
become the subject of newspaper paragraphs, and 
is, at this hour, as well known in the principal 
cities of the Union asin this Hall. We, whoare 
bound to act on our high responsibility, are the 
only persons in the nation who may not seek in- 
formation 10 govern our conduct. 

At the last session of Congress, immediately 
after the important act regulating our foreign 
trade had been passed, a bill, similar in its gen- 
cral provisions to that now before us, was hastily 
brought forward, and although strongly recom- 
mended by the President of the United States, 
was, after‘much discussion, rejected. That bill, 
by the terms of it, was limited in its duration to 
the present time. The President, persevering in 
his former opinion, has again recommended the 
measure, and full confidence is expressed that it 
. will now be adopted. The Message of the Presi- 
dent contains no new information, and we have 
heard no new reasoning. The reasons in favor 
of the bill are certainly Tess weighty now than at 


the last session. It was then urged, that during 
the mild weather of the Summer, the enemy was 


able so to blockade our harbors, that, without his 
permission, nothing would escape, and therefore 
the duration of the act then proposed was limited 
to the beginning of Winter, when the tempestu- 
ous weather and long nights afford opportunities 
of oo the blockading squadrons. Whence, 
then, this confidence, that a measure so lately 
rejected will now be adopted? To those not 
favored with the confidence of the Administra- 
tion, the reasons of ‘this supposed change of opin- 
ion are not apparent. : 

The evil complained of is, that our enemy ob- 
tains from this country supplies of provisions 
essential for the subsistence of his fleets and ar- 
mies. To remedy this, the bill prohibits all ex- 
ports of every kind. ‘Why does the prohibition 
extend to any commodities other than provisions? 
Or, at most, to such as may, in some way, be use- 
ful to his fleets or armies? ‘The object is said to 
be to distress our enemy, and disable him to carry 
on the war. It is important to inquire, who will 
be most injured, our enemies or ourselves? For 
if, on examination, it should be found that the 
loss and injury will fall mostly on our citizens, a 
wise and dispassionate Legislature will find no 
sufficient inducement to assent to the bill, in the 
apparently consolatory reflection in the Presi- 
dens Message, “that the restraints will affect 
those most who are most ready to sacrifice the 
interests of their country in pursuit of their own.” 
To determine what will be the effect on our enc- 
my, we must know his wants, and to what degree 
they are relieved by supplies from this country. 


We have no evidence, nor even an estimate, of 


the quantity of provisions which the enemy ob- 
tains from our country. Had he obtained such 
supplies to a great amount, it would, seem the 
Government must have some evidence of the 
facts. If the Government does possess such eyi- 
dence, it is to be regretted that it has not been 
laid before the Legislature. Destitute of evi- 
dence, we are obliged to act on conjecture. 

The enemy is supposed to have obtained from 
this country supplies, consisting principally of 
fiour for his troops in the West Indies and at 
Halifax. These supplies must have gone mostly 
through the medium of neutrals. Existing laws 
prohibit, under heavy penalties, all trading with 
theenemy. Few, if any, prosecutions have been 
instituted on those laws. It is to be presumed, 
therefore, that our citizens have not often trans- 
gressed them. ‘Lhe scarcity of provisions at the 
places mentioned may be judged of by their 
prices, which, during the past Summer, have not 
been unusually high. Flour has also been ex- 
ported to Spain and Portugal, but this is mostly 
for the use of the inhabitants. The allied armies 
are removed too far into the interior of the coun- 
try to draw their supplies from Lisbon- and Ca- 
diz, the places to which our flour is chiefly car- 
ried. I trust it does not enter into’ the policy of 
the Government to distress any portion -of the 
Spanish people, except what is in arms against 
France. 

That the necessities of the enemy are urgent, 
is rendered almost incredible by the fact, that he 
exerts his utmost power to prevent supplies going 
from this country. A rigorous blockade was last 
Spring instituted, and has ever since been en- 
forced on the ports from which our provisions 
were usually exported in the greatest quantities. 
Discovering that the article of flour began to find 
its way out of the country, through Long Island 
Sound, he has lately extended the blockade to all 
that coast. Can we suppose the enemy anxious 
to obtain provisions, or other produce of this 
country, while he thus throws every obstacle in 
his power in the way of their getting to him 2 

But it has been urged, and seems to be relied 
on, as the strongest reason in favor of the bill, 
that the hostile ships and squadrons on our coast 
draw from the country necessary supplies, which 
they could not otherwise obtain. Here again, in 
the absence of all evidence, we must rely on con- 
jecture. It is well known, that foreign salted 
provisions are not often permitted to be used on 
board British ships of war. The supplies from 
this country for their ships are said to consist 
mostly of fresh provisions and breadstuffs. The 
former are supposed to have been obtained partly 
by force and partly by purchase. The quantities 
of either of these articles thus obtained are wholly 
uncertain. A person voluntarily furnishing sup- 
plies to the enemy, under certain circumstances, 
is guilty of treason; under any circumstances, 
he is guilty of a great misdemeanor, and liable 
to heavy penalties. While exposed to such per- 
ils, is it to be presumed that our citizens have 
furnished supplies in large quantities ? That 
would be to suppose, not only the highest degree 
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a carelessness and negli- 
gence of self-preservation. If such crimes have 
been committed, why has not punishment fol- 
lowed? If the present Jaws will not restrain our 
citizens, what better hopes can be entertained 
from that now proposed? Suppose the bill to 
operate as favorably as its friends can expect, 
would it, in. any considerable degree, produce 
the desired effects? While our seacoasts remain 
wholly unprotected, the hostile ships may always 
obtain by force a partial supply of vegetables and 
fresh provisions. Iven breadstuffs may in that 
manner be obtained from certain parts of our 
coasts in cousiderable quantities. Nor can it be 
believed that this bill will entirely prevent all 
trade with the enemy’s ships. Our prohibition 
of the exportation of flour and other produce, 
will, of course, greatly depress their prices at 
home. This will operate as a premium to sup- 
ply the enemy in violation of the law. By our 
utmost exertions we shall not be able to prevent 
the hostile ships obtaining supplies, and partly 
from our shores. The most we can expect to do 
is, to enhance the prices at which they may be 
obtained. This will be more than balanced by 
lessening the number of ships which it will be 
necessary for the enemy to keep on our coast. 
A great portion of these are now employed in 
enforcing the blockade. Our embargo, together 
with a prohibition of importations, the other part 
of the system recommended by the President, 
strictly enforced, will completely effect the ob- 
jects of the blockading squadrons; a few single 
ships will probably remain to take care that we 
faithfully execute our own laws, while the rest 
will be employed in predatory expeditions, or in 
other and more honorable service, in looking after 
our frigates. It is not probable, therefore, that 
the operation of the bill will even increase the 
expense to the enemy of maintaining on our 
coasts the ships necessary for his purpose. But 
suppose we should he able to do this to a certain 
degree. Suppose the enemy should find it neces- 
sary to keep the usual number of ships of war on 
our coast, and that we could increase the expense 
of the supplies of provisions now obtained from 
our shores to double the amount of their present 
prices. Would this induce him to withdraw his 
squadrons from our waters ? 

The annual expenditure of our enemy exceeds 
three hundred and fifty millions of dollars. With 
such means in her possession, will that proud and 
arrogant nation be influenced by your palery cal- 
culations of the prices of provisions necessary 
for her fleets? We shall never be able to starve 
the hostile fleets from our waters. 

To underrate the power and resources of our 
enemy is surely unwise. The wealth and naval 
resources of the British Empire have never been 
equalled by any nation, ancient or modern. Her 
possessions extend to every quarter of the globe. 
Having the dominion of the ocean, she has en- 
grossed the commerce of the world. A nation 
so circumstanced cannot be starved, except by a 
general famine throughout the earth. Wheat 
grows in other countries besides our own. 


It is time that we should seek instruction from 
experience. Our restrictive system, in its various 
forms and modifications, and enforced with-all 
our power, was in operation several years. It 
was ostensibly designed, by operating on the in- 
terests of Great Britain, to induce her to respect 
our commercial rights. That it has failed to pro- 
duce the desired effect, is sufficiently apparent 
from the fact, that we have since waged war 
against her to secure those rights. . She has uni- 
formly treated our system of commercial restric- 
tions with utter contempt; she has not even con- 
descended to retaliate. There can be no hopes, 
then, that this project, which was despised by Great 
Britain, when South America and the continent 
of Europe were shut against her trade, should, at 
the present time, when her commerce with those 
countries is more extensive than at any former 
period, produce the astonishing effect of disabling 
her to carry on the war. Let us cease flattering 
ourselves with such delusive prospects, which 
always have, and will continue to disappoint our 
expectations. We shall never produce any effect 
on our enemy by such expedients. They must 
be abandoned, and we must either make peace, 
or carry on the war, in which we-are unfortu- 
nately engaged, in the old-fashioned way, by hard 
fighting. On the enemy, the proposed measure 
will, in my opinion, be inefficient. Would to God 
its operation on our own citizens may be equally 
harmless, 

This bill prohibits exportations only, but it is 
understood that, in compliance with the recom- 
mendation of the President, it is to be followed 
by-a prohibition of by far the greatest part of our 
customary importations. The intention, there- 
fore, must be, during the continuance of the pres- 
ent war, to destroy all commerce, As nothing is 
! to be exported, it requires no long course of reas- 
j oning to show that much cannot be imported. 
| This plan certainly has all the recommendation 
| of novelty. The history of the world.does not 

produce an instance of a nation that has ever 
j attempted it. It is a kind of self-immolation, 
like that practised by the inhabitants of Japan, 
who destroy themselves to resent an affront on 
their honor. 

Nothing but the knowledge that this bill is 

patronised by men of high standing and reputa- 
; tion protects it from the accusation of extreme 
‘folly. Engaged in a war for the protection of 
your rights on the ocean, you abandon the ocean. 
i Your enemy establishes a blockade of your-coast, 
and you join with him and help to enforce it. 
There is nothing in issue between you. He 
| wants to destroy your trade, and you accede to 
his wishes and abandon all trade. To secure 
your share of the empire of the sca, you compel 
your citizens to retire to the land. From this 
element, the only scene of your suecess, you have 
voluntarily withdrawn. For idle would be the 
attempt to establish and maintain a navy without 
commerce. No nation ever has or ever will effect 
it. France once had a navy; she still has ships; 
but the arbitrary power of her Emperor, exer- 
cising a military despotism over an immense pop- 
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ulation, is insufficient to man them. The fisher- 

. ies and merchant service are indispensable nurse- 
ries of sailors fora navy. Already, according to 
the best information, has your system of commer- 
cial restrictions driven from their country one- 
third part of your mariners. This war, said to 
be cominenced for sailors’ rights, if much longer 
pursued on its present plan, will destroy its own 
object, for we shall have no sailors, Commercial 
and seafaring habits, once lost, cannot be soon 
regained. 

Instead of your present mysterious policy, I 
advise to adopt that recommended by common 
sense. Having been injured on the ocean, there 
seek redress. Instead of wasting the lives of your 
citizens, and the treasures of your country, ina 
border warfare, in which you have no prospect 
of either honor or profit, provide a navy, and 
meet your enemy on the sea. There your bril- 
liant success invites,and there the inclinations of 
your citizens will follow you. The nation will 
never believe that the real object of this war is 
the protection of commercial rights, while the 
tendency of your measures is to destroy com- 
merce. Other evidence than mere declarations 
is necessary to establish the belief that you are 
friendly toa navy. The period of time elapsed 
since the declaration of war has been ample for 
building frigates and smaller vessels, and yet not 
a single vessel of war of any considerable force, 
built by your orders, floats on the sea. Your 
navy yards and magazines are known to be nearly 
destitute of materials necessary for building and 
equipping ships. 

The destruction of commerce, and with it all 
hopes of a naval establishment, will be the con- 
sequence of passing this bill. Even the limited 
coasting trade and fisheries, on which vast num- 
bers of our citizens depend for subsistence, can- 
not be pursued, except by the special favor and 
permission of the President. The inquiry into 
your right to do this is worthy of much consider- 
ation. Under what head in the charter of your 
powers is it contained? You have power to reg- 
ulate commerce, Pass this bill, and there will 
be no commerce to regulate. This cannot be 
viewed as a temporary embargo. Although the 
operation of the act is limited to a period a little 
exceeding one year, yet the same policy which 
now enacts, will cause its continuance, at least 
during this war. 

Is this right involved in the power to wage 
war? It will hardly be contended that such de- 
struction of all commercial property and employ- 
menis, is a necessary means of prosecuting the 
war. Humiliating must be the confession that 
the nation is already so pressed by the war as to 
render such an enormous sacrifice necessary. Is 
the justification of the measure to rest on that 
ground ? 

The hostile squadrons have undoubtedly ob- 
tained, by force, irom our exposed coasts and isl- 
ands, valuable supplies, contributing much to their 
comfort. Why, then, if you pretend to deal equal 
Justice to all classes of your citizens, do you not 
prohibit the raising of wheat and other provisions 


in such exposed situations? Let the planters on 
the coasts, within the power of the enemy, retire 
into the interior of the country. Their distress 
would then be similar to what you are about to 
inflict on the commercial part of the nation. 
Common suffering would excite sympathy, which 
would tend to produce an united exertion for 
relief. 

The loss of the revenue from importations and 
tunnage, now estimated at more than five millions 
of dollars annually, is the unavoidable conse- 
quence of the loss of trade. The specie will be 
drained from the country to pay for the foreign 
productions which will be introduced in defiance 
of the laws. When the want of market for the 
surplus produce shall have reduced the people to 
poverty, their distress will be heightened by the 
increase of taxes to support public credit, and to 
furnish the means to carry on the war. 

There are consequences, of another cast, still 
more to be deprecated. The proposed measure 
tends to the destruction of the moral habits and 
character of the commercial class of society. 

The time was, when the merchants of this 
country were deservedly praised for their strict 
and honorable observance of laws of trade and 
revenue. Prosecutions for the violations of those 
laws were unfrequent. In a free Government, 
laws calculated to promote the public welfare 
will in most cases be cheerfully obeyed. The 
bill before us contains all the offensive provisions 
of the former acts, introducing and enforcing 
the restrictive system. It is a melancholy fact, 
that more than three hundred prosecutions for 
violations of those acts were pending, at one 
time, in a single district. Those laws were gen- 
erally esteemed by the commercial part of the 
community to be unjust and oppressive. They 
were consequently often violated. All manner 
of devices to evade them was invented and prac- 
tised, and the trials of the prosecutions, which 
terminated mostly against the Government, show 
how difficult was the task of executing violent 
and arbitrary laws, counteracting the common 
sentiments of equity and justice. 

The strength of a free Government consists 
essentially in the union of sentiment among its 
citizens. The act of the Sth of January, 1809, 
commonly called the enforcing act, in a short 
period after ils enactment, and before any change 
had taken place in our foreign relations, was re- 
pealed. Certain provisions in that act, which 
are introduced into this bill, were deemed, by 
some of the wisest and best men in the nation, te 
infringe rights secured by the Constitution. You, 
Mr. President, can witness that many of the 
warmest friends of the Administration, at that 
time, thought that act could not be executed, ex- 
cept by military force. 

Many of the details of the bill, liable to strong 
objections, apparently lose their importance when 
brought into comparison with the arbitrary and 
sanguinary means by which it is directed to be 
enforced. Power is given to the President of the 
United States, and such subordinate officers as he 
shall appoint, without the intervention of any 
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civil magistrate, to call out and employ, at pleas- 
ure, all the military power of the nation. The 
exercise of such a power is not only contrary to 
the spirit of the Constitution, but utterly incon- 
sistent with the principles of civil liberty. It is 
in effect declaring martial law throughout the 
country, and exposing cvery man’s breast to the 
point of the bayonet. A people accustomed to 
live under the arbitrary exercise of such power, 
would soon become slaves. A Cæsar or Bona- 
parte would not be necessary; any demagogue 
might rob them of their liberties. When the 
altar is prepared, and the victim bound, a priest 
to officiate will nut long be wanting. 

A perseverance in arbitrary and oppressive 
measures will, in the end, alienate the affections 
of the people from the Government. Apprehen- 
sions are known to exist, that the unfortunate and 
disastrous state of our public affairs endangers the 
union of the States. I trust there is no cause at 
present to fear such a fatal calamity. The peo- 
ple of the Eastern States are supposed, by some, 
to view such an event with too much indiffer- 
ence. The accusation is unjust. A proposal to 
dissolve the Union would, at the present time, be 
there treated with universal abhorrence. That 
people will suffer long and severely before they 
resort to such desperate counsels. But the belief 
that foreign commerce is necessary for their pros- 
perity and happiness, has descended to them from 
their ancestors. This belief is there embraced by 
all classes of society; is deeply rooted and thor- 
oughly established. To secure that commerce 
was their chief inducement to associate under 
this Government. Whenever the people of those 
States shall have a settled conviction that it is 
the determined and unalterable policy of the Gov- 
ernment to destroy their commerce, then will 
they disclaim all attachment to the Union, and 
attempt its dissolution. I do not say that the 
passing this bill will produce that conviction; 
but I do not hesitate to say that, in my opinion, 
such must and will be its tendency. 

When Mr. Mason had concluded, the question 
was taken, Shall this bill pass as amended ? and 
‘was determined in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 
14, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Brent, Campbell, Chace, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, La- 
cock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Nars—Messrs. Brown, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, 
German, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hun- 
ter, King, Lambert, Mason, and Wells. 

So it was Resolved, That the bill do pass with 
amendments, 

On motion, by Mr. Biss, a committee was ap- 
pointed, to consist of two members, confidentially 
to carry the bill to the House of Representatives, 
and request their concurrence in the amendments; 
and Messrs. Biss of Georgia and Burpsor were 
appointed the committee. 


Frinay, December 17. 


Mr. Brrr, from the committee appointed to 
earry a confidential message to the House of Rep- 


resentatives, reported that they had performed 
that service. 

A confidential message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Messrs. Fisk and 
Coorer, two of their members—Mr. Fisk, chair- 
man: 

Mr. President: The House of Representatives 
concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill, entitled “An act laying an embargo on all 
ships and vessels in the ports and harbors of the 
United States.” 

Five o'clock in the evening. 

Mr. Btepsog, from the committee, reported the 
bill, entitled “An act laying an embargo on all 
ships and vessels in the ports and harbors of the 
United States,” duly enrolled. 

A confidential message, from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Messrs, Skinner and CAPERTON, 
two of their members—Mr. SKINNER, chairman: 

Mr. President: The Speaker of the House of 
Representatives having signed an enrolled bill, 
we are directed to bring it to the Senate, in con- 
fidence, for the signature of their President. 

The Presipenr signed the enrolled bill last 
reported to have been examined, and it was deliv- 
ered to the committee, to be laid before the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 


— 


Monpay, December 20. 


Mr. Brepsor, from the committee, reported 
that they had, on Friday last, laid before the Pres- 
ident of the United States the cnrolled bill last 
reported to have been cxamined. 

On motion, by Mr. Bras, that the injunction 
of secrecy on the proceedings of the Senate in 
respect to the bill, entitled “An act laying an 
embargo on all ships and vessels in the ports and 
harbors of the United States,” be removed, a mo- 
tion was made, by Mr. WELLS, to amend the mo- 
tion. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy on the 
Message of the President of the United States of 
the 9th instant, and also on the proceedings of 
the Senate in respect to the bill, entitled “An act 
laying an embargo on all ships and vessels in 
the ports and harbors of the United States,” be 
removed. 

[End of confidential business.) 


Tuespay, December 21. 

Mr. Dana asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill respecting field officers of the militia, and 
officers of the staff; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. i 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Richard 
Dale;” in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. l 

Mr. GalLuarp presented the memorial of Chas. 
B. Cochran, of Charleston, in the State of South 
Carolina, stating that he had made a contract 
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with the late Secretary of the Navy, for a site 
near Charleston, for the purpose of establishing 
a navy yard thereon, which has been abandoned 
by the present Secretary of the Navy, under an 
opinion that there was no law to authorize the 
purchase, and praying relief; and the memorial 
was read, and referred to the committee appointed 
the 9th instant, on so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to the 
Naval Establishment, to consider and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Tavor presented the petition of Robert 
E. Cochran, stating that he is closely confined in 
the common jail of Charleston district, under a 
process of attachment issued from the Court of 
Admiralty, and praying relief, for reasons stated 
at large in the petition; which was read, and re- 
ferred toa select committee, to consider and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise; aud Messrs. Tay- 
tor, Dana, and Daceerr, were appointed the 
committee. 


‘Wepnespay, December 22. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Rich- 
ard Dale,” was read the second time, and referred 
to the committee appointed on the 9th instant, on 
so much of the Message of the President of the 


United States as relates to the Naval Hstablish- 


ment, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill respecting field officers of the militia, 
and officers of the staff, was resumed; and, on 
motion, by Mr. Dana, ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Dana gave notice that, at the next sitting 
of the Senate, he should ask leave to bring in a 
bill concerning evidence in cases of naturali- 
zation. 


Tuurspay, December 23. 


Mr. Dana asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a bill concerning evidences in cases of naturali- 
zation; and the bill was read, and passed to the 
second reading. 

Mr. Dana gave notice that, to-morrow, he 
should ask leave to bring ina bill to establish a 
system of navigation for the United States. 

Mr. Horsey submitted the following motion 
for consideration : 


Resolved, That it would be proper to make provision 
by law for paying the expenses of the militia of any 
State or Territory heretofore called out, or that may 
hereafter be called out, under the authority of such 
State or Territory, for the purposes of repelling inva- 
sion, or defending the country against the predatory 
incursions of the enemy. 


Frinay, December 24. 

The bill concerning evidences in cases of natu- 
ralization was read the second time; and the 
further consideration thereof postponed. 

Mr. Dana asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a bill to establish a system of navigation for the 
United States; and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 


| read. 


Mr. Fromentin submitted the following mo- 
tion for consideration : 


Resolved, That the committee to whom was referred 
so much of the Message of the President of the United 
States as relates to the Navy of the United States, be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for an increase of the bounty allowed to the own- 
ers, officers, and crews, of the private armed vessels of 
the United States, and likewise into the expediency of 
allowing the same bounty to the officers and crews of 
the public ships of the United States. 

The Presipenr communicated a report from 
the Secretary for the Department of War, made 
conformably to “An act further to amend the sey- 
eral acts for the establishment and regulation of 
the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments,” 
passed March 3, 1809,” showing the application 
of moneys which have been transferred by order 
of the President from several of the appropria- 
tions for the use of the military department since 
the last session of Congress ; and the report was 


Mr. Varnum presented the petition of Sarah 
Jarvis, and others, heirs and representatives of 
Leonard Jarvis, deceased, praying reimbursement 
for sundry advances made by the deceased on 
public account. during the Revolutionary war, 
and the petition was read. 

The motion submitted on the 23d instant by 
Mr. Horsey was considered and agreed to; and 
it was referred to the committee who have under 
consideration so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States of the 7th instant 
as relates to Military Affairs; with leave to re- 
port thereon by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Taytor presented the petition of Joseph 
Brevard, of South Carolina, praying to be allowed 
and paid the amount of a final settlement certifi- 
cate, isued to the petitioner forservices as a lieu- 
tenant in the North Carolina line of the Revolu- 
tionary army; which certificate was accidentally 
lost; and the petition was read, and referred toa 
select committee, to consider and report thereon 
by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Taytor, BLED- 
soz, and Hows, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

On motion, by Mr. Gore, the petition of the 
heirs and representatives of Leonard Jarvis, de- 
ceased, was referred to the committee last men- 
tioned, to consider and report theréon by bill or 
otherwise. 


z 


WepneEspay, December 29. 


The Presipenr communicated the petition of 
the town and county of Nantucket, represent- 
ing their distressed situation from losses sustained 
by the war, and praying relief; and the petition 
was read, and referred to a select committee, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise ; 
and Messrs. Ropinson, Morrow, and Howe t, 
were appointed the committee, 

Mr. Kine presented the petition of Richard 
Ward, of the town of New Rochelle, stating that 
he has obtained, ata very great expense, a ma- 
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machine, and cannot therefore avail himself of 
the privileges of the patent laws, he prays a reim- 
bursement of the expenses in obtaining and re- 
ward for the use of said loom; and the petition 
was read, and referred to a select committee, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or other wise ; 
and Messrs. Kine, Dana, and Tarr, were ap- 
pointed: the committee. 

The bill toestablish a system of navigation for 
the United States was resumed, and the consid- 
eration ‘thereof was postponed. 

The motion submitted yesterday by Mr. From- 
ENTIN was considered, and agreed to. 

Mr. GAILLARD, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 9th instant, so much of the 
Message of the President of the United States as 
relates to the Naval Affairs, reported, in part, 
resolutions expressive of the sense of Congress of 
the gallant conduct of Captain O. H. Perry, the 
officers, seamen, marines, and infantry acting as 
such, ou board of his squadron; and the resolu- 
tions were read. 

He also reported, in part, a resolution relative 
to the brilliant achievements of Lieutenants Bur- 
rows and McCall; and the resolution was read. 

Ordered, Thatthe resolutions severally pass to 
the second reading. 

The Presipent communicated a report of the 
Secretary for the Department of War, made con- 
formably to a resolution of the Senate, of the 3ist 
of July, 1813, containing a corrected list of all 
the officers in the Army of the United States; 
and the report was read. 


Tuurspay, December 30. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the appointment of an 
additional judge for the Missoun Territory, and 
for other purposes;” in which bill they request 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. Bras, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 9th instant, so much of the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States as con- 
cerns.our foreign relations, reported, in part, a bill 
to prohibit the importation of certain articles 
therein described; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The resolutions expressive of the sense of Con- 
gress of the gallant conduct of Captain Oliver H. 
Perry, the officers, seamen, marines, and infantry 
acting as such, on board of his squadron, were 
read the second time. On the question, Shall 
these resolutions be engrossed, and read a third 
time? it was determined in the affirmative. 

The resolutions having been reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, were read the 
third time; and, on motion, by Mr. Kina, amend- 
ed, by consent, by expunging, at the end of the first 


resolution, the following words: “ commanded by 
Commodore Barclay.” Whereupon, 

Resolved, unanimously, That they do pass. 

The resolution relative to the brilliant achieve- 
ment of Lieutenants Burrows and McCall was 
read the second time. On the question, Shall 
this resolution be engrossed, and read a third 
time? it was determined in the affirmative. 

The resolution having been reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, was read the third 
time by unanimous consent. 

Resolved, unanimously, That this resolution 
pass. 


Fripay, December 31. 

The Prestpent communicated a report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office on the 
state of the publie lands, and the report was 
read. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the appointment 
of an additional judge for the Missouri Territory, 
and for other purposes,” was read the second time, 
and, on motion by Mr. Brown, the consideration 
thereof was postponed. ; ; 

The bill to prohibit the importation of certain 
articles therein described, was read the second 
time; and, on motion by Mr. Bren, the further 
consideration thereof postponed to, and made the 
order of the day for, Wednesday next. 

On motion by Mr. Mason, 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be and he is hereby requested to cause 
to be laid before the Senate a statement of 
the value of all articles manufactured or com- 
posed of wool, or of which wool is the material 
of chief value; and also the value of all articles 
manufactured or composed of cotton, or of which 
cotton is the material of chief value; and also 
the value of all spirits distilled from the sugar 
cane, which have been imported into the United 
States since the year 1804, specifying the amount 
of the said articles imported in each year. 


Mownnpay, January 3, 1814. 


The PresIpENT communicated the raport of 
the Secretary for the Department of the Navy,on 
the expenditure and application of moneys drawa 
from the Treasury from the 1st of October, 1812, 
to the 30th of September, 1813, inclusive, made 
in obedience to the first section of the act passed 
the third of March, 1800, entitled “An act further 
to amend the several acts for the establishment 
and regulation of the Treasury, War, and Navy 
Departments ;” and the report was read. 

The Presipent also communicated a similar 
report of the Secretary for the Department of 
War, made in obedience to the first section of the 
same act; and the report was read. 

Mr. Smeru presented the memorial of Isaac 
McPherson, and others, representing Oliver Evans 
as acting oppressively under his patent for ma- 
king and vending to be used, his invention and 
improvement in the art of manufacturing flour 
and meal; and offering evidence in support of the 
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facts alleged, and praying Congress again to take 
the subject into consideration and grant relief; 
and the memorial was read. k 

On motion, by Mr. Worruincron, the bill, en- 
titled “An act for the appointment of an addi- 
tional judge for the Missouri Territory,” was 
referred toa select committee, to consider and 
report thereon; and Messrs. WorTnincron, DAG- 
GETT, and BLEDSOE, were appointed the com- 
mittee. : 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution submitted on the 17th of December, by 
Mr. FRoMENTIN; and, having agreed thereto, 
Messrs. Fromentin, Kine, Dana, TAYLOR, and 
Biss, were appointed the committee. 

On motion by Mr. Gorsg, 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before the 
Senate an account of the quantity of blankets 
and other woollen goods provided for the Army 
and Navy during the last year, distinguishing, as 
far as practicable, such as were of foreign from 
those of domestic manufacture; also, an estimate 
of the quantity of the same goods that may be 
judged necessary for the like purposes for the 
eurrent year. 

On motion, by Mr. Horsey, a committee was 
appointed to inquire whether the acts of Con- 

ress, relating to the general promulgation of the 
aws of the United States, require any, and, if 
any, what amendments, with leave to report by 
bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Horsey, Mason, 
and Worrnineron, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 


Tuespay, January 4. 

The Prestnent laid before the Senate the re- 
port of the Secretary for the Department of the 
Treasury, enclosing a letter from the Director of 
the Mint, stating the assays of several species of 
coins made in pursuance of the act, entitled “An 
act regulating the currency of foreign coins in 
the United States,” passed April 10,1806; and 
the report was read, 

Mr. Gartianp, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Richard Dale,” reported it without amend- 
ment. 


Wepnespay, January 5. 


Mr. Anperson presented the memorial of the 
President and Directors of the Union Bank of 
Alexandria, praying a charter of incorporation, 
for reasons stated at large in the memorial, which 
was read, and referred to a select committee to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise ; 
and Messrs. AnnERSON, Dacertr, and BLEDSOR, 
were appointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Rich- 
ard Dale,” was resumed, read a third time by con- 
sent, and passed. 

On motion, by Mr. Bigs, the consideration of 
the bill to prohibit the importation of certain ar- 
ticles therein described, was further postponed to 
Friday next. 


On motion, by Mr. Cuace, the petition of Sim- 
eon Knight, district paymaster, presented on the 
24th of April, 1812, together with the report of 
the Paymaster General thereon, was referred toa 
select committee, to consider and report thereon 
by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Cuacz, Brown, 
and FRoMENTIN. were appointed the committee. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act making certain partial ap- 
propriations for the year 1814;” a bill, entitled 
“An act granting Moses Hook the right of pre- 
emption;” a bill, entitled “An act for the relief 
of Daniel Boone;” also, a resolution relative to 
the brilliant achievement of Captain James Law- 
rence, in the capture of the British vessel of war 
the Peacock, passed unanimously ; in which reso- 
lution and bills they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The three bills and resolution brought up for 
concurrence were read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

On motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, the bill, entitled 
“An act making certain partial appropriations for 
the year 1814,” was read the second time by 
unanimous consent; and referred to the commit- 
tee appointed on the 9th of December, on so much 
of the Message of the President of the United 
States as relates to Military Affairs, to consider 
and report thereon. 


Tuurspay, January 6. 

The resolution relative to the brilliant achieve- 
ment of Captain James Lawrence, in the capture 
of the British vessel of war the Peacock, was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and, sundry amendments 
having been agreed to, the PRESIDENT reported 
the resolution to the House amended accordingly. 

On the question, Shall it be read a third time 
as amended ? it was determined in the affirmative. 

The bill, entitled “An act granting to Moses 
Hook the right of pre-emption,” was read the 
second time, and referred to a select committee to 
consider and report thereon; and Messrs. Brown, 
Kine, and Mason, were appointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Wil- 
liam Boone,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to the committee last mentioned, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

On motion, by Mr. Smirn, the petition of Isaac 
McPherson, and others, presented on the third 
instant, was referred to a select committee, to 
consist of five members, to consider and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise ; and Messrs. Smits, 
Horsey, Wortuincron, Daacetr, and Brinn, of 
Georgia, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act making 
certain partial appropriations for the year 1814,” 
reported it with amendments, which were consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and agreed 
to; and the Presipenr reported the bill to the 
House accordingly. The bill was then read 2 
third time as amended, and passed. 
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Mr. Leis presented the petition of Catherine 
Robertson of the city of Philadelphia, represent- 
ative of Jacob Ritter, her late husband, praying 
compensation for his services whiist acting as 
assistant in the quartermaster general’s depart- 
ment, and reimbursement of moneys expended 
by him, by order of the quartermaster general, 
on public account, during the Revolutionary war; 
and the petition was read. 

The amendments to the resolution relative to 
the brilliant achievement of Captain James Law- 
rence. in the capture of the British vessel of war 
the Peacock, having been reported by the com- 
mittee correctly engrossed, it was read a third 
time by consent. i 

Resolved, unanimously, That this resolution 
pass with amendments. 


Fripay, January 7. 


Mr. Gone presented the petition of Paul Cuffee, 
of Westport, in the State of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing the aid of Government in execution of a plan 
which he hopes may ultimately prove beneficial 
to his brethren of the African race within their 
native climate, as is stated at large in the petition ; 
which was read, and referred toa select com- 
mittee, to consider and report thereon by bill or 
otherwise; and Messrs. Gort, Dacerrr, and 
Honrer, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Anperson, from the committee to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill to incor- 

orate the subscribers to the stock of the Union 
ank of Alexandria; and the bill was read and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. German called up the petition. of Isaac 
Clason, of the city of New York, praying allow- 
ance of drawback of certain duties paid on a 
quantity of sugar imported from the Havana, in 
the year, 1805, and entered for exportation, al- 
though, by unavoidable casualties, he was pre- 
vented from compliance with the legal require- 
ments, as is stated at large in the petition; which 
was read, and referred toa select committee, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise ; 
and Messrs. German, LEIB, and Cuace, were 
appointed the committee. 

Mr. Leig presented the petition of William 
Stothart and Josiah Starkey, of the city of Phil- 
adelphia, merchants and copartners, under the 
firm of Stothart and Starkey, praying the remis- 
sion of fines, forfeitures, and penalties incurred 
under the non-importation laws, for reasons stated 
in the petition; which was read, and referred to 
the committee last mentioned, to consider and re- 
port thereon by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Morrow presented the petition of the Di- 
rectors of the Washington Library Company, 
praying a charter of incorporation, for the rea- 
sons assigned in the petition; which was read, 
and referred toa select committee, to consider 
and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. Morrow, Lets, and Kine were appointed 
the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Bres, the consideration of 
the bill to prohibit the importation of certain 


articles therein described, was further postponed 
to Monday next. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States + 

I communicate, for the information of Congress, the 
report of the Director of the Mint, of the operation of 
that establishment during the last year. 

JAMES MADISON, 

Januany 6, 1814. 

The Message and report therein referred to 
were read. 

The following Message was also received from 
the PRESIDENT OF THE Unirep States: 

To the Senate and House o 
Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit, for the information of Congress, copics 
of a letter from the British Scerctary of State for For- 
cign Affairs to the Secretary of State, with the answer 
of tho latter. 

In appreciating the accepted proposal of the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain, for instituting negotiations. 
for peace, Congress will not fail to keep in mind, that 
vigorous preparations for carrying on the war can in 
no respect impede the progress to a favorable result ; 
whilst the relaxation of such preparations, should the 
wishes of the United States for a speedy restoration of 
the blessings of peace be disappointed, would necessa- 
rily have the most injurious consequences. 

JAMES MADISON. 

Jaxvary 6, 1814. 


The Message and letters referred to were read, 
and five hundred copies thereof ordered to be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

On motion, by Mr. Biss, . 

Ordered, That the Message and letters be re- 
ferred to the committee who have under consid- 
eration so much of the Message of the President 
of the United States, of the 7th of December, as 
concerns our Foreign Relations, to consider and 
report thereon. 


Monnay, January 10. 

Mr. Gore, from the committee to whom the’ 
subject was referred, reported a bill to authorize 
the President of the United States to permit the 
departure of Paul Cuffee from the United States, 
with a vessel and cargo, for Sierra Leone, in Af-. 
rica, and to return with a cargo; and the bill. 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. German, the committee to 
whom was referred the petition of Stothart and 
Starkey, on the 8th instant, were discharged 
from the further consideration thereof, and it was 
referred to the committee appointed, on the 9th 
December, on so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as concerns our 
Foreign Relations, to consider and report there- 
on by bill or otherwise. , 

The PresipenT communicated the memorial 
of the Legislature of the Indiana Territory, pray- 
ing Congress to cause the militia that have been 
called into service for the purpose of protecting 
the frontiers of said Terrilory, previous to the 
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last Winter, to be immediately paid, as stated at | otherwise; and Messrs. Daccrtr, Brown, and 
large in the memorial, which was read. Gore, were appointed the committee. 

The Presipent also communicated the petition | Eee 
of Alexander Smith, a citizen of Virginia, pray- 
ing a revision of the act organizing the- staff of 
the Army of the United States, and a declaratory 
act to preserve his rank as Brigadier General in 
the line, abolishing only his authority as Inspector 
General, for reasons stated at large in the petition; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to consider and report there- 
on by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Gotpsroroven, from the committee to 
whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act to 
authorize the transportation of certain documents 
free of postage,” reported it without amendment ; 
and the further consideration of the bill was 
postponed. 


The PRreswent communicated the report of 
the Secretary for the Department of War, made 
conformably to the fifth section of of the act of 
the 3d ‘March, 1809, entitled “An act to amend 
the several acts for the establishment and regula- 
tion of the Treasury, War, and Navy Depart- 
ments;” and the report was read. f 

The Presipent also communicated the report 
of the Secretary for the Department of Treasury, 
prepared in. obedience to the act supplementary 
to the act, entitled “An act to establish the Treas- 
ury Department ;” and the report was read. 


Mr. German, from the committee to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill for the 
relief of Isaac Clason; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Kine, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of Richard Ward, reported 
a. bill in addition to the acts concerning patents 
for useful discoveries and inventions; and the 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Bras, of Georgia, the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill to prohibit the im- 
portation of certain articles therein described was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

On motion, by Mr. BLEDSOE, a select commit- 
tee was appointed to inquire into the expediency 
of making further regulations by law concerning 
the internal navigation of the waters of the United 
States, with leave to report by bill or otherwise ; 
and Messrs. BLepsoz, Dana, and SMITH, were 
appointed the committee. 

Mr. Camppeut, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to cause certain regi- 
ments therein mentioned to be enlisted for five 
years, or during the war; and the bill was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, the bill concerning 
evidence in cases of naturalization was referred 
to a select committee, to consider and report 
thereon; and Messrs. Dana, Tayor, and Ma- 
80N, Were appointed the committee, 

On motion, by Mr. DAGGETT, a committee was 
appointed to inquire into the propriety of making 
provision by law concerning fees or costs in the 
Courts of the United States, to report by bill or 


Tvuespay, January 11. 

Joun Connit, from the State of New Jersey, 
attended. 

The PRESIDENT communicated the memorial 
of the Legislature of the Indiana Territory, pray- 
ing an alteration in certain post routes, as is stated 
in the memorial; which was read. 

The bill in addition to the acts concerning pat- 
ents for useful discoveries and inventions, was 
read the second time; and on motion, ty Mr. 
Horsey, the further consideration thereof was 
postponed to the first Monday in February next. 
The bill authorizing the President of the United 
States to cause certain regiments, therein men- 
tioned, to be enlisted for the term of five years, 
or during the war, was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole; and, 
having been amended, the Presipenrr reported it 
to the House accordingly. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed and 
read a third time as amended ? it was determined 
in the affirmative. 

The bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to permit the departure of Paul Cuffée from 
the United States, with a vessel ‘and cargo, for: 
Sicrra Leone, in Africa, and to return with a car- 
go, was read the second time; and on motion, by 
Mr. Bras, of Georgia, the further consideration 
thereof was postponed to Monday next. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to amend the seventh sec- 
tion of the act, entitled ‘An act to lay and collect 
a direct tax within the United States;” in which 
bill they request the concurrence of the Senate. 
The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Honrer called up the memorialof the New 
England Mississippi Land Company, praying 
Congress to take their case into consideration and 
grant them redress, as is stated at large in the 
memorial; which was read, and referred to a se- 
lect committee, to consist of five members, to con- 
sider and report thereon by bill or otherwise ; and 
Messrs. Honrer, TAYLOR, Gone, Brent, and 
Mason, were appointed the committee. 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Clason was read 
the second time. 

The fullowing Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE Uniten States: 


To the Senate of the United States : 

I transmit to the Senate a report of the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, complying with their resolu- 
tion of the 31st December, 1813. ` 

JAMES MADISON. 


a 


Janvany 10, 1814. 


On motion, by Mr. Binz, of Georgia, the further 
consideration of the bill to prohibit the importa- 
tion of certain articles therein described, was post- 
poned until Thursday next. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
eferred the bill, entitled “An act granting to 
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Moses Hook the right of pre-emption,” reported 
it without amendment. 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

On motion, by Mr. BLEDSOE, 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, requested to cause to 
be laid before the Senate, a digest of the informa- 
tion respecting the produce and manufactures of 
the United States, obtained by the Treasury De- 
partment at the time of taking the last census; 
provided such information shall be in a situation 
to be conveniently communicated at this time. 


Weonespay, January 12. 


The bill authorizing the President of the United 
States to cause certain regiments therein men- 
tioned to be enlisted for the term of five years, or 
during the war, having been reported by the com- 
mittee correctly engrossed, was read-a third time, 
and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act to amend the seventh 
section of the act entitled ‘An act to lay and col- 
lect a direct tax within the United States,” was 
read the second time, and referred to a select com- 
mittee, to consider and report thereon; and Messrs. 
Worruinaton, Fromenrin, and Cuace, were 
appointed the committee, 

Mr. Wortuineton, from the committee to 
whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act for 
the appointment. of an additional judge in the 
Missouri Territory, and for other purposes,” re- 
ported it with amendments; which were read. 

Mr. CAMPRELL, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill to increase the bounty 
to be allowed persons who shall enlistin the Army 
of the United States, and to promote the recruit- 
ing service; and the bill was read, and passed to 
the second reading. 

Mr. Rozingon, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of the inhabitants of the 
town and county of Nantucket, reported a bill for 
the purpose of procuring subsistence for the in- 
habitants of Nantucket, Martha’s Vineyard, Block 
Island, and the adjacent islands thereunto; and 
the bill was read, and passed to a second reading. 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Clason was re- 
sumed as in Committee of the Whole; and, no 
amendment having been proposed, on the ques- 
tion, Shall this bill be engrossed and read a third 
time ? it was determined in the affirmative. 

On motion, by Mr. WORTHINGTON, a commit- 
tee was appointed to inquire into the propriety of 
inereasing by law the salaries of the Clerks and 
other officers of Congress, with leave to report 
by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. WORTHINGTON, 
Mason, and Ropinson, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

On motion, by Mr. Daccert, a committee was 
appointed to inquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing farther provision by law relative to the jurors 
to be summoned to attend on the Courts of the 
United States, to report by bill or otherwise ; and 
Messrs. Daceerr, Brown, and Mason, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 


Tuorspay, January 13. 


The bill for the relief ‘of Isaac Clason was read 
a third time, and the blank filled with eighteen 
thousand nine hundred and sixty-three dollars 
sixty-eight cents. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act for the relief of Isaac Clason.” 

Mr. Worrutneton, from the committee ap- 
pointed on the bill te amend the seventh section 
of the act, entitled “An act to lay and collect a 
direct tax within the United States,” reported it 
without amendment, and the bill passed to the 
third reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act for the appoint- 
ment of an additional judge in the Missouri Ter- 
ritory, aud for other purposes,” together with the 
amendments reported thereto by the select com- 
mittee, and, having adopted the amendments, the 
PRESIDENT reported the bill to the House accord- 
ingly, and it was ordered to be read a third time 
as amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Bigs, that the consideration 
of the bill to prohibit the importation of certain 
articles therein described, be postponed until to- 
morrow—on motion, by Mr. Sarva, it was agreed 
that it be postponed until Monday next. 

The bill for the purpose of procuring subsist- 
ence for the inhabitants of Nantucket, Martha’s 
Vineyard, Block Island, and the adjacent islands 
thereunto, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

On motion, by Mr. Gore, to strike out, after the 
word “empowered,” all these words: “to give 
‘ such permission, under such regulations and re- 
‘ strictions as to him may appear proper and ne- 
‘cessary, to the inhabitants of the Islands .of 
:* Nantucket, Martha’s Vineyard, Block Island, and 
Í t the adjacent islands thereunto, for the purpose 
' of procuring subsistence,” and insert the follow- 
ing words: “ to suspend the provisions of the law, 
‘entitled ‘An act laying an embargo on all ships 
‘ and vessels in the ports and harbors of the United 
* States, respecting the coasting trade, so far as 
| relates to all ports and places whose inhabitants 
t may be in want of subsistence or fuel, and per- 
‘mit them, under such restrictions as he may pre- 
‘ scribe, to procure the same from any part of the 
t United States:” 

Mr, CamePBELL called fora division of the ques- 
| tion, and it was taken on striking out; and passed 
| in the negative, yeas 10, nays 23, as follows: 
| Ysas—Messrs. Daggett, Fromentin, Gilman, Golds- 

borough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, and 
Mason. 
!  Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
l Brent, Brown, Campbell, Chace, Condit, Dana, Gail- 
| lard, German, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robin- 


son, Smith, ‘fait, Taylor, Turner, Varaum, Wells, and 
Worthington. 

And the bill having been amended, on motion, 
oy Mr. Canace, it was recommitted to the original 
committee, further to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Go_pssorovan presented the memorial of 
John Teakle, of Virginia, stating, that, in the year 
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1808, he agreed with the public agent of the Navy 
Department for the purchase of timber, to deliver 
a certain quantity of walnut timber at the Navy 
Yard in Washington, and that he hath suffered 
injustice in the settlement of his account, and 
praying Congress to take his case into considera- 
tion and grant him relief, for reasons stated at 
large in the memorial; which was read, and re- 


ferred to the Secretary for the Department of the ! 


Navy, to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 
The bill to increase the bounty to be allowed 


persons who shall enlist in the Army of the United | 


adjacent islands thereto, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to increase the bounty to be al- 
lowed persons who shall enlist in the Army of 
the United States, and to promote the recruiting 
service ; and, after debate, the further considera- 
tion thereof was postponed to Monday next. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate of the United States : 


I transmit to the Senate a report of the acting Sec- 


a and SA ene the recruiting uae was i retary of the Treasury, complying with their resolution 
e : 
reada second time, considered as in Committee | of the 11th instant. 


of the Whole, and, after debate, on motion, by | 


Mr. Mason, that the further consideration thereof 
be postponed to Monday next, it was determined 
in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. Biepsos, the bill was post- 
poned to, and made the order of the day for, to- 
morrow. 


Fripay, January 14. 


The. Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to increase 
the bounty to be allowed persons who shall enlist 
in the Army of the United States, and to promote 
the recruiting service; and, after debate, the further 
consideration thereof was postponed until to- 
morrow. 

The following Message was received from the 
Prestpent or rue UNITED Strares: 

To the Senate and Louse of 
Representatives of the United States + 

I transmit to Congress an account of the contingent 

expenses of the Government for the year 1813. 


JAMES MADISON. 
Januany 14, 1814. 


Saturpay, January 15. 

The bill to incorporate the subscribers to the 
stock of the Union Bank of Alexandria was read 
the second time. 

The bill, entitled “An act to amend the seventh 
section of the act, entitled ‘An act to lay and col- 
lect a direct tax within the United States,” was 
read a third time, and passed. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
for the appointment of an additional judge for 
the Missouri Territory, and for other purposes,” 
was read a third time as amended. and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act making further provision 
for filling the ranks of the regular Army, encour- 
aging enlistments, and authorizing the re-enlist- 


ments, for longer periods, of men whose terms of 


service are about to expire;” in which bill they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was twice read by con- 
sent. 

Mr. Roninson, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill for the purpose of pro- 
curing subsistence for the inhabitants of Nan- 
tucket, Martha’s Vineyard, Block Island, and the 


JAMES MADISON. 
Jarvany 15, 1814. 


Monpay, January 17. 


On motion, by Mr. Rogtnson, the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill for the purpose of procuring 
subsistence for the inhabitants of Nantucket, Mar- 
tha’s Vineyard, Block Island, and the adjacent 
islands thereto, together with the amendments 
reported by the select committee; and, having 
agreed to the amendments, and further amended 
the bill, the Presipenrr reported it to the House 
accordingly. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed and 
read a third time as amended ? it was determined 
in the affirmative, yeas 18, nays 10, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Brent, Brown, Campbell, 
Chace, Condit, German, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Mor- 
row, Robinson, Smith, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, 
and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Daggett, Fromen- 
tin, Goldsborough, Gore, Hunter, King, Lambert, Ma- 
son, and Wells. 


BOUNTY FOR ENLISTMENT. 


The Senate, resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to increase 
the bounty to be allowed persons who shall enlist 
in the Army of the United States, and to promote 
the recruiting service. 

Mr. Go.nsroroued rose, and addressed the 
Chair as follows: 

Mr. President—I would with pleasure obey 
the admonition of the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, (Mr. Biss.) who has just taken his seat, 
if, after the bold discussion which this subject 
has undergone, I did not feel myself imperiously 
called on to justify the vote I shall give. His 
admonition comes too late; we have progressed 

| beyond the point of return, and we stand pledged 
jin the view of the nation to answer for our con- 
, duct. 

The great latitude of remark which has been 
indulged in, and which the subject is so well cal- 
culated to suggest, must be my apology for any 
departure that I may make from ibe immediate 
| point before us. fam fully aware of the wearied 
: feelings of the Senate on this subject, which has 
been fong under discussion, and I will relieve 
them as far as I can, by the assurance, that I 
{shall confine myself to only one or two of the 
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most prominent topics, in the remarks which I 
shall have the honor to make. 

When my honorable friend from Rhode Island, 
(Mr. Hunrer,) in his eloquent observations on 
this point a few days ago, insisted upon a want 
of coincidence between the bill upon your table 
and the Presidential Message, a copy of a letter 
was introduced by the honorable Chairman of 
the Military Committee, (Mr. G. W. CampsBELu,) 
which we were told was to be considered as an 
official document, containing in itself the senti- 
ments and opinions of the President, and trans- 
mitted authentically by him through the head of 
the War Department to the Chairman of the 
Military Committee of the House of Represent- 
atives. Under this assurance, this letter then 
becomes an important document, and relying 
upon the manner in which it is presented to us, 
I shall treat it with all that deference and respect 
which a paper of such high descent is so emi- 
nently entitled to. 

This letter, sir, is written upon the subject of 
the recruiting service, and recommends two plans 
to be pursued to procure soldiers, either of which, 
in the opinion of the Administration, might be 
well adopted by the committee. The first of 
these plans is a classification of the militia, com- 
pelling each class to furnish a soldier during the 
war—which is no more nor less than a perfect 
and actual conscription—and a preference for 
this mode is expressed in the letter. The second 
plan is, to recruit soldiers by voluntary enlist- 
ments, by tempting them with very high boun- 
ties; and the last is the mode adopted by the 
committee in the bill before us. And here, sir, 
I take occasion to thank that honorable commit- 
tee for the fortunate selection they have made 
from the two alternatives submitted to them. 
For, objectionable as I consider the plan before 
us, in consequence of the exorbitaney of the 
bounty, yet the rights of the citizens are not in- 
fringed by it—the freedom of the country is not 
endangered. But, if that hideous system of con- 
scription had been resorted to, the result would 
have been fatal; and the germ of despotism thus 
planted in our land would soon have eradicated 
every fibre of our liberties. 

If we contrast the bounty proposed to be given 
by this bill, with that which has formerly been 
given, we shall be astonished at the great disparity 
between them. Hitherto the men enlisted, for 
five years or during the war, have had sixteen 
dollars bounty and one hundred and sixty acres 
of land. Those who enlisted for twelve or eigh- 
teen months, had the sixteen dollars without the 
land—~and the last year an act of Congress gave 
those who enlisted for five years, or during the 
war, the increased advantage of three months pay 
in advance, which amounted to twenty-four dol- 
lars in addition to the former sixteen. If we ex- 
tend our view further, the contrast will be more 
striking. In Great Britain, the country of our 
enemy, the usual bounty is about a guinea a man, 
and on the continent of Europe it does not ex- 
ceed two dollars; whilst we are giving from one 
hundred to one huadred and twenty dollars boun- 
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hundred and twenty acres of land at the end of 
the service. What nation can stand under such 
extravagance as this? What country can pos- 
sibly carry on an efficient warfare for any time 
upon such terms ? 

If, sir, it could have been thought safe to have 
intrusted the Senate of the United States with 
specific statements, distinguishing what forces 
were necessary for defence, what for the navy, 
and what for the conquest of Canada, much mo- 
ney might have been saved to the nation, and 
much time and anxiety to this House. For the 
two first objects, no increase of bounty would 
have been necessary. On the subject of defence 
there is but one sentiment in this Senate, or in 
the nation. Whatever may be our opinion of the 
war, however disastrously and unwisely we may 
have been led into it, we are always ready to de- 
fend our country at every hazard; for this object 
we are prepared to pledge the wealth and strength 
of the nation. And as for the navy, sir, that last 
surviving shoot from the ancient stock, the ven- 
erated relic of better days, that bas defied the 
blasts of political revolution, we will nurture it 
with a kinsman’s love, and with a father’s pride. 
Handed down to us from those whose principles 
we cherish, we will always show towards it a 
munificence correspondent to its glory. But as 
for the conquest of Canada, I will not hazard a 
prediction what bounty may be necessary to raise 
an army sufficient for that object; nor am I to be 
considered as one of those gentlemen who have 
protruded their advice to the Administration to 
withdraw their troops from that country. The 
advice would be uunccessary, even if it was 
given ; as 1 believe, sir, you have not aman be- 
yond the lines at this time. Opposed as I am to 
this war, upon every consideration blended with 
the prosperity of the nation, I shall certainly not 
intermeddle with its destination. It is enough for 
me to be prepared, at all times, for effectual and 
ample defence, to sustain my opinions against the 
policy and prospects of this war, and to leave tie 
responsibility of conducting it upon those who 
have sv ardently and so manfully shouldered it. 

But, sir, there is a consideration which may not 
be altogether unworthy of attention; how far this 
extravagant use of the public money in raising 
an army may have a prejudicial effect upon your 
navy. If we give this enormous bounty for the 
land service, will it not be just, as well as neces- 
sary, to give a corresponding bounty for the sea 
service? Or will you exalt the one and depress 
the other? Will you depress that service which, 
when the honor of the nation languished on the 
shore, bore it in triumph o’er the main, unsullied 
by reproach, and on which you must ultimately 
depend, when a better policy bears sway, effi- 
ciently to contend with every foreign fue? I hope 
not, sir. If you should increase the bounty now 
contemplated it wiil be irrevocably fixed; you 
can never diminish it; you can never expect again 
to enlist another soldier for a less premium. You 
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will then, sir, have the further difficulty of ad- 
justing so prodigal an expenditure of the public 
money, to the necessities of a Treasury filled ex- 
clusively by loans and taxes. I well remember 
the sentiment of the. honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Buensoz,) who said that, when 
the national rights werc in contest, he would not 
count the cost. Sir, I honor the feelings that dic- 
tate such a sentiment, and the only reply I can 
make to it is, that statesmen must calculate as 
well as feel. 

The honorable chairman of the committee (Mr. 
G. W. Campse y) has attempted to prove an in- 
consistency in those who, professing to advocate 
the war, refuse to grant means to carry it on. He 
was right, sir; the inconsistency is as great and 
as glaring, as if those who are opposed to the war 
in principle should endeavor to perpetuate it. 
For my own part, I have always been opposed to 
it from a sense of duty to the best interests of my 
country, and, for this reason, 1 voted against the 
taxes of the former session. But, sir, a maxim 
has been laid down which is calculated to mislead 
the public opinion, to wit: “That being now ac- 
tually engaged in war, all persons should join in 
it to carry it on.” This position is founded in 
error, and leads to consequences destructive to 
public liberty and personal rights. Can it. be 
supposed that we, who have opposed this war 
from the beginning, as wrong in conception, 
wrong in progress, ruinous in its tendency, and 
incompetent to its object, can give it our support? 
Can it be expected that we shall approve, by our 
votes, what our best judgment most honestly con- 
dermns? This would he faithless to our duty, and 
treacherous to those who have confided in us. 

Besides, sir, you do not want our aid; it is not 
necessary for a single purpose towards this war. 
The President himself is the father and patron 
of this war; he has had, from its commencement, 
a large majority in both Houses of Congress who 
have agreed with him in opinion, and who have 
been disposed to favor his views. If, then, it was 
proper that the war should have been vigorously 
waged, I demand why has not this been done? 
Why has he not come forward with the boldness 
of a statesman, and the frankness of a soldier, 
and told you what was necessary for his purpose? 
The friends of the war have had, and still bave, 
all power in the nation; all the resources of the 
country are at their command and subject to 
their control. If, sir, it was proper to declare this 
war, it was proper to carry it on with energy and 
with vigor; and if the President thought that the 
honor and the welfare of the country required 
the war. he should have breasted the shock, and 
staked his crown and sceptre upon the issue. If 
he has not done so, he has flinched from his duty, 
and the dishonor must attach where the power 
existed, and where the exercise of that power 
has been abandoned. This call, then, upon the 
opposition for their co-operation, however in- 
tended, can only be considered as working a di- 
version of popular attention. You do not require 
their aid to enable you to command the national 


monstrance, your cause is not good. Put the 
case, then, ingenuously to the nation. If you 
mean war, draw forth the necessary means for 
your purpose, and revive the drooping glory of 
the country. If you carry us well through, and 
obtain the avowed object you aim at, we will 
hail you as our deliverer, and the honors and the 
affections of the nation shall be your reward. 
But if you shrink from this duty, we shall prove 
you to have been recreant; and if you fail in or 
stop short of your project, you must expect to 
meet the indignation of the people. 

But, sir, this position, “that all are bound to 
support the war because it is declared,” is a doc- 
trine teeming with mischief; it is a doctrine be- 
hind which a corrupt Administration (whenever 
such a one shall exist) will entrench itself and 
defy your utmost efforts. When an Adminis- 
tration shall be crumbling into ruins by its own 
corruption, you say to it, bring about a declara- 
tion of war by any means, and you are secure. 
Thus the tottering edifice is saved from the tem- 
pest of public opinion, and the worst of crimes 
finds shelter in the production of the greatest 
national calamities. Besides, sir, this call upon 
the Opposition is to demand a surrender of their 
rights; it has an ungenerous influence to. stifle 
the freedom of debate. Possessed of no power 
and no control in the national affairs, we have 
nothing left us but the freedom of opinion and 
the right of utterance; and believe me, sir, we 
are little known if it can be supposed that we 
will surrender, in our own persous, those dearest 
rights of citizens: those noblest privileges of the 
Constitution. 

But, sir, indulge me with asking gentlemen 
what event has taken place in the progress of 
this war that is caleulated to change our opinions 
or to conciliate our favor? Thousands of lives 
have been sacrificed, thousands of your eitizens 
have been made captives; nearly one hundred 
millions of dollars have been expended, about 
forty millions of which is a new public debt, to 
which we are now called on to add thirty mil- 
lions more by loans for the current year. The 
temporary hold you had in Canada has been 
wrested from you; you have been driven and 
pursued within your own lines, while conflagra- 
tion and carnage have marked the progress of 
the enemy. The descent upon Montreal—that 
mighty project—concentrating in itself all the 
talents, and energy, and skill, of the Administra- 
tion, has proved an abortion, and we now dread 
the arrival of every mail, lest it may bring the 
unwelcome tidings of the capture of our armies, 
or the destruction of our Lake fleet, Is there any- 
thing in all this, sir, to attach us to the war; to 
make us approve its utility; to render us partial 
to its progress? Are we still to be called on to 
yote armies and to give hundreds of dollars for 
men to be tomahawked by Indians, and no inqui- 
ries made into the causes of our disasters, no ac- 
count taken of these dreadful calamities? It is 
truly an unpleasant task to trace the alarming 


secret, yet trace it when you will, you will find 


resources, and if you cannot withstand their re- $ it no partial defect. Sir, you commenced wrong 
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at first. Instead of having a grand army organ- 
ized, military stores and magazines prepared, the 
most important points of your country fortified, 
and your Treasury ample for your purpose, you 
plunged into the war without a soldier, a dollar, 
or a General. Defeat and disaster followed of 
course, and, in a moment of desperation, when 
one portion of your citizens are disgusted with 
the war, another portion dismayed by your de- 
feats; and all humiliated with mortification, you 
are induced to offer exorbitant bounties for re- 
eruits to fill up ranks that never were filled before, 
and to supply the places of those who have fallen 
the wretched victims to your improvidence and 
rashness. 

The honorable chairman (Mr. G. W. Came- 
BELL) has ascribed the origin of this war to the 
Opposition, alleging that Great Britain has al- 
ways excited divisions among her enemies, and 
that she has spoken of her friends here. Werc it 
nut, sir, for the usual accuracy of that honorable 
gentléman, I should have been led to believe that 
he had taken a French maxim for a British cus- 
tom. To divide and conquer is a French doc- 
trine, on which they have always practised, and, 
since the war of the late Revolution, with no in- 
considerable success. How far Great Britain 
may be disposed to adopt a similar plan I cannot 
determine. 

When the gentleman talks of the British Min- 
ister speaking of his friends here, I presume he 
alludes to that celebrated letter of Mr. Russell, 
in which my Lord Castlereagh is made to men- 
tion, “our friends in Congress,” and Mr. Russell 
to stare. Before I can admit this document in 
evidence, I will sketch its origin and progress as 
handed down to us. ‘This letter purports to bear 
date in London, on the 17th of September, 1812, 
and was presented by Mr. Russell himself, in 
Washington, to the Secretary of State, on the 
16th of November following, accompanied by a 
note having reference to another letter in Lon- 
don, two days after, the 19th of September, in the 
postscript of which, mention is said to have been 
made of this letter, but which postscript was not 
to be found in the letter, it being stated to have 
been omitted for want of sufficient time. This 
letter, then, although written on the 17th of Sep- 
tember, was omitted to be sent with the letter of 
the 19th following, but is said to have been men- 
tioned in its postscript; which postscript has no 
existence. It was also neglected to be sent with 
another letter of subsequent date, the 7th of No- 
vember, from the Narrows, near New York. Now, 
sir, although I have good authority to believe 
that a letter something like the one of September 
the 17th, was seen on the post road near Havre- 
de-Grace, in possession of Mr. Russell, when on 
his way to Washington; yet, from the slow pro- 
gress of this letter to its destination, seeing that 
those of subsequent dates had been forwarded 
and received, I hope I shall not be accused of a 
strained or uncharitable construction, if I infer 
that ils exquisite touches and fashion were rc- 
served to be finished here. These circumstances 
maturely weighed and taken into consideration, 
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with the lapse of the intervening time, impair, 
my faith in the accuracy of the recital of the con- 
versation it purposes to give, and I must, on this 
ground, except to the testimony adduced in sups 
port of the position; and will leave Mr. Russell 
to adjust the delicate point of diplomacy yet un- 
settled between himself and his Excellency the 
Duke of Bassano. 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee has 
also said impressments, and not the Orders in 
Council, were the chief causes of war. So far 
as this may be considered the influence that ope- 
rated upon the gentleman’s own mind, I am wil- 
ling to take his opinions from his own lips; but 
so far as this may be considered the sentiment of 
the Administration, I can turn to documents now 
in the Senate to prove that the reverse is the fact, 
viz: That the Orders were considered, not only 
the chief cause of contest with Great Britain, but 
that the subject of impressment was totally dis- 
regarded, untouched, and unthought of. I refer 
you, sir, to the negotiation with Mr. Erskine, in 
1809, in which the Orders in Council and our 
interdictory laws constituted the sole questions of 
adjustment; and when a state of amity and 
friendly intercourse was agreed on, by our Ad- 
ministration and the British Minister, without 
ever mentioning one single word upon the sub- 
ject of impressment. This goes, then, incontest- 
ably to prove that the affair of impressment was 
not estimated by the present Administration as 
an obstacle at all toa good understanding be- 
tween the two countries; much less can it now 
be relied on by them as the exclusive ground of 
war. 

I can never sufficiently deplore the first great 
error which was committed in declining to close 
our misunderstandings with Great Britain by the 
rejection of the Treaty of 1806. The letter which 
was read to you yesterday by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. Brent) on another 
occasion, written by the present Secretary of 
State to this Government, illustrating his views 
and convictions on the Treaty of 1806, revived 
the subject in my mind. When I reflect, sir, 
upon the soundness of the argument, and the able, 
as well as ample exposition there made use of to 
recommend that treaty, I have always been as- 
tonished how it could have been rejected. Still 
greater was my surprise to find that, after such 
grounds of compromise could be attained, we 
should be plunged intoa war. And most of all, 
sir, that the author of that letter should be num- 
bered amongst the most strenuous advocates and 
abettors of that war. 

There are few persons who have greater reason 
to deprecate the present state of things than my- 
self. Exclusive of that love of country which we 
all feel, there are other reasons which produce 
no ordinary degree of sensation in my mind. ‘I'he 
country from which I come is one of the most 
exposed and defenceless parts of the Union, and 
has already suffered much from the destructive 
ravages of the enemy. During the first season 
they took possession of a large section of our ter- 
ritory, and made incursions with a powerful force 
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into other parts. Incapable of successful resist- 
ance, with our own means, against such an in- 
vasion, we had. before stated our helpless condi- 
tion, and supplicated the aid of the General 
Government. This was denied us, and, as if our 
sufferings were not sufficient, we were sarcasti- 
cally told, in reply to our petition, that we could 
not obtain any aid because we were exposed at 
so many points. Thus abandoned to our fate, 
we summoned up our little forces, though weak 
in arms, yet strong in valor, and resolved in the 
last resort to hazard everything in defence of our 
families and homes. Fortunately the contest did 
not come on. Sir, I wish I had the means of 
recommending the unfortunate situation of my 
fellow-citizens to the protecting care of their 
Government. I wish I could make known the 
necessity in a strain that would command relief. 
Sir, these people desire better things—they are a 
native population, growing out of the soil they 
inhabit; consisting chiefly of agriculturists and 
mechanics, who are devoted to their Government 
and country. Bearing in common with their 
brethren the burden of society, they consider 
themselves entitled to a fair participation in its 
benefits—they ask no more, and this they have a 
just right to claim, under the sanction of that 
Constitution which orders a provision for “the 
common defence and general welfare.” When to 
these reflections I add, sir, the anticipation of that 
horrid and bloody system of retaliation which is 
threatened to be executed, and remember that 
the land that is inhabited by my friends, and re- 
lations and neighbors, from its exposed situation, 
will be a ready theatre for the exhibition of this 
tragic scene, I am filled with torebodings to 
which I can give no utterance, and am left to 
the distressing anticipation that upon the ap- 
proaching season my native country may become 
an extended plain of ashes slaked with human 
blood. 

Bot, sir, I will desist—and if I have been be- 
trayed into any excess of feeling by the events to 
which I have alluded, I hope I shall be pardoned 
in the consideration of the deep interest I have 
in them. 

Mr. WELLs rose and addressed the Chair, as 
follows: 

Mr. President, the bill before us is for filling 
up the present establishment of the army; and 
proposes to effect this purpose, by giving a very 
extraordinary bounty to each recruit hereafter en- 
tering the service. 

Tam ata loss to determine by what rule any 
of the bounties, which have been talked of upon 
this occasion, have been governed. None of them 
bear any reasonable proportion to the sum al- 
lowed at present by law. The bounty established 
by law is only sixteen dollars. Nominally it is 
more; but the excess is only an advance of pay. 
The proposed bounties go still farther beyond 
what is usually allowed for this purpose in other, 
countries, 

A bounty in land is liable, in my mind, to two 
objections. It will create a fund for speculation ; 
and, taking up a good deal of the Jabor of the 


country, will transfer a larger part of it, at the 
conclusion of the war, to the Western States. 
At the end of the war, I could wish to see our 
laborers, who are temporarily detached from us, 
returned to the districts from which they were 
drawn. And besides, if the object be simply to fill 
up the army, and is unconnected, as I am bound 
to presume it is, with any favorite local policies, 
which can only be promoted at the expense of 
particular interests, the surest way to obtain your 
soldiers is to pay them down at once the bounty 
they are to have. You would get their service, 
in this way, at a fairer and cheaper rate to the 
public than in any other. 

I do not mean, however, to say, when I am ob- 
jecting to the enormity of the proposed gratui- 
ties, that some increase of the present established. 
bounty is not necessary. A state of things, in 
this country, is brought about, which ought to 
have been within the foresight of those who pre- 
cipitated us into this war. It is certainly true,. 
as has been well observed, that a population thinly 
spread over a great expanse of country, accustomed 
to convenient interchanges by water, requiring 
but little labor to transport its heaviest products, 
is suddenly obliged to transfer this operation to 
land conveyance; which, of course, has absorbed, 
if I may be allowed the term, much of the labor 
of the country. It is equally true, that the al- 
most total exclusion of foreign merchandise from 
our markets, by occasioning an extensive de- 
mand for our own manufactures, has produced an 
additional absorption of labor. From the re- 
maining stock of labor the supplies for your 
army are to be drawn after the other concerns of 
this country are provided for. 

That by these competitions the difficulty of en- 
listing your army is, in no small degree increased, 
I am willing toadmit. But Iam far from being 
prepared to say, that the inefficiency of this 
country for war is such as to justify the prescrip- 
tion of such bounties as are now proposed to be 
given. Much, however, perhaps everything ma- 
terial in relation to this subject of bounty, de- 
pends upon the kind of war you wage. It is 
the first inquiry, sir, the recruit will make of ycu— 
and, according to the answer you give him, will 
be the price he will ask yor—“Am I to march to. 
Canada?” Ifyou tell him that there the service 
is to be performed which you require of him, if 
he does not turn his heel upon you, he will ask 
you fully the price now proposed to be given to 
him. But ask him what bounty he will take to 
fight for his parents, for his sisters, for his wife, 
and his children—to meet the invading foe, and 
repel him from his country; talk to him in this 
way, make an appeal of this kind to him, and he 
will be yours without very high bribing. 

No, sir, it is not for this kind of war your sol- 
dier is to be enlisted. Not his own, buta foreign 
country is to be the theatre of his glory. Can- 
ada is to be that theatre. There the war is to be 
waged by us, and not here. The bounty proves 
it. The price you offer shows what you want. 
If we establish then this bounty, we do virtually 
approve of, we do advise the war in Canada. I 
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hurrying into hostilities without due preparation 
to sustain them ; these, and' numerous other im- 
portant considerations must, at this season, weigh 
conclusively with the President in favor of peace. 
I am obliged, therefore, to believe that he is now 
desirous—sineercly desirous—of getting us as 


cannot approve of that war; I cannot advise its 
prosecution there. I, therefore, cannot vote for 
these bounties, 

Our right to inquire into, or in any shape in- 
terfere with, the application of the public force, 
has been questioned. It seems to be considered 
as our province only to prepare the power, ahd | speedily as possible out of the unhappy -war, 
the President’s to apply it; and that we are| into which he has so recently advised us to enter, 
bound to give nerve and vigor to his arm, let it} It is, to be sure, no war of ours. We advised, 
fall where it may. we cautioned, we conjured gentlemen not to en- 

The provision in the Constitution which, in a | ter into it. We entreated them not to precipi- 
wise and wholesome spirit of caution and dis-| tate themselves into these difficulties. We begged 
trust, limits to a period of two years the power | them to pause but a few months. They were 
over appropriations for the support of armies, an- | told, again and again, if the Orders in Council 
ticipates, among other things, the fluctuation of | are the causes of war, wait only a little moment, 
public opinion, which may place in either House | and they will be removed out of your way. 
of the National Legislature a majority of mem-| Your restrictive measures, in which the country 
bers opposed to the further prosecution of an ex- | has been so long persuaded to acquiesce, if you 
isting war. I think I am warranted in saying | will have but a little patience, will insure to your 
that a sound construction of this provision, taken | predictions the triumph of appearing to have 
in connexion with other parts of the Constitu-| effected the object to which they were professed 
tion, equally with the nature and genius of our|to have been adopted. No, sir, nothing that 
Government, will justify the withholding of sup- | could render this war worse than useless for its 
plies fur military purposes, where either the con- | avowed objects, could arrest its headlong course. 
tinuance of the war itself, or the direction in | It had scarcely been declared, when its folly, and 
which it is moving, is disapproved of by those | the provident foresight of those who had opposed. 
who are called upon to vote for those supplies. | its adoption, became apparent to the people. It 
To me it is clear that we have a volition upon | was soon seen that there had been, if I may be 
this point; that we are now authorized to make | allowed the figure, a well-contested race between 
this Inquiry, and are competent to proportioning | the declaration of war, on the one hand, and the 
our supplies of men and money to the objects | repeal of the Orders in Council, on the other. 
which we think ought to be those of the war, in | The war distanced the orders by a few days. 
the present juncture of. our affairs. Now, sir, we are told, that although the Or- 

We have been pleasantly told that we are im- | ders in Council are repealed, they are not the 
itating the example of the foolish man who stole | only causes of war. Until the main cause of the 
his own oats from his own horse. No, sir; are we | war was entirely removed, we never heard the 
rather not like the prudent master, who is giving | subjects which have been lately clustered together 
to his horse as much, and no more oats than are | as auxiliary causes of war, insisted upon as suf- 
proper for him to have? This salutary caution | ficient to justify a resort to war. They were 
and distrust, resulting from the known fallibility | never placed, that I remember, by any depart- 
of our nature, compose the very basis upon which | ment of our Government, in that light before the 
our Government rests. It is a Government of | people. They were not considered as such by 
checks; and the power to give, implying the | Congress; nor did the President, until recently, 
power to withhold, is one of them. regard them as being of that character. In the 

What is the state of the case upon which we | arrangement he made with Mr. Erskine, the sub- 
are called to act? We are engaged in war. and, | ject of impressment is not mentioned.’ Our laws 
being in war, it is insisted that it is the duty of | have been considered as referring exclusively to 
the minority to support the war. For one, sir, I | the Orders in Council as the cause which had 
am free to say that I am willing to vote for what | interrupted the good understanding between the 
I consider the proper, and, in our present situa- | two countries; and make their annulment suf- 
tion, the only efficient support of this war. ficient for the restoration of that good understand- 

I may be allowed to observe, with my honora- | ing. In the treaty negotiated with Great Britain, 
ble friend near me, that I by no means love this| by Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, no notice is 
war. I think we have been very unfortunately, | taken of the subject of impressment. It was left 
and very unnecessarily, precipitated intoit. But} under the control of an informal arrangement ; 
we are in war; and if I can agree with gentle- | manifesting, as those gentlemen believed, a sin- 
men in what is the proper support of it, they | cere disposition, and real determination, on the 
shall have my vote for any amount of money, | part of the British Government, to prevent our 
and any number of men. having any future cause of complaint on that 

The case, perhaps, does not now exist, where | head. f : 
it would be proper and necessary to withhold; We are then virtually at war, without any 
supplies altogether to oblige the President to) cause of war. That this may, with great truth, 
make peace. The late and important change in | be said to be the real state of the case, I think 
the affairs of Europe; the disasters which have | any of the honest yeomen of this country whom 
befallen us in this war; the consequences which| we meet on the road, could easily convince 
are daily and hourly developing themselves, of| us. They do not know for what we are at war. 
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‘So that instead of a cause of war, to the people 
‘plain, open, evident and palpable, we resort to in- 
genuity and sophistry for colorings, for mere pre- 
texts of war. 

Yet still the question presses us. We are at 
war. Shall we submit—shall we let the enemy 
injure us,and we not annoy him? No, sir, not 
so. To my mind, our cause is a clear one. 

The cause for which you went to war is re- 
moved. You are about negotiating peace. Act 
then, in the interim, upon the defensive, and not 
upon the offensive. Shove aside the project of 
invading Canada. Avow your present object to 
be the defence of your own country; and until 
you have provided effectual defence, you will not 
yenew the war of invasion. Let this be your 
policy, and I will agree with gentlemen, that the 
people will have cause to complain of us, if we 
refuse you our votes for either money or men. 
= What will you do with Canada, if you succeed 

in its conquest? I have heard it, at one time 
‘said, that we were to take it, to have it in hand 
to exchange for New York. To my mind, the 
plainer and more obvious course is, to provide for 
“the effectual defence of New York—as well as to 
take care of our other cites;—in fact, to defend 
. what we have already got, before we attempt to 
annoy what belongs to the enemy. 

But is this really the plan? Is all this parade 
of war for the conquest of Canada, only that it 
may be afterwards quietly given up again? Is 
it for an object of this sort, that this monstrous 
bounty is to be paid? Is it for this we are mort- 
gaging our resources—that we are running into 
debt faster, in proportion to our means, than any 
nation on the face of the earth ever did before 
us? Is it for this, all our favorite plans of econ- 
omy are thrown aside? Is it for this we are leav- 
ing our own country defenceless at home ? Are 
we making sacrifices of this kind, in the fruitless 
endeavor to obtain our object, which we have 
predetermined to relinquish, almost as soon as we 
have attained it? 

Perhaps, having got Canada, I may be told 
that it is intended to hold it—that we are not 
making this effort for nothing; that, if we con- 
quer that country, it is permanently to change 
masters. If this be the plan, it rnay be of some 
service to inquire what effect our policy thus dis- 
closed will have upon the negotiation into which 
we are about to enter. 

Peace we all profess to have in view. Will 
this sort of war promote that object? Without 

preparation of any kind we have hurried into 
war with an enemy fully equipped and ready to 
meet us. We are unable to escape the natural 
consequences of heedless, headlong policy. Dis- 
aster and disgrace attend its footsteps. Yet still 
We persevere in our original scheme. Canada is 
still the fond object of our wishes. Foiled in our 
first. and second efforts, we are straining every 
nerve to be more successful in the next. Sir, 
even those who are only fitted for the rank and 
file of our army feel that we are wrong. We 
ourselves are conscious of their reluctance to the 
service; and we are preparing excitements for 
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their cupidity, which shall overcome their sense 
of justice and love of country. 

Will this course incline our enemy to peace ? 
She is our neighbor by land. She has important 
fisheries near us. Her West Indian colonies are 
not far from us. We area young and thriving 
people. Our extent of country is immense. Our 
population is rapidly increasing. Our agricnt- 
tural, our commercial, and our mannfacturing 
interests are magnifying themselves beyond all 
precedent. These resources allowed time, in their 
own way, to unfold and spread themselves, will, 
before many years, make us a great and power- 
ful nation. With an increasing ability to do 
harm or good, will it stand us instead to make 
other nations believe that we are about to sur- 
render ourselves up-to the lust of forcign con- 
quest? Has not our enemy already too much 
reason to apprehend, while we are endeavoring 
to grasp with one hand the territories to the 
North of us, that the other is itching to seize 
those to the South? 

Will it be wise in us to afford her cause for ap- 
prehending that we are entertaining a gigantic 
policy—that we are yielding to a colossal covet- 
ousness, which invites us to. look to the Pacific 
ocean for our Western boundary, and to the 
Isthmus of Darien for the centre of our empire? 

If such should be the estimate of our ambition 
by our enemy, will he be inclined to listen to 
peace? Will he not rather be disposed to im- 
prove the opportunity our improvidence has af- 
forded him? He has caught us at fault. He is pre- 
pared for the war, and we are not. We ourselves 
do not want to lose the present moment. We 
are to seize Canada, and we mean, as some have 
urged, to hold it for the peace and security of our 
frontiers. While we are indulging ourselves in 
ambitious schemes of this kind, it would be well 
for us to remember that it is quite possible our 
enemy may think it for his interest, that he may 
deem it essential for the safety of his important 
possessions, and those of his allies in our neigh- 
borhood, to improve this war, to the wasting of 
our resources for mischief to himself and others. 
He may resolve to annihilate our commerce, to 
destroy our fisheries, lay waste our seacoast, and 
encumber us with an immense debt. And all 
this will cost him not much effort or expense to 
accomplish. Our safety, we say, requires him to 
yield up some of his possessions. His safety, he 
may think, requires us on our part to submit to 
still greater sacrifices. The retaliating policy 
which has been lately developing itsclf, means 
more, I fear, than meets the eye. It is much to 
be apprehended that it has its strongest root in 
this national jealousy, and anticipates results not 
unlike some of those that are here referred to. 

Change then, without delay, the nature of this 
war. Abandon the project upon Canada. Ler 
inhabitants are our neighbors—our friends—our 
relations. It is an unnatural war, and most un- 
naturally has it been waged. All the success 
there we hoped for, had it been ours, would have 
been insufficient to remove from our national 
character a stain which a single, unhappy, cruel 
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event of that war has brought upon it. What 
our enemy has done to us of this kind, instead of 
enkindling in our bosoms an ardent, honest in- 
dignation, must henceforth serve only to bring 
us to the recollection of our own shame and dis- 
honor. 

It is here I differ with the friends of this Cana- 
dian war. Let the public force be applied to the 
real maintenance of the public interest, and my 
vote shall not attempt to weaken it. Far, very 
far, is it from being, in my poor humble judg- 
ment, a proper and justifiable direction of the 
public force, which leaves our own country with- 
out defence—more especially at a moment like 
this, when the enemy, possessed of ample means, 
seems meditating against us a war of extermi- 
nation. 

Honorable gentlemen inquire of us what sort 
of war is this, that is to be a war of defence only, 
and not a war of offence? An inversion of the 
argument, sir, would be its proper answer. We 
therefore ask, on our part, what sort of a war is 
this, which is to be a war of offence, and not of 
defence? Is it not a fact, that the war, on our 
part, has assumed this complexion ? It is, indeed, 
a war of offence only nominally, except against 
ourselves; and much as we need defence, it is no 
war of defence. It makes vain and fruitless ef- 
forts to annoy our enemy abroad, and leaves us 
at home undefended—unprotected—at his mercy. 

The course we contend for is a different one. 
We desire to see the defence of the country, in 
the first place, provided for to the utmost of our 
means. Let us station our soldiers at central 
points, from which they can easily be marched 
to the places of attack, in aid of the militia. Let 
us distribute muskets and all necessary equip- 
ments, and ammunition, to the militia. Let us 
strengthen the defences of our large and opulent 
cities. Let us build vessels for the protection of 
our rivers; and iet us set ourselves in earnest 
about the foundation of a navy, such as this coun- 
try ought to have, and is amply able to maintain. 
Let some of the countless millions of expense be 
set aside for these purposes, and not all thrown 
away upon wild projects of foreign conquest. Let 
not the blood of our soldiers be shed merely to 
crimson the snows of Canada. If it must flow, 
let it flow freely, with that of our own, in de- 
fence of what is worth its price—our altars and 
our firesides. We envy not our neighbors their 
possessions; we are content with our own homes, 
and deem them well worthy of being defended. 

It is, indeed, Mr. President, high time for us 
to be thinking of this first and most important 
application of the public force. We owe it to 
no exertions of our own, that our homes are not 
at this moment the scenes of violation. Fortu- 
nately for us, nature has stepped in to our succor. 
Winter fights upon our side, and holds over us her 
impenetrable shield. The revolution of the sea- 
sons will soon detach from us this potent ally, 
when we must depend for our defence upon our 
own efforts. 

Sir, is it at this moment within the power o 
this young nation, suddenly and unpreparedly 
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thrust into war with such a foe as Britain, to 
defend itself effectually at home, and to carry on, 
at the same time, extensive military operations 
abroad? That there is too much occasion for 
making this inquiry, I think, is demonstrated by 
the events of the two last campaigns—by the dee- 
larations and conduct of the Government itself, 
in respect to the defence of our States—by the 
existing condition of the army—and by the an- 
ticipated difficulties of filling it up. There is left 
us, then, only the choice of two alternatives—an 
offensive ora defensive war. We who live on 
the seahoard had flattered ourselves that the 
twelve-rponths men were designed to act in our 
The State from which I come furnished 
her quota of that force, in the fullest confidence 
that it was to co-operate with her militia to repel 
invasions. She has since seen those men marched 
away, and some of them, I am told, in chains, 
destined for foreign service. 

In the course of debate, upon this occasion, ref- 
erence has been made to party spirit, and to the 
divisions which exist among the people in rela- 
tion to this war. It has been said that the enemy 
relics upon these divisions for weakening and 
paralyzing our exertions. 

Sir, it would have been well for us, if, before 
we precipitated ourselves into this war, we had 
sufficiently reflected upon the nature of our Gov- 
ernment, and had been perfectly assured that pub- 
lic opinion would for any length of time bear us 
out, and support us in the dreadful appeal we 
were about to make. The difficulty of success- 
fully prosecuting the military operations in a free 
Government, where the right to think and the 
right to express opinions in respect to public men 
and public measures have been expressly retained 
by the people, as two of their most inestimable 
privileges, affords to humanity the best and strong- 
est security that war will not be by such Govern- 
ments wantonly waged, or unnecessarily perse- 
vered in. Gentlemen should remember, besides, 
that it has been precisely to the same principles 
of freedom, preserved to the people of Great Brit- 
ain by their Government, that all the measures 
of our restrictive policy have professed to address 
themselves. ‘I'hese principles are as closely inhe- 
rent in their Government as in ours; and when- 
ever the people of either country become adverse 
to an existing war, there must be an end of it. 

If even those of us who are opposed to this war 
were to acquiesce, in silent submission, to the 
measures of the Administration; if our lips were 
sealed ; if we suffered, amidst all the evils of this 
war, not a murmur nor a complaint to escape us; 
still our enemy would make the same calcula- 
tion upon the progress of public opinion that she 
now does. She is sufficiently acquainted with 
the state of things here—with our pursuits and 
our habits and our resources—to anticipate with- 
out much difficulty, and without any commenta- 
ries of ours, the natural progress of this war, and 
its unavoidable operation upon our best and most 
important interests. She knows what France 
has inflicted upon this country, and the indignant 
sense which the mind of every honest American 
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entertains, of the outrages she has committed 
against us. Ignorant, indeed, must she be of the 
true character of the people of this country, if she 
believes it would long afford them satisfaction to 
array themselves, with the French Emperor, 
against the liberties of the world. Such, indeed, 
virtually, is the effect—I will not say the object— 
of our hostilities with Britain. 

A remark which fell from my honorable friend 
near me, in respect to Great Britain, has given 
rise to a pretty sharp philippic against the Gov- 
ernment of that country ; which has been repre- 
sented as occasioning the overthrow and destruc- 
tion of every ally with whom it has ge con- 
nected. Among other instances, we Mave been 
reminded of the ravages and massacres in Scotland. 
I do not know, sir, that glowing descriptions of 
this kind, considering the high authority from 
which they proceed, are much calculated, just at 
this moment, to facilitate to us the attainment of 
peace. They are unfortunate, too, in another re- 
spect.’ They are too well adapted to make pass 
in review before us, what has lately befallen our 
own character, in the progress of our armies in 
Canada. When we were referred to Scotland 
particularly, as the theatre of British perfidy 
and inhumanity, it brought to my recollection 
the account given in history of the ravages and 
massacre in the valley of Glencoe; certainly one 
of the most flagrant and atrocious of the wrongs 
committed by Britain on that country. Let us, 
for a moment, if we can venture to do so, turn 
our eyes to the points of resemblance between 
that horrid and barbarous transaction, which took 
place many years back, and what has happened, 
in the course of the present Winter, in Canada. 
Into the valley of Glencoe, the residence ofa 
Scottish chieftain, of the name of McDonald, and 
his numerous clan, the British troops entered, they 
said, as friends to its inhabitants. So did ours 
into Canada, It was midnight, and its peaceful 
tenants wrapped in sleep, when the work of 
destruction commenced at Glencoe. The same 
at Newark. It was in the depth of winter, and 
the ground covered with snow. Just so at New- 
ark. The British officer had orders in his pocket 
for what he did. Our officer says he had orders 
for what he did. The British Government dis- 
avowed the authority. So, Iam bound to pre- 
sume in this case, does ours. The British officer 
was not punished. The American officer is not 
punished. : 

It would have been a wise course in us, sir, if, 
instead of following the bad examples of our en- 
emy, we had profited by his good examples. 
Whatever have been the faults of Britain—even 
if we should think that the very evils which hu- 
manity has suffered for many years past, have 
eventuated from that folly in Britain, to which 
we were indebted for our independence—yet still 
we ought to do her justice when we behold her 
making such ample retribution. If from her 
short-sighted and avaricious policy, which oc- 
casioned her the loss of this country, resulted the 
present state of Europe—it is to her wisdom, to 
her perseverance and valor, that the civilized 


world, at this moment, stands indebted for its 
liberties. To that nation oppressed humanity 
everywhere turns her eye. Portugal and Spain 
hail her as their deliverer. What have we to 
say of ourselves in respect to Spain and Portugal? 
Have we, who ought to know how to feel for na- 
tions oppressed—have we sympathized with those 
heroic, those gallant people in their struggle for 
independence? Have we triumphed at their 
emancipation, or even acknowledged it? Have 
we, in the eventful crisis of the times, any way 
acquitted ourselves of the debt we owed to hu- 
manity ? Have we not rather been disposed to 
profit of the opportunity of virtue and valor in 
distress, to turn a longing eye towards the spoils 
we might seize? Yes, sir; Portugal, and Spain, 
and Germany, and Russia, and Sweden, and 
Prussia, all hail our enemy with one voice as 
their deliverer. Holland, and Italy, and Switz- 
erland, look to herfor succor. Joy and gratitude 
spring up in the bosom of even the tyrant’s own 
family. Nay, France herself, if she dared to speak, 
would join the loudest in the general thanksgiving. 
Yes, sir, and the very gentlemen here, who carry 
on the war so furiously against this same Britain, 
are themselves thankful that she stood in the 
breach, and made a rampart for them. This, 
then, was not a time to choose to go to war with 
her. She was struggling for the liberties of man- 
kind, against the enemy of mankind. The liberty 
of the world was at stake. It was not a time to 
higgle about our matters with her; and, beside, 
we had an account ourselves with her enemy, 
that called, loudly called for settlement. In such 
a moment—indeed at any time, was it fit, was it 
suitable for this nation to become a friend, a co- 
operator, an ally with France? With France, 
who has never deigned to talk to us but in the 
language of insult and opprobrium—who has 
made treaties with us only to violate them—who 
with outstretched arms has invited our commerce 
to her harbors, merely to plunder or destroy it— 
who has insulted us with her love, while she was 
every where burning and sinking our ships—whose 
every form of Government tramples us under 
foot—whose republic chastised us with whips— 
whose monarchy chastised us with scorpions ? 
Mr. President, in the course of the debate we 
have been triumphantly challenged to name a 
single nation besides Britain that claims a right 
to seize her subjects on board foreign vessels at 
sea. Without going at this time into any general 
examination of the subject of impressment, I beg 
leave, sir, to refer you to France, and her conduct 
towards us, where you will find a precedent for 
every outrage. We say distinctly that France 
claims and exercises this right. It is, and long 
has been, the fixed, permanent, and immutable 
law of her empire. I have the evidence on my 
desk before me, it it is desired. The report upon 
our tables proves her practice under this law. In- 
deed, her violence and rapine consider discrimi- 
nation as out of character. She sinks or burns 
whole ships and cargoes, and seizes whole crews. 
When it suits her, she consigns those crews to 
dungeons, or marches them in chains, like slaves, 


593 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


594 


January, 1814. Bounty for 


immediately under the eye of her sovercign, 
through her land. The language our sailors 
speak leads her into no error with respect to the 
country to which they belong. Ier prisoners— 
the subjects of her enemy—Englishmen—they 
receive not at her hands such treatment. Itisa 
cruel and barbarous distinction, which she prides 
herself in keeping in store only for those whom 
she loves—for those whom she insultingly calls 
her friends! With respect to her own subjects 
she acknowledges no principle of expatriation, 
regards no naturalization; and, that on this head 
we may have no lurking-place for affectation or 
ignorance, she tells us, in so many words, to our 
very face, that she claims the right to recover her 
subjects, whether naturalized or not, and even 
without demanding them. Nor does she exercise 
this right at sea only, but enters our harbors and 
seizes and carries her sailors off by force, and 
without our permission ; even, sir, from our very 
towns. Indeed, Mr. President, there is something 
in the mass and enormity of French outrage to- 
wards this country which goes beyond all power 
of description in language, and transcends all 
power of passion in nature. Had the inflictions 
of France been less, had they been somewhat 
minute and particular, our indignation might have 
kept them pace; but they have exceeded the point 
at which feeling ceases, and beyond which re- 
sentment never reaches. 

To conelude—the consciousness that the peo- 
ple of the United States have of all these mat- 
ters ;-of the situation in which Britain is at this 
moment placed; of the imminent danger to 
which the liberties of the world have been ex- 
posed ; and besides, sir, the disastrous progress of 
the war in the direction we have chosen to give 
it; the necessity of abandoning Canada if we 
should conquer it; the still greater danger which 
will result from our insisting upon keeping it; 
the immense stake we put at hazard when we 
abandon the defence of what belongs tu us; the 
folly of letting go the substance to grasp at some- 
thing worse than the shadow; our accumulating 
debt; our diminished revenue ; our wasted com- 
merce; all, all equally impose upon us the neces- 
sity of making this war a war of defence. Let 
it assume that character, and I repeat again, no 
vote of mine for men or money shall be withheld. 
Sir, I have done. 

On motion of Mr. Brent, that this bill, to- 
gether with the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the same subject, be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, it was determined 
in the negative. s 

And, after futher debate, on motion, by Mr. 
Anperson, it was agreed that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
that the bill from the House of Representatives 
on the subject be referred to the same committee, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 


Touespay, January 18. 


Mr. BLebsor presented the memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Kentucky, on the sub- 
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ject of compensation to the militia of that State 
engaged in the service of the United States; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to consider and report thereon 
tothe Senate, by bill or otherwise. 

On motion, by Mr. Biss, of Georgia, it was 
agreed that the consideration of the bill to pro- 
hibit the importation of certain articles therein 
described be postponed to Monday next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to incorpo- 
rate the subscribers to the stock of the Union 
Bank of Alexandria; and amendment having 
been proposed, the bill was recommitted to Messrs. 
ANDERSON, DAGGETT, and Biepsox, further to 
consider and report thereon. 

The bill for the purpose of procuring subsist- 
ence for the inhabitants of Nantucket, Martha’s 
Vineyard, Block Island, and the adjacent islands 
thereto, was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion, by Mr. Bras, of Georgia, the title 
was amended, “An act authorizing the President 
of the United States to grant certain permissions 
to the inhabitants of the island of Nantucket.” 
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Wepnespay, January 19. 
| The following Message was yesterday received 
! from the PRESIDENT oF THE UNITED STATES: 
| To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: 

I lay before Congress a report of the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, containing a statement of pro- 
ceedings under the “Act to regulate the laying out 
and making a road from Cumberland, in the State of 
Maryland, to the State of Ohio.” 

JAMES MADISON. 


January 18, 1814. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “An act making further pro- 
vision for filling the ranks of the regular army, 
encouraging enlistments, and authorizing the re- 
enlistments, for longer periods, of men whose 
terms of service are about to expire,” reported it 
amended. 

He also reported the bill which originated in 
the Senate, on the same subject, without amend- 
ment. 

T'he bill first mentioned, together with the 
amendments reported thereto, were resumed as 
in Committee of the Whole; and the question 
to agree to the following amendment, reported 
by the select committee: 

‘Section 1, line 3—A fter the word “despatch,” strike 
Sut to the end of the section, and insert, in lieu there- 
of: “there shall be allowed and paid to each effective 
able-bodied man, who shall, after the first day of Feb- 
ruary next, be enlisted into the army of the United 
States, to serve for the term of five years, or during 
the war, at his election, in lieu of the bounty in 
money now allowed by law, the sum of one hundred 
dollars; twenty-five dollars of which to be paid at the 
time of enlisting the recruit, twenty-five dollars when 
he shall be mustered and have joined some military 
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corps of the United States for service, and the remain- 
ing fifty dollars when he shall be discharged from ser- 
vice, and shall have obtained from the commanding 
officer of his company, battalion, or regiment, a certi- 
ficate that he had faithfully performed his duty while 
in service; and the heirs and representatives of stich 
non-commissioned officers and soldiers, enlisted as 
hereinbefore stated, who may be killed in action or 
die in the service of the United States, shall be al- 
lowed and paid the said sum of fifty dollars.” 


And a division of the question was called for, 
‘and it was taken on striking out; and passed in 
the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 13, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Campbell, Condit, Dag- 
gett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, 
Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Morrow, Smith, 
Tait, Wells, and Worthington. 

Nays—Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Brown, Chace, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Howell, 
Lacock, Taylor, Turner, and Varnum. 


Tuurspay, January 20. 
Mr. Lacock presented the petition of Jacob 


. Gerard Koch and others, praying an act of incor- 


oration for a National Bank, for reasons stated at 
arge in the petition; which was read, and refer- 
red to a select committee, to consist of five mem- 
‘bers, to consider and report thereon, by bill or 
otherwise; dnd, on motion, it was agreed to con- 
sider the vote of commitment; and, on motion, 
by Mr. Smiru, the further consideration of the 
petition was postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. Annerson, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill to incorporate the sub- 
scribers to the stock of the Union Bank of Alex- 
andria, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. Campsety presented the petition of the 
President and Directors of the Baak of the Me- 
tropolis, praying an act of incorporation, for rea- 
sons stated at large in the petition, which was 
read, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. CAMPBELL, SMITA, and Brown, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

Mr. Morrow; from the committee appointed 

on the subject, reported a bill to incorporate the 
Directors of the Washington Library Company; 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 
Mr. Lacock presented the memorial of Stephen 
Girard, of the city of Philadelphia, stating that 
he has established a bank upon his own fortune 
and credit, and for his own exclusive emolument, 
and that, by the construction given to the act of 
Congress laying duties on notes of banks, bankers, 
&c., he is excluded from the privileges enjoyed 
by other incorporated banks, and praying relief, 
for reasons stated at large in the memorial; which 
‘was read. 

The PresipenT communicated a letter from 
John Bioren and others, with a copy of Smith’s 
edition of the laws of Pennsylvania, as a speci- 
men of the style and manner in which they pro- 
pose to publish an edition of the laws of the Uni- 
ted States; and the letter was read. 

Mr. Hunter presented the petition of John 


Cahoone, of Newport, in the State of Rhode 
Island, master of the revenue cutter called the 
Vigilant, in behalf of himself, his officers, and 
men, stating that, on the night of the 4th Octo- 
ber, 1813, he fell in with and captured a British 
privateer called the Dart, which has been libelled 
and condemned, and the proceeds decreed to the 
United States as not being acquired under a prize 
commission, and praying to be rewarded therefor, 
as is stated at large in the petition; which was 
read, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. Hunrer, Smitu, and Gore, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that Henry Cray having 
yesterday resigned his seat as Speaker, the House 
of Representatives have made choice of Lane- 
DON CHEVES, one of the representatives from the 
State of South Carolina, as their Speaker. 
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The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill from the 
House of Representatives, entitled “An act mak- 
ing further provision for filling the ranks of the 
regular army, encouraging enlistments, and au- 
thorizing the re-enlistments, for longer periods, of 
men whose terms of service are about to expire,” 
together with the amendments reported thereto 
by the select committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Cuace, to amend the re- 
ported amendment, and to strike out the words 
“twenty-five,” in the several places where they 
occur, and insert, in lieu thereof, in the several 
places where stricken out, the word “fifty ;” and 
the word “fifty,” where it afterwards oceurs, to 
be stricken out, it was determined in the negative 
—yeas 12, nays 20, as follows: 

Yxras— Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Brown, Chace, Fromentin, Gaillard, Howell, Lacock, 
Taylor, T'urner, and Varnum. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Campbell, Condit, Dag- 
gett, German, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, 
Hunter, King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Morrow, Rob- 
inson, Smith, Tait, Wells, and Worthington. 


On motion, by Mr. Surrn, to strike out of the 
amendment the following words: “heirs and 
representatives,” and insert, in licu thereof, “ wife 
and children; and, if he leave no wife or children, 
the parents,” it was determined in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 17, nays 11, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs, Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Brent, Campbell, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Golds- 
borough, Howell, Leib, Mason, Morrow, Smith, Tait, 
Turner, and Worthington. 

Nars — Messrs. Chace, Daggett, Dana, Gilman, 
Gore, Horsey, Lacock, Lambert, Taylor, Varnum, and 
Wells. 

On motion, by Mr. German, to add a section 
to the bill, to be the third section, as follows: 

“And be it further enacted, That, from and after 
the day of ——, one thousand eight hundred 
and fourteen, the monthly pay of the non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, privates, drivers, bombardiers, ma- 
trosses, sappers, miners, artificers, saddlers, farriers, 
and blacksmiths, who have enlisted, or shall hereafter 
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enlist, in the service of the United States, shall, during 
the continuance of the war between the United States 
of America and their territories, and the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, and the dependen- 
cies thereof, be as follows, viz: to each sergeant major 
and quartermaster’s sergeant fourteen dollars; to each 
sergeant and principal musician thirteen dollars; to 
each corporal twelve dollars; to each musician eleven 
dollars; to each private, bombardier, matross, sapper, 
and miner, ten dollars; to each artificer, saddler, farrier, 
.and blacksmith, not attached to the quartermaster 
general’s and ordnance departments, fifteen dollars.” 


It was determiacd in the negative—yeas 9, 
nays 23, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Bledsoe, Chace, German, Howell, 
Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, and Varnum. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Brent, 
Campbell, Condit, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, Gail- 
lard, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horscy, Hunter, 
King, Lambert, Mason, Smith, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
Wells, and Worthington. 

And the Presipenr reported the bill to the 
House amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Turner, to amend the 
amendment, and strike out the words “twenty- 
five,” where they occur in the second instance, 
and insert “seventy-five ;” a division of the ques- 
tion was called for by Mr. Dana, and it was 
taken on striking out, and passed in the negative 
—yeas 14, nays 19, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bibb, of Georgia, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Brown, Chace, Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, 
Howell, Lacock, Robinson, Turner, and Varnum. 

‘Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Campbell, Condit, Dag- 
gett, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, 
King, Lambert, Leib, Mason, Morrow, Smith, Tait, 
Taylor, Wells, and Worthington. 

The bill was then. ordered to be read a third 
time, as amended. 


Fripay, January 21. 


Mr. Gatiiarp, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, asked and obtained leave to report a bill, 
in addition to an act, entitled “An act allowing a 
bounty to the owners, officers. and crews, of the 
private armed vessels of the United States ;” and 
the bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
making further provision for filling the ranks of 
the regular army, encouraging enlistments, and 
authorizing the re-enlistments, for longer periods, 
of men whose terms of service are about to ex- 
pire? having been by the committee correctly 
engrossed, the bill was read a third time, as 
amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Fromen'rin, it was further 
amended, by consent, by expunging the word 
“to,” in the amendment to the first section. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, with amendments. 

The PresipenT communicated the report of 
the Secretary for the Department of the Navy, on 
the memorial of John Teackle, made in obedience 
to a resolution of the Senate, of the 13th instant; 
and the report was read. 


On motion, by Mr. GotpssorouGH. the me- 


morial, together with the report of the Secretary 


for the Department of Navy, was referred to a se- 
lect committee, to consider and report thereon, by 
bill or otherwise; and Messrs. GOLDSBOROUGH, 
Fromentin, and Samira, were appointed the corn- 
mittee. 


Sarurpay, January 22. 
Mr. DAGGETT presented the memorial of Wil- 


liam Hart, and others, citizens of the State of 
Connecticut, non-resident proprietors of lands and 
houses in the State of Ohio, representing that a 
discrimination is made in the laying and collec- 
tion of the direct tax, between residents and non- 
residents in the State of Ohio, and that the sum 
assessed on the non-residents far exceeds their 
just proportion of the amount of the tax assessed, 
and praying relief, for reasons stated at large in 
the memorial; which was read. 


Mr. Dana presented the memorial of Henry 


Champion, and others, on the same subject. 


A motion was made, by Mr. Daacery, to refer 
them to a select committee; and on motion, by 
Me Morrow, it was agreed that they lie on the 
table. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House of Repre- 
sentatives disagree to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill, entitled “An act making further 
provision for filling the ranks of the seedar army, 
encouraging enlistments, and authorizing the re- 
enlistments, for longer periods, of men whose 
terms of service are about to expire.” They have 
passed the bill which originated in the Senate, 


entitled “An act authorizing the President of the 


United States to cause certaia regiments therein 
mentioned to be enlisted for the term of five years 


or during the war,” with amendments; in which 


they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill in addition to an act, entitled “An act 
allowing a bounty to the owners, officers, and 
crews, of the private armed vessels of the United 
States,” was read the second time. 

The bill to ineorporate the Directors of the 
Washington Library Company, was read the 
second time. 

On motion, by Mr. Lacock, the petition of 
Jacob Gerard Koch, and others, presented the 
20th instant, praying an act of incorporation for 
a National Bank, was referred to a select commit- 
tee, to consist of five members, to consider and 
report thereon, by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. 
Smrru, Kine, Brown, Tavzor, and Gore, were 
appointed the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Lacock, the petition of Ste- 
phen Girard, presented the 20th instant, on the 
subject of his bank, was referred to a select com- 
mittee, to consider and report thereon, by bill or 
otherwise; Messrs. Leig, Lacocx, and Morrow, 
were appointed the committee. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “An act making further 
provision for filling the ranks of the regular army, 
encouraging enlistments, and authorizing the re- 
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enlistments, for longer periods, of men whose 
terms of service are about to expire.” 

On motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Resolved, That they insist on their amend- 
ments, and ask a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses; and, 

Ordered, ‘That Messrs. CAMPBELL, Bins, of 
Georgia, and Samira, be the managers at the said 
conference on the part of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
entitled “An act authorizing the President of the 
United States to cause certain regiments therein 
mentioned to be enlisted for the term of five years 
or during the war.” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That they do not concur therein. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to incorporate the subscribers to 
the stock of the Union Bank of Alexandria; and, 
on motion, by Mr. Smrru, the consideration there- 
of was postponed to, and made the order of the 
day for, Monday next. 

Mr. Brent presented the petition of J. B. Ni- 
cholls, on behalf of himself and one hundred and 
one.other petitioners, praying an act may pass to 
incorporate a company, under the title and firm 
of the Fire Insurance Company of Alexandria; 
and the petition was read, and referred to a select 
committee, to consider and report thereon, by bill 
or otherwise; and Messrs. Brent, Turner, and 
Lacock, were appointed the committee. 


Monnay, January 24. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they insist on their dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill, entitled “An act making further provi- 
sion for filling the ranks of the regular army, en- 
couraging enlistments, and authorizing the re-en- 
listments, for longer periods, of men whose terms 
of service are about to expire.” They agree to 
the conference proposed on the subject, and have 
appointed managers on their part. 

The Presipenr communicated the memorial 
of the Legislature of the Indiana Territory, pray- 
ing the aid of Congress in establishing their ju- 
dicial system, as is stated at large in the memo- 
rial; which was read. 

On motion, by Mr. Daccerr, the memorial of 
William Hart and Henry Champion, and others, 
non-resident proprietors of lands and houses in the 
State of Ohio, presented the 22d instant, was re- 
ferred to a select committee, to consider and re- 

ort thereon, by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. 
Dicari Morrow, and Gore, were appointed 
the committee. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to authorize 
the President of the United States to permit the 
departure of Paul Cuffee from the United States, 
with a vessel and cargo for Sierra Leone, in Afri- 
ca, and to return with a cargo. 

On motion, by Mr. Goupsrorovan, the further 
consideration thereof was postponed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


Whole, the consideration of the bill to incorpo- 
rate the Directors of the Washington Library 
Company ; and, the bill having been amended, 
the President reported it accordingly, and it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, as 
amended. 

Mr. Mason submitted the following motion for 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the Department of the Treasury is a 
principal and indispensable office in the administration 
of the Government of the United States ; 

That the duties of this office are at all times im- 
portant; that, at the present time, when plans of finance 
are to be devised, taxes to he imposed, loans to be ob- 
tained, and large sums of money to be expended and 
accounted for, these duties have become more arduous; 
and that the talents, integrity, and diligence of a com- 
petent and responsible officer are alone sufficient to 
discharge them ; 

That, by his Message of the 7th of June last, the 
President of the United States informed the Senate 
that he had commissioned Albert Gallatin, then Secre- 
tary of the Department of the Treasury, to proceed to 
Russia, and there, with others, to negotiate treaties of 
peace and commerce with Great Britain, and a treaty 
of commerce with Russia ; i 

That, pursuant to such commission, Albert Gallatin 
departed from the United States in the month of May 
last, and hath ever since been, and still remains, with- 
out the limits of the United States ; 

That, by reason of the said commissioning, depar- 
ture, and absence from the United States of the said 
Albert Gallatin, the office of Secretary of the Treasury 
became vacant, and is now vacant; 

That such vacancy in the office of the Secretary of 
the Treasury affects the public credit, retards the cur- 
rent service, endangers the gencral welfare, and ought 
no longer to exist. 


Tuespay, January 25. 


The bill to incorporate the Directors of the 
Washington Library Company having been re- 
ported by the committee correctly engrossed, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the more effectual en- 
forcing of the non-importation laws, by forbid- 
ding the courts to deliver to the claimants pend- 
ing the trial, merchandise or other articles seized 
under the same ;” in which bill they request the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to incorpo- 
rate the subscribers to the stock of the Union 
Bank of Alexandria; and, after debate, the fur- 
ther consideration thereof was postponed until 
to-morrow, 

Mr. Campsett, from the managers on the part 
of the Senate, at the conference on the amend- 
ments of the Senate disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives to the bill, entitled “An act mak- 
ing further provision for filling the ranks of the 
regular army, encouraging enlistments, and au- 
thorizing the re-enlistments, for longer periods, of 
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men whose terms of service are about to expire,” | or by information or indictment before any court proper 
reported that the conferees had agreed to certain | to try the same.” 
modifications of the amendments, and the report | It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 17, 
was read; and the Committee on Engrossed Bills | nays 8, as follows: l 
having reported it correctly engrossed, Ysas—Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Resolved, That the Senate so far recede from Campbell, Chace, Condit, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, La- 
their amendments, as that the bill be amended ac- | cock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Taylor, Var- 
cordingly. num, and Worthington. : 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the| Naxs—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
Whole; the consideration of the bill to prohibit | rough, Gore, King, Lambert, and Mason. 
the importation of certain articles therein men- And, after debate, the Senate adjourned. 
tioned; and, after debate, the further considera- 
tion thereof was postponed until to-morrow. 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Taurspay, January 27. 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to authorize| The engrossed bill to authorize the President 
the President of the United States to permic the | of the United States to permit the departure of 
departure of Paul Coffee from the United States | Paul Cuffee from the United States, with a vessel 
with a vessel and cargo for Sierra Leone, in Afri- | and cargo, for Sierra Leone, in Africa, and to 
ca, and to return with a cargo. return with a cargo, was read a third time, and 
_ On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed and | passed. 
read a third time ? it was determined in the affirm-| The bill brought up yesterday from the House 
ative—yeas 18, nays 6, as follows: of Representatives for concurrence, was read, 
Yzeas—Messrs. Bledsoe, Chace, Daggett, Dana, | and passed to the second reading. 
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and Varnum. The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Naxs—Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Condit, Fromen- | Whole, the consideration of the bill to prohibit 
tin, Lacock, Tait, and Taylor. the importation of certain articles therein de- 


scribed; and, the bill having been amended, the 
: President reported it to the House accordingly. 
Wepnespay, January 26. On motion, by Mr. Fromentin, to add a new 


The bill, entitled “An act for the more effec- section, as follows: ou) AOR s 
tual enforcing of the non-importation laws, by | “And be it further enacted, That nothing in this 
forbidding the courts to deliver the claimants, act contained shall be construed so as in any manner 
pending the trial, merchandise or other articles | to contravene the rights secured to French ships com- 
seized under the same;” was read the second | iné directly from France or any of her colonies, loaded 
time, and referred to the committee appointed the only with the produce ia EA E 

Pee j i i , 
ae pai arena ie Relationsyto consider directly from Spain or any of her colonies, loaded only 


A message from the House of Representatives | with the produce or manufactures of Spain or her 
H 


À colonies, by the seventh article of tho treaty between 
informed the Senate that the House have passed | the United States of America and the French Repub- 


a as voaele of the pe rte Hie signed at Paris, on the thirtieth of April, 1803 ;” 
andi y ined in the negative. 
goods or merchandise on board the same, captured | On ante a panne fees cmni 
i »i i i : , : pare 1 j 
i gs teat ‘le Pils bill they request line 11, after “value,” “except nankeens from 
- oy 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Li Aare me oan o o Hope ;” it was deter- 
: : ; Sis rmative. 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to prohibit TMr Gene moved to strikeout kom section 1 
the importation of certain articles therein de- j, . ¢ ‘ icl i 
seribed Together with the amendments proposed lines 8, 9, 10,and 11,“ any article manufactured 
thereto; and, having agreed to sundry amend- a aa hes 5 jonl; orot which te Ae 
ments, on motion, by Mr. Cuace, to agree to the cae somposed of anes ech Cea 
£ . . as ’ 

seventh section of the bill, amended as follows: | i. the article of chief value, except nankeens from 

« And be it further enacted, That each and every | beyond the Cape of Good Hope.” 
officer of the customs (when making any search or Mr. Gore addressed the Chair as follows: 
seizure authorized hy this act,) be, and he is hereby, Mr. President—I have listened, sir, with undi- 
nates to command any P ene Wain shall be ane vided attention, to learn if there were any sub- 
sent at the time of making such search or seizure, for 7 i : are 
the purpose of copprettig any resistance by force stantial H A toe F he We wan 
which may be offered or justly apprehended, to aid and | rent T ila i T Jastr ’ renuit 
assist such officer in the discharge and performance of | be confident, from the known in yng y: 
his duty therein. And if any person, being so com- | and information of the honorable chairman of the 
manded, shall neglect or refuse to aid and assist such | committee, who introduced the subject, that if 
officer in making such search or seizure, the person so | any such existed, he would have produced them. 
neglecting or refusing shall forfeit and pay a sum not | Indeed, sir, the gentleman considers the proposed 
exceeding , to be recovered in an action of debt | measure as a mere supplement to another, viz: 
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mode, in which he thinks its wisdom and policy 
can be discussed, will be to offer a motion for its 
repeal, It isnot clear, to my mind, how the pro- 
priety of this bill can be decided, which is a mere 
accident, without considering the merits of the 
principal measure to which it is to be attached, and 
which it is intended to enforce. If the act, which 
this is to execute, was originally wrong, or has 
become so now, although at first proper, we 
ought, at least, to refrain from doing anything 
which may give it strength. This is yet in our 
power. To repeal the law does not depend on 
this House; the other branch of the Legislature 
may refuse its concurrence. Should that body 
concur, the President may decline to afford his 
approbation; and considering how dear this sys- 
tem is to him, we have a moral certainty he 
would not. I am, therefore, not satisfied to follow 
the advice of the honorable chairman, by obeying 
the rules which he has prescribed to himself, and 
which seem to have induced him to rest the bill, 
principally, if not altogether, on the Message of 
the President. He, too, sir, has omitted to offer 
any grounds for the opinion he has been pleased 
to advance. The recommendation of the Presi- 
dent is, undoubtedly, entitled to the most respect- 
ful attention; but we have no right, by our voles, 
to sanction error, from whatever source it may 
come. We ought to refrain from acting, until 
our minds are convinced of the propriety of ihe 
measure recommended. We have already, sir, 
without any evidence of the assumed fact on 
which it was recommended, contrary to the con- 
viction of a majority of this House I cannot say, 
but I may say, contrary to the avowed conviction 
of some who voted for the measure, passed a bill, 
in obedience to the will of the Chief Magistrate, 
which subjects all our citizens to immense loss 
and privation; which dooms large and populous 
districts of our country to want and wretched- 
ness; which pronounces to the world, that the 
citizens of the United States cannot be trusted 
out of the immediate eye of the Government; 
that reduces the country to a desert, and then 
converts it into a prison for its miserable inhabit- 
ants, under all the regulations of military disci- 
pline. 

Enough, sir, has been done, I hope, to satisfy 
the President, and the world at large, of his 
weight and influence in this honorable and inde- 
pendent branch of the Legislature. Let us, then, 
on the present occasion, examine this Message, at 
least those parts of it which relate to the subject 
before us, with all the deference which is due to 
the President, and with all the freedom which is 
required by our paramount duty to the publie. 

The Message declares, that “the tendeney of 
‘our commercial and navigation laws, in their 
‘ present state, to favor the enemy, and thereby 
f prolong the war, is moreand more developed by 
‘experience. Abuses of a like tendency take place 
‘in our import trade; British fabrics and products 


“To shorten as much as possible the duration 
“of the war, it is indispensable that the enemy 
‘ should feel all the pressure that can be given to 
‘it. , The restraints will affect those most who 
‘ are most ready to sacrifice the interest of their 
‘country in pursuit of their own.” 

The evil complained of is the tendency of our 
navigation and commercial laws, by allowing the 
importation of articles of a kind like to those 
manufactured in England, to introduce British 
fabrics and products; to favor the enemy, and 
prolong the war. 

The remedy proposed, is the express and abso- 
lute prohibition of all such articles, from what- 
ever country they.may come. The object is to 
cause such a pressure on the foe as to shorten the 
war; that is, to compel him to accede to our 
terms. It cannot be forgotten, that our commer- 
cial and navigation laws prohibit, under heavy 
penalties, the introduction of all articles of the 
growth, produce, or manufacture of Great Bri- 
tain; that our criminal laws are very severe on 
those who obtain such articles by trading with 
the enemy. With all these laws against offend- 
ers, and penalties imposed on all concerned in the 
importation of British goods, it is difficult to con- 
ceive that any amount of the prohibited articles 
can be imported, at most to sucha degree as to 
affurd to Great Britain any essential means to 
carry on the war. It is more difficult to conceive 
what tendency such laws have to bring into our 
ports British fabrics and products. 

The President has been pleased to say, that ex- 
perience more and more developes these facts and 
consequences. Let us then, sir, appeal to expe- 
rience, to ascertain the pressure that is likely to 
be made by the prohibition proposed, and its ef- 
fects on the enemy. In our Revolutionary con- 
test we endeavored, by refusing to import her 
manufactures, to oblige Great Britain to listen to 
our just complaints. We were aided by the great 
body of her merchants and manufacturers, trading 
to this country, by some of the most opulent of her 
corporations, and by the talents and eloquence of 
her most distinguished and influential statesmen. 
All these were without effect; she disregarded 
the pressure, and was inexorable to our com- 
plaints. 

The war ensued. and laws against the importa- 
tion of all goods the growth, produce, and manu- 
facture of Great Britain, were enacted. No one 
will doubt those laws were as faithfully executed 
then as now. The pressure, whatever it was, had 
not the smallest effect. She swerved not from 
her purpose, until all Europe engaged in the war 
against her; until we had captured two of her 
largest and best appointed armies, under the com- 
mand of her most renowned and illustrious Gene- 
rals, nor until an hostile fleet swept the British 
Channel, and braved ber navy in her own ports. 
In the Spring of 1806 we again uplifted this 
weapon, so terrible in our eyes, sv harmless ia 
her’s; we passed a law prohibiting the importa- 
tion of certain articles, of the manufacture of 
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Great Britain; but the blow was suspended for 
seven months; at the end of this time, eight 
months more of grace were allowed to the alleged 
offenders against our rights, with a power to the 
President to extend the time six months longer, 
in which she might redeem our favor. No effect 
was produced. Shortly after the lapse of this 
term,a general embargo was imposed. In March, 
1809, when President Jefferson, and his very ob- 
sequious Congress, who, at his mere suggestion, 
passed that abominable act, and its arbitrary and 
unconstitutional supplements, were obliged to ca- 
pitulate with public opinion, and repeal their 
odious laws, a non-intercourse was established 
against France and England, and conditions held 
out to these great Powers, a compliance with 
which should relieve them from this dreadful 
pressure. On application to one of them to ac- 
cept our good will and custom, and aid in extri- 
cating us from the effects of our own folly, we 
were tauntingly told that Great Britain had no 
interest in the repeal of our laws, nor in relieving 
us from the awkward predicament in which we 
had been pleased to place ourselves. By the other, 
our ships were burned, our property plundered, 
our national character, our Government, and peo- 
ple insulted and reviled in the grossest manner, 
and in the face of the world. All this was borne 
with a patience that was never surpassed by the 
meanest of vassal nations, and unequalled by any 
that ever made the smallest pretensions to inde- 
pendence. In this exercise of our restrictive 
energies, according to the strange language of the 
day, we reaped nothing but misfortune aod dis- 
grace. At length, smarting under the failure of 
our abortive schemes, and stung with the morti- 
fying conviction that the world saw and ridi- 
culed our extreme weakness, in attempting such 
mighty ends by such feeble means, we rushed, 
unprovided and unprepared, into a war of arms, 
with a nation amply provided and well prepared 
to contend with all the Powers ot the earth. 
Thus much for our experience of the pressure, 
and the effects thereof on Great Britain, by pro- 
hibiting the importation of her manufactures. 

We can draw still deeper on experience, to test 
the soundness or futility of such measures, if we 
will revert to the efforts of the potent Emperor of 
France on Great Britain. To aid his numerous 
armies in the conquest of those proud islanders, 
he prohibited the use of her manufactures, not 
only in his own dominions, and in those of his 
vassal States, but throughout all Europe ; and for 
many years he succeeded in causing this prohibi- 
tion to be general over the Continent. No foot- 
hold could Great Britain obtain on which to 
empty her overloaded stores and magazines, but 
some distant island or some obscure port in the 
North Sea. She was shut out from the market of 
more than an hundred millions of people, by this 
seemingly all-powerful monarch; undismayed 
she met the world in arms, bore every privation 
for the loss of open markets for the labor of her 
people, and the products of her vast possessions, 
without discovering the smallest symptoms of 
yielding an iota of her pretensions, Her proud 


and unbending neck spurned the yoke. It bent 
not the least, although we too added our mite to 
the pressure. She never hesitated between the 
alternative of no trade, or a surrender of what 
she deemed her rights. The effects of her firm- 
ness and perseverance are not likely to render her 
more submissive to the blows we have inflicted, 
or to those we are preparing for her by this bill. 
She now has all the world courting her trade, and 
receiving her products, diminished France and 
impoverished America excepted. 

When she considers how successfully she met 
her numerous foes, armed also with prohibitions 
and proscriptions of her products on every foot of 
land, from the Baltic to the Mediterranean, and 
compares the situation of her then enemies with 
that of our fallen country, will she be frightened 
into submission by the increased pressure of this 
act? She attempts to capture our ships, to de- 
stroy our trade, and prevent us from receiving 
supplies from abroad. We co-operate most man- 
fully in this work of ruin; nay, we do more to 
this end, in a few short days, than she could do 
in many years. We annihilate our ships, destroy 
our produce, imprison all our citizens, suffer not 
one to escape from the United States, doom whole 
States to sloth and famine, allow no man, wo- 
man, or child, to cross a river or bay without per- 
mission from the President, tv obtain the smallest 
comfort in the greatest need, break down all the 
barriers heretofore thought necessary’to the sup- 
port of public and individual liberty, disregard 
the provisions of our Constitution, and subject 
ourselves and property to martial law. When 
our vindictive foe has obtained so efficient an 
ally, in bringing destruction on the people of this 
country, he may cheerfully sustain the loss which 
will be incurred by retaining at home, or selling 
at a reduced price, the few blankets that might 
be smuggled into the United States by some 
crafty foreigner from a neutral port. 

The remedy proposed for this enormous evil, 
as it is believed, the practice of which is supposed. 
to afford to Great Britain the power of continu- 
ing the war against us, is an express and absolute 
prohibition of articles of a kind like to those of 
British fabrics from all countries. The existing 
laws render liable to forfeiture all British goods, 
and three times their value, and the vessel or car- 
riage which shallconvey them. These laws, more- 
over, render the master of the vessel, and all par- 
ties to the offence, liable to heavy and severe pen- 
alties, and superadd to those inflicted by public 
law, and by the common law of the land, other 
and more aggravated penalties. 

If the people of the United States be as profli- 
gate, as the Message referred to supposes them, 
and do now risk all the fines and forfeitures, pains 
and penalties, to which they are liable, will such 
an act as the one proposed effectually secure the 
entire exclusion of such goods? 

The Emperor of France, I will not say more 
despotic in the quality of his laws than the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, but possessing 
greater power, exerted all the ingenuity of his in- 
quisitive policy, and employed his vast means, to - 
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detect offences against his prohibitory statutes, 
and, when detected, punished them with unmiti- 
gated severity. Yet the prohibited goods were 
to be found in every part of the Continent, and in 
the very heart of his dominions, Surely such a 
lesson will not be lost on any Legislature, guided 
by a sound discretion, nor on any man not prede- 
termined to shut his eyes against the light of ex- 
perience. 

It is not merely the experience of the present 
day to which I would ask the attention of gen- 
tlemen. The experience of all times, and of all 
nations, has shown that the most arbitrary, even 
the most sanguinary provisions of the best exe- 
cuted Jaws are ineffectual against the introduc- 
tion of foreign commodities, which are better and 
cheaper than the domestic. It has been truly 
said, the strongest, the highest bars, that the ty- 
ranny or fully of Government can erect, always 
have, and we may therefore safely predict always 
will, prove powerless against the cheapness of 
foreign articles. Private interest will either over- 
leap or burst them asunder. Laws against the 
long-continued habits, and the manifest benefit of 
a people, serve but to corrupt their morals, to 
compromit the character of Government, to ex- 
pose its weakness, and finally to render it both 
odious and contemptible. 

. To render the miserable system, of which this 
bill is to be the keystone, more palatable, we are 
told encouragement will hereby be affurded to 
our own manufactures. This comes with an ill 
grace, indeed, from that Governinent which has 
most unfeelingly destroyed all the numerous 
manufactures that spring from, and are supported 
by, navigation and commerce. Manufactures 
that inspire health, courage, firmness, and intre- 
pidity, that nerve the arm and invigorate the 
mind, that provide you men, at all times, able and 
willing to defend the soil blessed by their indus- 
try, and to advance the glory of a nation that has 
the wisdom to protect and cherish them. 

Instead of these hardy employments you offer 
the loom and shuttle. You huddle together men, 
women, and children, in one contaminated and 
contaminating mass, and will soon render your 
men more effeminate than your women. You 
have sentenced the sons of industry and enter- 
prise to penury and want, and expect to stifle their 
complaints by sending them to work at a ma- 
chine, where an idiot can work as skilfully as 
themselves, and a feeble girl of ten years of age 
can earn as much. 

I know, sir, the people of this country are pa- 
tient beyond all example. They have believed 
the Government was not hostile to their inter- 
ests. They have been taught to think the priva- 
tion they endured was a necessary price for the 
protection of their rights, and the support of their 
freedom. This opiate, which has heen so pleuti- 
fully administered, must, and will lose its effect. 
They cannot continue the dupes of that policy, 
of which they are so manifestly the victims. 
They will not stoop to heg; they cannot see their 
wives and children perish with hunger and na- 
kedness. You take from them their livelihood, 


and restrain them from the sad privilege of seek- 
ing abroad that bread which you will not permit 
them to earn at home. They will fcel themselves 
degraded and insulted by being told, that they 
must fight the enemy for their rights, when the 
Government, which ought to be their friend and 
protector, deprives them of all their rights, of 
even the means of obtaining subsistence, and at 
the same time renders them the scoff and ridicule 
of the world. 

Would tu Heaven, sir, the Government might 
awake from its own fatal illusions, before it be 
too late, before the people shall awake to the de- 
formity of that despotism which debases and op- 
presses them ! 

The President tells you the restraints will af- 
fect those most who are most ready to sacrifice 
the interests of their country in pursuit of their 
own. These restraints will affect all who use 
any articles like those which are prohibited. The 
bill grants a monopoly to the manufacturer, at 
the expense of every one who wears the article 
which he makes. You tax the weaver the dif- 
ference that is occasioned in price, by want of 
those commodities, which would have been im- 
ported had not your prohibition been imposed. 

By the destruction of commerce, with its de- 
pendant arts, and the flattering bounties you 
thereby heap on the favored manufactures, you 
prematurely seduce the capitalists of the country 
into new and untried employments. When peace 
returns, and trade shall be restored, should that 
ever be the case, these manufactures will not 
compete with foreign. They will then be de- 
stroyed with the same apathy that is now dis- 
covered in the destruction of others that are more 
useful. From the high price of labor in Ameri- 
ca, the cheapness, quantity, and excellence of our 
lands, and the profitable employment of capital 
in foreign commerce, we cannot expect to man- 
ufacture many articles so cheap as they can be 
afforded from other countries, less fortunately sit- 
vated. Such will, then, be imported, and the nu-, 
merous adventurers in these new establishments 
must fail. Sad, but certain result of not leaving 
to the sagacity of individuals, at all times more 
quick-sighted and intelligent on subjects of this 
sort than the wisest Governments, the employ- 
ment of their wealth, and the exercise of their 
own industry. 

All writers, sir, on political economy ; all na- 
tions, except our own; all statesmen, except those 
who rule the destinies of the United States; are 
satisfied of the vast importance of commerce to 
the population, the riches, and prosperity of a 
country; that, with it, are inseparably connected 
individual wealth and national power, of which 
it is essentially the source and support, 

From some cause, which I will not now under- 
take to develope, but which is, at last, pretty 
well understood throughout this country, the ef- 
forts of our Government have all tended directly 
to the destruction of commerce. To this end it 
has been loaded with al! the shackles and restric- 
tions for which any pretence could be invented, 
and to as high a degree, and as long as the pa- 
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tience of the people would bear. Congress has 
now finally suppressed ail that can be exercised 
by our own citizens, both foreign and domestic. 

The little remnant which had been spared from 
prohibitions, proscriptions, embargoes, and war 
measures against Great Britain, at the evident 
hazard of offending the few friends which remain 
to usin the civilized world, is now to be sacri- 
ficed to this exterminating spirit. Not an article, 
of which wool or cotton is an ingredient, is to be 
admitted from abroad. By far the greatest por- 
tion of the apparel of the whole population of 
this country, is composed of wool or cotton. It 
cannot be pretended that one-half the supply ne- 
eessary to cover our citizens from absolute na- 
kedness, can be made at home. Without recur- 
ring to the uncertain accounts, of who makes and 
where these goods are made, and the quantities 
that interested manufacturers pretend can be de- 
livered, there is one fact known to every one, that 
puts this question beyond all doubt: notwithstand- 
ing the immense influx of those articles in the 
Autumn of 1812,and the quantities which we are 
told find their way into the United States from 
Great Britain, as well as from other parts of the 
world, goods of this kind, especially of the coarser 
sort, and such as are uscd almost exclusively by 
the poor, have been sold for a year past at three 
times the amount of their original cost, whereas, 
in common and ordinary times, forty, or at most 
fifty per cent. advance, on the first price, was con- 
sidered sufficient to pay all charges, and afford a 
handsome profit to the importer. : 

If the bill passes, and effects the exclusion which 
is expected, the rich must, and will pay the mo- 
nopoly price of the manufacturer. The poor 
must suffer extreme distress. Formerly, the num- 
ber of this class was small, and it has become 
very large, and soon will embrace a majority of 
our citizens. On them will fall these restraints. 
Wherein have they been willing to sacrifice the 
interests of the country in pursuit of their own? 
Their poverty is their only crime, and this can- 
not be charged on them. It flows directly and 
palpably trom the Government. They have been 
generally, both in faith and practice, devoted to 
the Administration. - 

Well may they exclaim, what have we done to 
merit from your hands both nakedness and hunger? 
All this is to be inflicted and suffered under the no- 
tion, that, by such pitiful schemes, you can com- 
pel the most opulent, the most powerful, and the 
most prosperous, and the proudest nation on the 
earth, to receive the law at your hands, and to 
accept peace on your own terms. I forbear to 
press this subject further. Tam persuaded, sir, 
and I trust this House, if it will exercise its own 
judgment, will also be persuaded that this bill, if 
passed into a law, can have no other effect than 
to render the nation ridiculous, and to increase 
the misery and distress of a loyal and faithful 
people, already bowed to the earth with priva- 
tions and sufferings. There is one other consid- 
eration in the minds of many, of greater magni- 
tude than any yet contemplated, against employ- 
ing our time and our strength in such fruitless 

13th Con. 2d Suss.—20 


schemes, which will now—they always have 
done—prove a mere ignis-fatuus as relates to the 
enemy. 'They delude us from examining into 
the critical state of our national affairs, and from 
adopting measures suited to the extreme exigency 
of our condition. s, 

It is time to cease this trifling, and to look ful- 
ly at the dangers of our present, and prepare for 
the horrors ot our future situation. On our South- 
ern frontiers we have an invading foe, and no 
force, that we know of, to prevent desolation and 
ruin as far as he chooses to proceed. In the 
West, it is true, we hear the voice of joy and 
gladness, arising from the great influx of wealth, 
from projects for new demarcation of bound- 
aries, extended Territories, increasing popula- 
tion, and unclouded prosperity. I really rejoice, 
sir, that any part of our soil is free from the 
general gloom, from the otherwise universal des- 
pair that pervades the country. I need not say 
itis only in that highly favored portion of the 
United States where the occasion or the sound of 
gladness is to be heard. 

On our seaboard we are closely invested by the 
enemy’s fleet, from the St. Croix to the Missis- 
sippi, menacing destruction and devastation, 
should our Government execute their declared 
purpose. On all that extent of coast, from Loui- 
siana to Maine, we have scarcely a fortress to 
protect us against this menace, should we proceed 
the unhallowed length that has been threatened. 
And we have the most fatal evidence, that our 
enemy is neither slow, nor measured in his retal- 
iations. On our Northern frontier, late a scene of 
the most extravagant vaunting, and whence we 
expected to realize all the promised fruits of the 
war, we behold our towns, altogether defenceless, 
and at the mercy of an exasperated foe, the coun- 
try laid waste and desolate, villages sacked and 
burning, and their wretched inhabitants naked 
and forlorn, fleeing in the most inclement seasons 
from the flames of their houses and the tomahawk 
of the savage. 

All this time the Government of the nation 
amuses itself, by weighing the degree of pressure 
it can make on a powerful enemy, by depriving 
her woollen drapers and cottoa weavers of the 
sale of a few bales of goods. Never was sucha 
scene exhibited, since the day when the master of 
a great empire thought to divert himself by the 
most frivolous amusement, while his capital was 
in flames. Let us quit this disgraceful and hu- 
miliating game, and seriously betake ourselves to 
the protection of our defenceless and neglected 
inhabitants, restore to them their ancient rights, 
suffer them to return to cheering industry and 
honest enterprise, endeavor to bring back peace, 
prosperity, and, if possible, character to our bleed- 
ing country, once the just pride of every Ameri- 
can and the envy of every nation, now so fallen, 
so dishonored, so disgraced, and degraded, as to 
be unworthy the consideration of the meanest. 

The system, sir, of which this isa part, has 
been tried in youth, and in manhood, in peace, 
and in war. In noinstance has it ever pressed on 
Great Britain, so as to produce from her a more 
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favorable attention to our complaints. To us it 
has been pregnant with misfortune and disgrace. 
When practised by the most populous and most 
wealthy vations of the earth, it has also been in- 
effectual. Great Britain has risen triumphant 
over all the efforts of her numerous foes, and has 
now as friends almost all those who were her 
enemies, and nearly the whole world is open to 
her as a market. It would seem, then, conclusive 
to any men, not bereft of reason, that to persist in 
this course of measures, as instruments of war, 
marks the grossest imbecility of mind and power. 
We have also seen that the most powerful na- 
tions have never been able to execute such a sys- 
tem. The bill before us, and the Message which 
produced it, confess that we have not executed it; 
we have tried all the civil and military force of 
the country, all the forfeiture and penalties, that 
human ingenuity and uncontrolled power could 
invent and enact, without effect. It must, there- 
fore, be worse than idle to persist, especially by 
such feeble means. 

I did not, sir, in my motion for striking out, in- 
elude spirits, distilled from the sugar cane, be- 
cause’ I am satisfied we can make at home spirits 
in as great quantities as can be useful for domes- 
tic consumption. The only remaining consider- 
ation would be that of revenue. And since, by 
all the skill of our financiers, and the wisdom of 
our statesmen, we have only reduced the annual 
amouut of cash, receivable in duties, from sixteen 
millions to half a million of dollars, it cannot, in 
the view of the Administration, be important to 
regard the article in this relation; moreover the 
prohibition of spirits distilled from cane, and the 
admission of French brandy, discover a due res- 
pect to that power and those interests with which 
our own seem intimately, if not inseparably and 
fatally involved, 


When Mr. G. had concluded, the question was 
taken and determined in the negative—yeas 12, 
nays 18, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, 
Stone, and Wells. 

Narys—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bled- 
soe, Campbell, Chace, Condit, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, 
Taylor, Varnum, and Worthington. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time as amended ? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 12, as fol- 
lows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Campbell, Chace, Condit, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, La- 
cock, Leib, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Taylor, 
Varnum, and Worthington. 

Nays—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, 
Mason, and Wells. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to incorpo- 
rate the subscribers to the stock of the Union 


Bank of Alexandria; and, after debate, the Senate 
adjourned. 


Frivay, January 28, 


Mr. Hunter, from the committee appointed to 
consider the subject, reported a bill to carry into 
effect the report made to Congress in February, 
1803, by James Madison, then Secretary of State, 
Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury, and 
Levi Lincoln, Attorney General of the United 
States, commissioners, appointed in pursuance of 
the act, entitled “An act for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, and 
authorizing the establishment of a government 
in the Mississippi Territory,” in obedience to the 
provisions of the act supplemental to the last 
mentioned act; and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. HunteR, the memorial of 
the New England Mississippi Land Company 
was ordered to be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

The bill, entitled “An act to prohibit the ran- 
soming of ships or vessels of the United States, 
‘and the goods or merchandise on board the same, 
captured by the enemies thereof,” was read the 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committce of the 
Whole, the bill to incorporate the subscribers to 
the stock of the Union Bank of Alexandria ; and, 
after debate, the further consideration thereof was 
postponed to the first Monday in March next. 

The bill to prohibit the importation of certain 
articles therein described, was read a third time; 
and, on motion, by Mr. Gruss, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed to Monday 
next. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. from the Committee on Mili- 
iary Affairs, reported, in part, a bill for the better 
urganizing, paying, and supplying, the Army of 


tthe United States; and the bill was read, and 


passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Dana presented the memorial of Ephraim 
Root, and others, citizens of the State of Con- 
necticut, non-resident proprietors of lands and - 
houses in the State of Ohio, on the subject of the 
direct tax.— Referred to Messrs. Daccert, Mor- 
row, and Gore, the committee to whom were 
referred, on the 24th instant, the memorials of 
William Hart and others, and Henry Champion 
and others, on the same subject, to consider and 
report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

On motion, by Mr. Mason, the resolution sub- 

mitted by him on the 24th instant, was made the 
order of the day for Tuesday next. 
A motion was made, by Mr. Bizn, of Georgia. 
that the further consideration thereof be postponed 
to, and made the order of the day, for next Mon- 
day week; and, the Senate being equally divided, 
the President determined the question in the af- 
firmative. 


Monpay, January 31. 
The bill to carry into effect the report made to 
Congress in February, 1803, by James Madison, 
then Secretary of State, Albert Gallatin, Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and Levi Lincoln, Attor- 
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ney General of the United States, commissioners, 
appointed in pursuance of the act, entitled “An 
act for an amicable settlement of limits with the 
State of Georgia, and authorizing the establish- 
ment of a government in the Mississippi Terri- 
tory,” in obedience to the provisions of the act 
supplemental to the last mentioned act, was read 
the second time. 

The bill for the better organizing, paying, and 
supplying, the Army of the United States, was 
read the second time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill in addition 
to an act, entitled “An act allowing a bounty to 
the owners, officers, and crews, of the private 
armed vesscls of the United States ;” and the 
bill having been amended, the President reported 
it to the House accordingly, and it was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time as amended. 

Mr. Biss, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, reported, in part, a bill for the relief of 
William Stothart and Josiah Starkey ; and the 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Leres presented the petition of Daniel Pet- 
tibone, stating that he hath made several useful 
improvements in the manufacture of implements 

` of war, and in several other branches of the use- 
ful arts, which he conceives may be applied to 
the public armories and elsewhere, with great 
advantage; and praying a consideration of the 
subject; and the petition was read, and referred 
to-the Committee on Military Affairs, appointed 
on the 9th December, to consider and report there- 
on by bill or otherwise. 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill to prohibit the importation of certain articles 
therein described. 

On motion, by Mr. Gries, that the bill be re- 
committed for the purpose of further amend- 
ment, it was determined in the negative—yeas 13, 
nays 15, as follows: : 

Yeas—Messrs. Brown, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, 
German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, 
King, Lambert, and Mason. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Campbell, Chace, Condit, Gaillard, Howell, Lacock, 
Morrow, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

And the blanks having been filled, on the ques- 
tion, Shall this bill pass? it was determined in 
the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 12, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Campbell, Chace, Condit, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, 
Lacock, Leib, Morrow, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and 
Worthington. : 

Naxs—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, German, 
Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, 
Lambert, and Mason. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; and, 
ou motion, by Mr. Biss of Georgia, the title was 
amended, as follows: “An act to prohibit the im- 
portation of certain articles, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to raise five regiments of 
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riflemen,” in which bill they request.the concur- 
rence of the Senate. i 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
tu the second reading. 


Tuespbay, February 1. 


The bill for the relief of William Stothart and 
Josiah Starkey was read the second time. 

The bill, entitled “An act to raise five regi- 
ments of riflemen,” was read the second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill in addition to the acts concern- 
ing patents for useful discoveries and inventions ; 
and, after debate, the further consideration there- 
of was postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. Kine presented the petition of Justin Ly- 
man, of the city of New York; and Elias Lyman, 
of Hartford, Vermont, praying to be relieved from 
the penalties and forfcitures incurred by the vio- 
lation of the non-importation laws, in conse- 
quence of the arrival in the United States of a 
vessel with a cargo of coffee, for reasons stated in 
the petition; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to consider 
aud report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

The bill in addition to an act, entitled “An act 
allowing a bounty to the owners, officers, and 
crews, of the private armed vessels of the United 
States,” having been reported by the committee 
correctly engrossed, was read a third time, aud 
the blanks filled. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 15, nays 10, 
as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bledsoe, Brown, Chace, Condit, 
Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leib, 
Morrow, Stone, Taylor, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Daggett, Dana Gilman, Goldsbor- 
ough, Gore, Horsey, King, Lambert, Mason, and 
Wells. 

So it was resolved that this bill pass. 


WebNESDAY, February 2. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill in addition to the acts concerning 
patents for useful discoveries and inventions; and, 
on motion by Mr. Gore, the further consideration 
thereof was postponed until to-morrow. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to carry into 
effect the report made to Congress in February, 
1803, by James Madison, then Secretary of State, 
Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury, and 
Levi Lincoln, Attorney General of the United 
States, Commissioners, appointed in pursuance of 
the act, entitled “An act for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, and 
authorizing the establishment of a government in 
the Mississippi Territory, in obedience to the pro- 
visions of the act supplemental to the last men- 
tioned act.” 

On motion, by Mr. Taytor, the further con- 
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sideration thereof was postponed to Wednesday 
the 9th instant. , 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the relief of William Stothart 
and Josiah Starkey; and the bill having been 
amended, the President reported it to the House 
accordingly., And it was ordered to be engrossed, 
and read a third time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the better organizing, paying, 
and supplying, the Army of the United States ; 
and Mr. GAILLARD was requested to take the 
Chair; and, sundry amendments having been 
proposed by Mr. CAMPBELL, the further consid- 
eration of the bill was postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. Dana submitted the following motion for 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate a 
statement of the names of the individuals selected 
from American prisoners of war and sent to Great 
Britain for trial, as mentioned in his Message at the 
commencement of the present session of Congress; 
and also their respective places of residence in the 
United States, with the times when, and the courts 
where, they were admitted to become citizens of the 
United States, and the regiments or corps to which 
they belonged in the service of the United States; 
when taken by the enemy, and the times and places of 
their being so taken, together with copies of any offi- 
cial correspondence respecting the treatment of prison- 
ers of war, and any orders for retaliation on either 
side, which the President may judge proper to be com- 
municated. 


Mr. Brown presented the petition of David 
Porter, stating that he commanded the flotilla 
stationed at New Orleans during the existence of 
the laws prohibiting intercourse with France, and 
that he there seized and prosecuted, at his own 
expense, to condemnation, three vessels, the pro- 
ceeds of which were distributed under the rev- 
enue laws, but that his proportion thereof did not 
amount to the cost of prosecution; he therefore 


prays Congress to relinquish to him their propor- 


tion of the penalties and forfeitures which may 
have been incurred by said seizures, as a remu- 
neration for his services; and the petition was 
read, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. Brown, ANDERSON, and Daccerr, were 
appointed the committee. 


Tuourspay, February 3. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Mary 
Philip Le Duc,” in which bill they request the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The billlast mentioned was read, and passed to 
the second reading. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported, in part, a bill toinsure uni- 
formity in the manufacture of arms, and for the 
better regulation of the public armories; and the 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 


Josiah Starkey, having been reported by the com- 
mittee correctly engrossed, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED States: 

To the Senate of the United Slates : 

I transmit to the Senate of the United States reports 
of the Secretary of War and Secretary of the Navy, 
complying with their resolution of the 3d ultimo, 

JAMES MADISON, 

Fresruary 3, 1814. 


On motion, by Mr. Campzett, the bill, which 
originated in the Senate, to increase the bounty 
to be allowed persons who shall enlist in the 
Army of the United States, and to promote the 
recruiting service, was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, enti- 
tled “An act to raise five regiments of riflemen,” 
reported it with amendments. 


MARYLAND MEMORIAL. 


Mr. Goupsporouau presented the memorial of 
the House of Delegates of the State of Maryland, 
on the awful condition of national affairs in gen- 
eral, and the exposed and defenceless situation in 
which that State in particular, has hitherto been 
left by the General Government, under the ca- 
lamities of a war, which, with the consequent 
measures thereon, they highly disapprove, and 
earnestly entreating the national authorities to 
furnish them the necessary munitions and means 
of defence, together with a speedy reimburse- 
ment of the moneys already advanced by the 
State for those purposes; and that the negotia- 
tions for peace, about to be instituted, may be 
carried on with a just and earnest intention of 
bringing them to an amicable result. 

In presenting the memorial, Mr. Goupsso- 
ROUGH addressed the Chair as follows: 

Mr. President: In obedience to the commands 
of the House of Delegates of Maryland, I have 
the honor to present to the Senate the address of 
that honorable body to the President and Con- 
gress of the United States. 

The substance of the address, sir, is a strong 
and able view of the present situation of our 
national affairs; a faithful and emphatical de- 
scription of the exposed and defenceless condi- 
tion of the State; and a dignified petition, in the 
true spirit of the Constitution, for efficient pro- 
tection and defence. It sketches in glowing col- 
ors, and from comprehensive views, the leading 
causes of the war, and concludes with an earnest 
and respectful entreaty to the constituted author- 
ities of the nation that they would avail them- 
selves of the present auspicious moment to stay 
the horrors and calamities that oppress us, and 
once more restore to our country and its citizens 
the blessings of peace. 

The address then being read by Mr. G., he 
made a motion that it should be printed. 

To this motion, Mr. Buepsor, of Kentucky, 
objected, and called for the ayes and noes. 
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Some other gentlemen asked what had been 
the usual course adopted in such cases ? 

Mr. Go.psgorouca said: I am surprised and 
mortified at the opposition of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. If, sir, I had asked for an 
extraordinary favor, the discretion of the Senate 
might have been exercised on the occasion; but 
as my motion extends only to the customary 
forms, through which such addresses are permit- 
ted to go, I hold the objection unwarranted and 
unsound. I have before me precedents exactly 
‘analogous to this case, which took place no 
longer ago than the last winter session. 

[Mr. G. then read from the journals of the 
Senate the case of an address from the citizens 
of Charleston approving the war, presented by 
Mr. Gatuarp, and on his motion it was printed 
without opposition. Another case of an address 
from Boston disapproving the war, presented by 
Mr. Lioyn, of Boston, and on his motion it was 
printed without opposition. Another case of an 
address from the citizens of Richmond approving 
the war, presented by Mr. Gites; but neither 
Mr. Gries, nor any other member having made 
a motion to print it, of course it was not printed.] 

These, sir, continued Mr. G., are sufficient pre- 
cedents to justify the motion I have made. More 
might be had if more were necessary. Your 
journals abound with cases in point. I again 
repeat, sir, that I do not attempt to ask any unu- 
sual or special favor to be shown to this address. 
I claim for it only the ordinary respect that is 
due in such cases, and this I demand as a right. 
‘Yes, sir, as the representative of Maryland on 
this floor, I demand in the name of the freemen 
of that State, whose rights are here asserted, 
and whose complaints are here respectfully set 
forth, that this address receive that customary 
and established respect and attention to which 
the voice of the people, or their delegates, is so 
highly entitled. 

The opposition to the address was persevered 
in, and sustained by Messrs. Gites, Burpsog, 
and TayLor. The motion to print was advoca- 
ted by Messrs. WELLS, GORE, KING, FROMENTIN, 
and GOLDSBOROUGH. 

The chief grounds of the opposition were, that 
no practical result was to grow out of the meas- 
ure; that sufficient respect had already been 
paid by receiving the address; that a vote to 
print it would commit the advocates of the war, 
as it might be construed into a vote of approba- 
tion of its contents; that the language was not 
altogether decorous, and that it called in question 
the motives of the friends of the war; that al- 
though it contained strong censure against the 
conduct of the French Emperor, there was no 
complaint against the wrongs of Great Britain. 

The Constitutional rights of majorities and 
minorities, together with the rights of the people, 
or of either branch of the State Legislatures, to 
address Congress, were incidentally examined 
and discussed. It was also objected, that this 
was the address only of a part of the Legisla- 
ture. 

Mr. Wortuineron rose and asked the honor- 


able Senator from Maryland, if he contemplated 
any measure to arise from this address, or whe- 
ther he intended to ground any legislative act on 
it? He wished an answer on this point. 

Mr. Goupssorouen said :—As I have nothing 
to conceal on this subject, sir, l take pleasure in 
gratifying the honorable Senator from Ohio with 
a frank reply. At this moment I have no inten- 
tion of founding any legislative act upon this 
address, because some of its most important ob- 
jects have already been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. But I am not prepared 
to say that I will not doso at a future day; it 
may depend upon the progress of that committee. 
But this can be no fair objection to the proposi- 
tion I have made. Confiding in that great Con- 
stitutional right which has ever been deemed in- 
violable, that the people, or any portion of them, 
the Legislatures of the States, or either branch 
of them, may address Congress upon all subjects 
involving their interests; relying, too, upon the 
sense of justice, as well as the courtesy of this 
honorable Senate, I could never have anticipated 
the opposition that this address has met with. 

If no practical result is to grow out of this 
address, as has been supposed by the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia near me, (Mr. Gitzs,) 
it will be alone ascribable to the President and 
Congress. It depends on them what results are 
to flow from it. The situation of the State of 
Maryland, in these disastrous times, is peculiarly 
alarming and interesting, and ought to recom- 
mend her to the parental care of those whose 
immediate duty it becomes to watch over the 
common interest, and to provide for the gen- 
eral welfare. The House of Delegates of Mary- 
land, consisting of the immediate Representatives 
of the people of that State, have, with a vigilance 
that does them honor, most faithfully interested 
themselves in behalf of their fellow-citizens, to 
procure for them that aid which their perilous 
and exposed condition so loudly called for. They 
have, in the name of the people they represent, 
handed in an address to the high authorities of 
this nation, in which they express, in language 
unquestionably consistent with the utmost deco- 
rum and becoming the responsible station which 
they fill, their views of public measures, and their 
influence upon the country. They call on you 
in a voice, modulated by the Constitution, to 
which you must attend, if you are not deaf to 
the claims of justice and dead to the feelings of 
sympathy, to throw around them your protection, 
to cover their nakedness, and to guard them from 
the ravages of an incensed enemy ; and they en- 
treat you, in a strain of no ordinary pathos, to 
pursue the present negotiation for peace with a 
sincere and ardent zeal for its attainment, thus to 
relieve our drooping spirits from the calamities 
of war, and all its incidental horrors and oppres- 
sions. What subjects could exist that more im- 
periously call for the expression of public opin- 
ion than these? What subjects more properly 
deserve to give rise to practical results? To 
have done less, on the part of the delegates of 
Maryland, would have evinced a criminal apathy 
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at a moment of general public excitement. To. 
have done less would have argued a torpid insen- 
sibility to the wishes, the grievances, and the 
afflictions of the people. : 

An objection is also intended against the lan- 
guage of the address, that motives are questioned. 
i am persuaded, sir, that upon a nearer and more 
dispassionate view, the objection will vanish. 
However it may combat the policy of measures, 
it is silent upon motives; and if the phraseology, 
as has been remarked by my honorable friend 
from New York, (Mr. Kina,) is not sufficiently 
diluted, it must be ascribed to that dignity of 
feeling which is always éntertained when our 
country’s welfare is at stake, and to that boldness 
of thought with which the anxieties of a free 
people will always inspire those who are in- 
trusted with their confidence. It would have 
been as unnecessary as indecorous to have ques- 
tioned the motives of gentlemen ; and believe me, 
sir, as a just tribute to the Maryland House of 
Delegates, as well as in duty to myself, I must 
say, | know that body would be incapable of a 
studied act of indecorum against this or any other 
department of the Government; or, could it have 
been otherwise, that a different organ must have 
been found to have conveyed to you the address 
than the one that has been selected. 

If it is a fault that epithets of opprobrium have 
been thown out against the Emperor of France, 
and none against the conduct of Great Britain, 
that charge I shal] neither attempt to “ palliate or 
deny ;” and the only justification I shall offer is, 
that the wrongs of France, which are as gigantic 
as: they can be, seem not to be so universally es- 
timated and condemned, as their flagitiousness 
demands, whilst the wrongs of Great Britain are 
conceded on all sides. We know them, we have 
felt them, we wish them not to be covered up. 
But, as on this point there is no difference of 
opinion among us, (except as to the remedy to be 
pursued) the authors of the address would as soon 
have thought of putting into it any threadbare 
maxim, or self-evident proposition, and called it 
novelty, as to have considered it necessary to have 
declared their knowledge of the wrongs of Great 
Britain. Yes, sir, they, as well as we, have felt the 
wrongs of Great Britain—they have indignantly 
felt them, and they wish a similar sensation 
should be excited against equally unjust and 
more atrocious conduct on the part of other foreign 
nations. Not that they wish a war with France, 
but the contrary: because, that, by an exactness 
of conduct and feeling towards each, we might 
have escaped hostilities with either. 

lt is urged that a vote to print this address 
might be construed into an approbation of its con- 
tents. This, surely sir, is not a necessary or a 
fair inference. That it has never been so con- 
strued, appears from the precedents I produced 
this morning; and as the style is entirely within 
the usual Parliamentary limits, I can conceive no 
‘objection against its being printed. It has been 
stated also, that this is the address of a part of the 
Legislature, and therefore an objection will be 
against it. This doctrine, sir, is as novel as er- 


the country. To participate in these, we are no 
suppliants to your grace—we appeal boldly to 
your sense of duty; and if you deny us there, 
we demand itin the name of justice, as our right. 
The established and hitherto defined rights of the 
people, thus exercised by minorities, so far from 
being denied, they must not even be questioned.. 
And whenever the time shall come (which, I 
hope, will not speedily arrive) when these rights 
are attempted to be invaded or trampled on, noth- 
ing will then remain to the minority, but taking: 
the Constitution as their guide, and planting 
themselves behind its ramparts, to triumph in its 


-defence, or perish amidst its ruins. 


I fear, sir, from what has been urged, that an 
erroneous impression may be entertained of the 
source of this address. Allow me, for a moment, 
to explain. The Legislature of Maryland is 
composed of two branches, which are differently 
elected, and for different periods of time. The 
Senate exists for five years; the House of Dele- 
gates are annually elected. The former was ap- 

ointed previous to the declaration of war; the 
atter, being annually appointed, are the true cri- 
terion of the public sentiment. If it is desired to 
know the state of parties in the House of Dele- 
gates, I answer, that more than twelve counties. 
out of nineteen returned, to the two last sessions, 
members opposed to the war. These constituting 
a large majority of the House of Delegates, the 
address came from that body in which the ma- 
jority existed. What were the numbers of the 
attending members at the time the vote passed, 
I know not, norisit material. This address, then, 
comes from the predominant party (if you please). 
in the House of Delegates; and in this I can see 
nothing that detracts from its value or destroys 
its authority. 

Permit me, sir, also to state that, although this 
address is the work of the delegates of the people 
opposed to the war, and was the armor of those 
who always combatted the policy of its declara- 
tion, yet, believe me, it contains a subject, and 
that the most material and interesting part, too,. 
to which, I am persuaded, all parties in the State 
would cheerfully subscribe—i mean, sir, the ex- 
posed and defenceless condition of the State, 
which it portrays in such vivid colors, and the 
earnest petition it prefers to you for some protec- 
tion and succor. This disastrous condition of the 
State is a melancholy fact, that stares all parties- 
in the face, and fills all hearts with anxiety. On 
this point, there is as perfect a coincidence of feel- 
ing as there is concert of action. We all know 
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our unprotected state, and we all wish and ask for 
assistance. We think we ought to have it. 
Much, sir, has been said of the ferocious char- 
acter.of the enemy. The outrages at Hampton ; 
the conflagration at Havre de Gpe, at French- 
town, at Buffalo, and Black Rock have been often 
exhibited to our view to rouse the slumbering ven- 
geance of the nation. Sir, I have nothing to say 
against the just censure of cruel and atrocious con- 
duct. My heart is already filled with the anguish 
that this war has caused it. I am as unconcerned 
atthe epithets of opprobrium which gentlemen 
may please to indulge themselves in against the 
bloody and cruel acts of the enemy, as any of their 
friends are. They may pile contumely and re- 
proach and scorn and curses upon each other 
against the enemy, until the structure is as high 
as the Alps, and I will neither murmur at this 
work, nor rob the edifice of one atom of its ma- 
terials. But, at that moment of fervid feeling, 
when the mind is thus sensitive to every wrong, 
and the heart is glowing with indignation, I make 
my appeal to you in behalf of the exposed inhab- 
itants of Maryland; and I ask you, will you not 
give them some protection against this merciless 
foe? Will you abandon them to the shocking 
embrace of the violator? Will you leave them 
unprotected against the predatory cruelties of this 
relentless enemy? Will you yield up your coun- 
trymen, 
ness and of their subsistence, a resistless prey to 
the fury of an enemy, blackened, from your own 
account, with every crime, and bloody with every 
cruelty, and hateful for every abomination? If, 
with this conviction in your hearts, and these 
expressions on your lips, you withhold from us 
the means of ample and efficient protection, we 
shall consider ourselves as the intended victims 
of a cold blooded, relentless treachery, that hands 
us over to the sacrifice without a pang. Thus 
abandoned to our wretched fate, by those who 
ought to be our guardians ; thus severed from 
their favor, and exiled from their care, we must 
do justice to our own cause, and, in the last resort, 
prepare-to meet the crisis that may arise. Yet, sir, 
Thope that this can never occur 1n our times. Itis 
impossible but that those: who rule us should give 
ear to our complaints,.and grant us the comfort 
weask. A spirit of philanthropy would yield it, 
ifa sense of duty was wanting. And I do trust, 
sir, that on all occasions, when we make our ap- 
peals to the constituted authorities of the country, 
we shall experience in return the combined influ- 
ence of duty, of justice, and of mercy. 
An alarming crisis has been hinted at by the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Gies,) 
as likely to grow out of the heat and animosities 
of party feeling. I submit to the justness of the 
remark, as I have done to many others by which 
L have been instructed, that have fallen from that 
honorable Senator since I have had the pleasure 
of knowing him. It is too true, that bis antici- 
pations are too well founded. With him, I de- 
plore it most sincerely. But, I have nothing to 
reproach myself with on this score. They who 
know me best will acquit me. To put off, and, 


if possible, to prevent the apprehended evil, it is. 
better not to question ancient and established: 


together with the sources of their happi- 


rights too closely—not to graduate them too much. 
with rigid nicety. When pressed to the farthest. 
line of retreat, a jealousy begins to grow, which. 
discloses all its views. On this point, there is no- 
compromise; and, as a Representative of a State, . 
1 can capitulate upon no terms short of full Con- 
stitutional right. 

The question was then taken on the motion to- 
print the memorial, and decided as follows: 

Yeas-——Messrs. Brown, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, . 
German, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Hun-. 
ter, King, Lambert, Mason, Stone, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Campbell, Chace,. 
Condit, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lacock, Leib, Mor-- 
row, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 


Ayes 15, nays 15—so the question was lost. 


Fripay, February 4. 


The Vion Pressan? of the United States at- 
tended. 

Mr. Brown presented the memorial of Thomas 
Cooper and others, citizens of Feliciana parish, 
in the State of Louisiana, praying to be confirmed 
in the possession of certain tracts of land, located 
and improved by them before the cession of 
Louisiapa to the United States, for reasons stated 
at large in the memorial; which was read, and 
referred to a select committee to consist of five 
members, to consider and report thereon by bill 
or otherwise; and Messrs. Brown, Fromenrin, 
ANDERSON, Kine, and Morrow, were appointed 
the committee, 

Mr, Fromenrin presented the petition of Rich- 


ard Relf and others, assignees of the creditors of 
Claude Bougaud, a citizen of the State of Louis- 
iana, an insolvent debtor, representing that among 
the property of the said Bougaud are three seve- 


ral tracts of land in the Mississippi Territory, 
praying the titles thereof to be confirmed, for 
reasons stated at large in the petition; which 
was read, and referred to the committee last men- 
tioned, to consider and report thereon by bill or 
otherwise. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Mary 
Philip Le Duc,” was read the second time, and 
referred to the committee last mentioned. 

The bill to insure uniformity in the manufac- 
ture of arms, and for the better regulation of the 
public armories, was read the second time, 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Daniel Boone,” reported it without amendment. 

The Presipent laid before the Senate the re- 
port of the acting Secretary of the Department 
of Treasury, prepared in conformity with the act 
of March 3, 1809, further to amend the several 
acts for the establishment of the Treasury, War, 
and Navy Departments; which, together with 
the accompanying documents, was read. 

The Presipenr also communicated a report 
from the acting Secretary of the Treasury, ex- 
hibiting the sums respectively paid to each clerk, 
in the several offices of that department, for ser- 


623 


624 


SENATE. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Proceedings. 


Fesroary, 1814. 


vices rendered in the year 1813, made in obedi- 
ence to the provisions of theact of April 21, 1806, 
to regulate and fix the compensation of clerks; 
and the report was read. 

‘The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill concerning patents for useful dis- 
coveries and inventions. 

On ‘the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time? it was determined in the 
negative. 

Tlie Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act to raise five re- 
gimeuts of riflemen,” together with the amend- 
ment reported thereto by the select committee, 
which was agreed to, and the President reported 
the bill to the House accordingly, and the bill 
was ordered to be read a third time as amended. 

On motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to whom was referred, on the 
10th of January, the petition of Alexander Smyth, 
was discharged from the further consideration 
thereof, and it was referred to the Secretary for 
the Department of War. 

On motion, by Mr. Worruinaron, the report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
on the survey of the Virginia military reserva- 
tion, communicated the 19th of January, 1813, 
was referred to Messrs. Brown, FROMENTIN, 
Anperson, Kine, and Morrow, the committee 
this day appointed, to consider and report thereon 
by bill or otherwise. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to authorize the President 
to retain in service certain volunteer corps ;” in 
which bill they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 


Mownpay, February 7. 


The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
to raise five regiments of riflemen,” having been 
reported by the committee correctly engrossed, 
the bill was read the third time as amended, and 
passed ; and on motion, by Mr. Fromentin, the 
title was so amended as to strike out “ five,” and 
insert “ three.” 

Mr. Daceerr presented the memorials of Isaac 
Mills, Joseph Wakeman, and Erastus Hunting- 
ton, and others, citizens of the State of Connecti- 
cut, non-resident proprietors of lands and houses 
in the State of Ohio, on the subject of the direct 
tax; which were read, and referred to the com- 
mittee to whose consideration, on the 24th of 
January, the memorials of William Hart and 
Heury Champion, and others, on the same sub- 
ject, were referred, to consider and report thereon 
by bill or otherwise. 

The Presipenr communicated the report of 
the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, stating 
that the measures which have been authorized 
by the Board subsequent to their last report, of 
the 6th of February, 1813, so far as the same have 
been completed, are fully detailed in the report 


of the acting Secretary of the Treasury to this 
Board, dated the fourth day of the present month, 
and in the statements therein referred to, which 
are herewith transmitted, and prayed to be re- 
ceived as part gf this report; which was read. 

Mr. BurpsoFk presented the petition of John 
Aiken, of Boston, and Pearl Spafford, of Deer 
Island, both in the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts, stating that they were claimants of the sloop 
Traveller. and cargo, which had been seized for 
an alleged violation of the revenue laws; that, 
after appraisement, they gave bond for the amount, 
which they paid upon the vessel and cargo being 
decreed forfeited; and that among the cargo were 
thirteen casks of card wire which had been erro- 
neously appraised, by which they have sustained 
much injury, as stated at large in the petition, 
and praying relief; and the petition was read, 
and referred to a select committee, to consider 
and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. BLepsoz, Varnum, and DAGGETT, were 
appointed the committee. 

Mr. Smit presented the memorial of George 
P. Stephenson and others, merchants and ship- 
owners of Baltimore, praying a bounty may be 
allowed to privateers for vessels of the enemy 
burnt or destroyed, for reasons stated at large in 
the memorial; which was read, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, to consider and 
report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the 
Presicent to retain in service certain volunteer 
corps,” was read the second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to consider 
and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Daniel Boone;” and it was ordered to the third 
reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion submitted on the 2d instant, by Mr. Dana: 
and on the question to agree thereto, it was de- 
‘termined in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 6, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bledsoe, Chace, Daggett, Dana, Fro- 
mentin, German, Giles, Gilman, Goldshorough, Gore, 
Horsey, Howell, Hunter, King, Lacock, Jambert, 
Smith, Turner, Varnum, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Brent, 
Condit, Morrow, and Robinson. $ 

So it was Resolved, That the President of the 
United States be requested to cause to be laid be- 
fore the Senate a statement of the names of the 
individuals selected from American prisoners of 
war, and sent to Great Britain for trial, as men- 
tioned in his Message at the commencement of 
the present session of Congress, and also their 
respective places of residence in the United 
States, with the times when, and the courts 
where, they were admitted to become citizens 
of the United States, and the regiments or corps 
to which they belonged in the service of the Uni- 
ted States when taken by the enemy, and the 
times and places of their being so taken, together 
with copies of any official correspondence respect- 
ing the treatment of prisoners of war, and any 
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The Senate resumed, agreeably to the order of 
the day, the resolution submitted by Mr. Mason 
on the 24th January. 

Mr. Biss, of Georgia, said, that when these 
resolutions should be discussed, he believed he 
could show that they were out of order, and there- 
fore not admissible; but as he was about to pro- 
pose a postponement, he should not raise the ques- 
tion of order. Whenever, he said, it should be 
ascertained by the Executive that Mr. Gallatin 
would not speedily return. it had been in its con- 
templation to appoint a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in his stead. Late circumstances had in- 
duced the impression that his speedy arrival was 
at least doubiful ; and he believed that the Ex- 
ecutive had determined to appoint a Secretary 
for the Department over which that gentleman 
had presided. This was a reason sufficient to in- 
duce the mover of these resolutions to consent 
to postpone their consideration to Monday. If 
a Secretary should not at that time have been 
nominated, the resolutions might be taken up, 
and Mr. B. said he would submit the question of 
order to which he had before adverted. But he 
had, on his part, no sort of doubt the alleged va- 
cancy in the Treasury would in the meantime 
be filled. 

Mr. Mason expressed his earnest desire that 
these resolutions should be taken up at an early 
day. The postponement to this day had been 
made at the suggestion of the gentleman who 
now moved a further postponement, and nearly 
for the same reasons as were now assigned. The 
subject Mr. M. conceived to be all important— 
the more so as an opinion had been publicly ex- 
pressed on this floor, when a motion was made to 
postpone (a day or two ago), that the office of 
Secretary of the Treasury was vacant. That 
opinion he believed was entertained by many; 
and, if the fact were so, it was time that something 
should be done on the subject. As to the alleged 
intention to appoint a Secretary of the Treasury, 
he did not know that it ought to have weight at 
all—the object of his motion being to declare the 
Constitutional law on this subject. Ifthis motion 
was persisted in, Mr. M. said he must enter gen- 
erally into the subject, to show why it should 
not prevail. As he was unwilling, however, to 
enter incidentally into a subject of this magni- 
tude, if the gentleman would vary his motion to 
an carlier day, he would consent to the postpone- 
ment. ` 

After some conversation across the House, be- 
tween Messrs. Mason and Bing, in an under- 
tone, Mr. Bin varied his motion for postpone- 
ment to Friday ; and the motion was agreed to, 
nem. con. 


_ 


Turspay, February 8. 


The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Dan- 
iel Boone,” was read a third time, and passed. 
On motion, by Mr. Kine, Richard Ward had 
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On motion, by Mr. Gotpsnorouay, the bill, 
entitled “An act to authorize the transmission of 
certain documents free of postage,” was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. Kine presented the memorial of George 
Lewis and others, citizens of the State of New 
York, non-resident proprietors of lands and houses 
in the State of Ohio, on the subject of the direct 
tax; which was read, and referred to the com- 
mittee, who, on the 24th of January last, had un- 
der consideration the memorial of William Hart 
and others, to consider and report thereon by bill 
or otherwise. i 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill forthe better 
organizing, paying, and supplying the Army of 
the United States, together with the amendments 
reported thereto by the select committee; and, 
after debate, the further consideration thereof 
was postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. Brenv, from the committee appointed on 
the subject, reported a bill to incorporate a fire 
insurance company in the town of Alexandria, 
in the District of Columbia; and the bill was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 


Wepnespay, February 9. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act attaching to the Canton 
district, in the State of Ohio, the tract of land ly- 
ing between the foot of the rapids of the Miami 
of Lake Erie, and the Connecticut Western Re- 
serve;” a bill, entitled “An act to compensate 
Michael Hogan for the occupation of, and dam- 
ages done to his house, by a detachment of Uni- 
ted States troops ;” a bill, entitled “An act for the 
relief of William Piatt ;” a bill, entitled “An act 
giving pensions to the orphans and widows of 
persons slain in the public and private armed ves- 
sels of the United States;” a bill, entitled “An 
act giving further time to purchasers of public 
lands to complete their payments ;” a bill, enti- 
tled “An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An act 
laying duties on notes of banks, bankers, and cer- 
tain companies; on notes, bonds, and obligations, 
discounted by banks, bankers, and certain com- 
panies, and on bills of exchange of certain deserip- 
tions ;” also, a bill, entitled “An act to satisfy the 
claim of Mary Wells, executrix of William 
Wells.” They have also passed a resolution, 
“ directing a sword to be presented to the nearest 


i 
male relative of midshipman John Clark,” in 
which bills and resolution they request the con» 
currence of the Senate. 

The seven bills and resolution last brought up 
for concurrence were read, and passed to the sec- 
ond reading. i 

The bill to incorporate a fire insurance com- 

pany in the town of Alexandria, in the District 
of Columbia, was read the second time. 
On motion, by Mr. Hunter, it was agreed, that 
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State of Georgia, and authorizing the establish- 
ment of a government in the Mississippi Terri- 
tory, in obedience to the provisions of the act 
supplemental to the last mentioned act,” be post- 
poned to, and made the order of the day for, to- 
morrow. 


Tuurspay, February 10. 


Mr. GaiLLarp, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported, in part, a bill authorizing the 
President of the United States to cause to be built, 
equipped, and employed, one or more floating 
batteries for the defence of the waters of the 
United States ; and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Wortuinaron, the Com- 
mittce on Military Affairs, to whom was referred, 
on the 31st January, the petition of Daniel Pet- 
tibone, were discharged from the further con- 
sideration thereof; and the petition was referred 
to the Secretary for the Department of War, to 
consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

Ordered, That a member be added to the com- 
mittee appointed on the 9th of December, on so 
much of the Message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States as relates to military affairs, in place 
of Mr. Camesuiy; and Mr. Samrru was elected. 

The Presivenr communicated the reports of 
the Postmaster General, relative to public con- 
tracts, and the salaries of the clerks of that de- 
partment; and the reports were read. 

The bill, entitled “An act attaching to the Can- 
ion district, in the State of Ohio, the tract of land 
lying between the foot of the rapids of the Miami 
of Lake Erie, and the Connecticut Reserve,” was 
read the second time, and referred to the com- 
mittee appointed the 4th instant, on the petition 
of Thomas Cooper and others, to consider and 
report thereon. ; f 

The bill, entitled “An act for giving further 
time to purchasers of public lands to complete 
their payments,” was read the second time, and 
teferred to the committee last mentioned, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act to compensate Mi- 
chael Hogan for the occupation of, and damages 
done to his house, by a detachment of United 
States troops,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
consider and report thereon. i 

`The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Wil- 
liam Piatt,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to the committee last mentioned, to con- 
sider and report thereon. . 

The bill, entitled “An act to satisfy the claim 
of Mary Wells, executrix of William Wells,” 
was read the second time, and referred to the 
same committee, to consider and report thereon. 


giving pensions to 


report thereon; and Messrs. Bres, Kina, and 
SMITH, were appointed the committee. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to provide for the return 
to their own districts of vessels detained by the 
embargo in districts other than those where they 
are respectively owned or belong ;” also, a reso- 
lution, “appointing a committee on their part to 
join such coinmittee as the Senate may appoint, 
to ascertain when the two Houses can be ad- 
journed without detriment to the public service ;” 
in which bill and resolution they request the con- 
currence of the Senate. i 

The bill last brought up for concurrence, was 
read and passed to the second reading. 

The resolution for a joint committee was read, 
and passed to a second reading. i 

On motion, by Mr. GarLtarp, the resolution 
directing a sword to be presented to the nearest 
male relative of Midshipman John Clark was 
read the second and third times by consent, and 
passed unanimously. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to carry into 
effect the report made to Congress in February, 
1803, by James Madison, then Secretary of State ; 
Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury; and 
Levi Lincoln, Attorney General of the United 
States, commissioners, appointed in pursuance of 
the act, entitled “An act for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, and 
authorizing the establishment of a government 
in the Mississippi Territory,” in obedience to the 
provisions of the act supplemental to the last 
mentioned act. 

And an amendment having been agreed to, on 
motion, the further consideration of the bill was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to insure uniformity in the man- 
ufacture of arms, and for the better regulation of 
the public armorics;” and, on the question, Shall 
this bill be engrossed and read a third time? it 
was determined in the negative. 


Fripay, February 12. 

On motion, by Mr. Worruineron, the further 
consideration of the bill for the better organizing, 
paying, and supplying the Army of the United 
States, was postponed to, and made the order of 
the day for, Monday next. 
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Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act for giving further time to 
purchascrs of public lands to complete their pay- 
ments, reported it with an amendment, which 
was considered and adopted; and, on motion, by 
Mr. Morrow, it was agreed to reconsider the last 
vote; and the reported amendment was rejected. 
The bill was then ordered to be read a third time, 

The Prusipynt communicated a letter from 
Gzorce W. Campse, notifying the resignation 
of his seat in the Senate; which was read, and 
on motion, by Mr. Anverson, the President was 
requested to notify the Executive of the State of 
Tennessee of his resignation. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee appointed to 
consider the subject, reported a bill for the relief 
of David Porter, a Commander in the Navy of 
the United States, and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution, brought up-yesterday, on the sub- 
ject of adjournment of the two Houses of Con- 
gress; and, on motion, it was read a second and 
third time by consent, and concurred in, and 
Messrs. ANDERSON, Bins, and Turner, appointed 
the committee on their part. 

The bill, entitled “An act to provide for the re- 
turn to their own districts of vessels detained by 
the embargo in districts other than those where 
they are respectively owned or belong,” was read 
the second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to consider aod report thereon. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to carry into 
effect the report made to Congress in February, 
1803, by James Madison, then Secretary of State ; 
Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury ; and 
Levi Lincoln, Attorney General of the United 
States, commissioners, appointed in pursuance of 
the act, entitled “An act for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, and 
authorizing the establishment of a Government 
in the Mississippi Territory,” in obedience to the 
provisions of the act supplemental to the last 
mentioned act. 

On motion, by Mr. Morrow, to amend the bill, 
by inserting, in’ section 4, line 19, after the word 
“aforesaid,” the following: 

“Except that certificates, bearing interest as pro- 
posed in the said report, shall not be granted to the 
claimants, or any of them; but the indemnification 
which the said claimants may receive shall be in lands ; 
or, in lieu thereof, and at their option, they may re- 
ceive certificates without interest, not exceeding in 
amount the sum of $5,000,000, agreeably to the prop- 
ositions contained in the aforesaid report.” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 12, 
nays 13, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Condit, Gaillard, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Taylor, 
Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Nays—Mesars. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsbor- 
ough, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, King, Lambert, Ma- 
son, Smith, and Wells. 

On motion, the further consideration of the 
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bill was postponed to, and made the order of the 


day for, Monday next. 5 

Mr. Daceetr submitted the following motion 
for consideration : 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
lives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assembled, That, of the two hundred copies of the 
public journals of the Senate and of the House of 
Representatives of the present and every future Con- 
gress, commencing with the present session, and of 
the documents published under the orders of the Sen- 
ate and of the House of Representatives respectively, 
directed, by a resolution of Congress, passed at the 
present session, to be printed, there shall be trans- 
mitted to each of the judges of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and to each judge of a district court 
of the United States, in like manner as the acts of 
Congress are transmitted to the Executives of the sev- 
eral States, one copy of those which, by the aforesaid 
resolution, are directed to be deposited in the Library of 
the United States, subject to the future disposition of 
Congress. 


Monpay, February 14. 

Gronce M. Bins, from the State of Kentucky, 
attended. i 

The Presipent communicated the protest of 
the Legislative Council of Indiana Territory 
against the powcr which the present Governor has 
assumed to divide the Territory into Council Dis- 
tricts, without being thereto authorized by law; 
which was read. 

The bill for the relief of David Porter, a Com- 
mander in the Navy of the United States, was 
read the second time. 

The resolution authorizing the transmission of 
a copy of the public journals and documents of 
the Senate and House of Representatives to each 
of the judges of the Supreme and district courts 
of the United States, was read the second time, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. Goru presented the petition of Daniel 
Hastings, in behalf of himself and Joseph Hast- 
ings, and Gilman Collamore, all of Boston, in 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, stating 
that they were owners of sundry goods, wares, 
and merchandise, imported from England, in the 
brig Hector, and destined for Amelia island, but 
that, by stress of weather, the said brig was com- 
pelled to enter the port of Bath for repairs and 
provisions, where the said cargo was seized and 
condemned without a hearing, of which they 
were deprived by unavoidable casualties, and 
praying relief; and the petition was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to consider and report thereon by bill or other- 
wise. 

The bill for giving further ‘time to purchasers 
of public lands to complete their payments was 
read a third time and passed. $ 

The Senate resumed, as ia Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to carry into 
effect the report made to Congress in February, 
by James Madison, then Secretary of State; Al- 
bert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury; and 
Levi Lincoln, Attorney General of the United 
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States, commissioners, appointed in pursuance of 
the act, entitled “An act for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, and 
authorizing the establishment of a government 
in the Mississippi Territory,” in obedience to the 
provisions of the act supplemental to the last 
mentioned act. 

On motion, the bill was recommitted to a select 
committee, to consist of five members, farther to 
consider and report thereon; and Messrs. Gors, 
Mason, TayLor, Hunter, and Brent, were 
appointed. 

On motion, by Mr. Mason, the motion sub- 
mitted to him on the 24th January, in relation to 
the Department of Treasury, was postponed 

_ indefinitely. 

Mr. Mason submitted the following motion 
for consideration : 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire in what cases the President of the United States 
may, consistently with the Constitution, be authorized 
by law to appoint persons, without the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to perform the duties of the Secre- 
tary of State; of the Secretary of the Treasury; of 
the Secretary of War; and of the Secretary of the 
Navy. And, also, to inquire whether it be necessary 
or expedient to repeal or amend the act of the 8th of 
May, 1792, entitled “An act making alterations in the 
Treasury and War Departments ;” and the act of the 
18th of February, 1795, amending the aforesaid act, 
and that said committee report by bill or otherwise.” 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to incorporate a fire insurance 
company in the town of Alexandria; and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill authorizing the President of the Uni- 
ted States to cause to be built, equipped, and em- 
ployed, one or more floating batteries for the de- 
fence of the waters of the United States, was 
read the second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

A message from the [louse of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to continue in force ‘An 
act to raise ten additional companies of rangers,” 
in which they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Surry, a member was added 
to the committee on the petition of the President 
and Directors of the Bank of the Metropolis, in 
place of Mr. CAMPBELL, and Mr. GORE was 
elected. i 

Mr. Daccett presented the memorial of George 
Richards, and others, non-resident proprietors of 
lands and houses in the State of Ohio, on the sub- 
ject of direct taxes.—Referred to the committee 
appointed the 24th of January, who have under 
consideration the several petitions heretofore pre- 
sented on the same subject, to consider and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Gries presented the petition of Thomas 
Janney, and others, praying an act of incorpora- 
tion, under the title of the “ Columbia Manufac- 


turing Company,” for reasons stated at large in 
the petition; which was read, and referred to a 
select committee to consider and report thereon 
by bill or otherwise ; and Messrs. Gites, BRENT, 
and Horsey, were appointed the committee, _ 

Mr. Wortuincron, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, 
entitled “An act for the relief of William Piatt.” 
reported it without amendment, and the bill was 
ordered to the third reading. ` 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED TATES: 

To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

At the request of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
conveyed through the Government of that State, I 
transmit to Congress copies of its resolutions of the 
18th ultimo. 

JAMES MADISON. 

Fesnvanry 14, 1814, 


The Message on the resolutions of the Penn- 
sylvania Legislature, together with the resolu- 
tions, were read. 

Mr. Kine presented the petition of Samuel 
Augustus Barker, of New York, stating that he 
entered the Army at a very carly period of the 
Revolutionary war ; that he served therein until 
the year 1782, in various grades, when domestic 
concerns compelled him to resign; and that he 
hath not since received his seven years’ pay as a 
captain, and in commutation of half pay, and 
praying redress, as is stated at large in the peti- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to consider and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise. 

On motion, by Mr. Smirn, a select committee, 
to consist of five members, was appointed on so 
much of the Message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, at the commencement of the session, 
as relates to the militia thereof, to consider and 
report thereon by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. 
SMITH, VARNUM, ANDERSON, Bigs, of Kentucky, 
and GILEs, were appointed the committee. 


Tugspax, February 15. 
Mr. Biensoe presented certain resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Kentucky, ex- 
pressive of their confidence in the administration 


Jof the General Government, and approbatory of 


the measures pursued; and the resolutions were 
read. 

` Mr. BLepsoe also presented the memorial and 
resolutions of that Legislature, relative to the di- 
vision line between the State of Kentucky and 
of Tennessee, and praying such provisions as 
may be necessary for the purpose of regulating 
the jurisdiction and prescribing the mode of pro- 
ceeding in cases of controversy between the dif- 
ferent States; which were read. 

Mr. Giles called up the report of the Secretary 
for the Department of War, made 14th July, 
1813, on the memorial of William Tatham; 
which was read, and referred, together with cer- 
tain papers accompanying it, to a select commit- 
tee, to consider and report thereon by bill or 
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otherwise ; and Messrs. Gites, SMITH, and Kina,| The bill, entitled “An act to establish the 
were appointed the committee. | mode of Jaying off the Territory of Indiana into 

The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force | districts, for the election of its members of the 
the ‘Act to raise ten additional companies of | Legislative Council,” was read the second time. 
rangers,” was read the second time. The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 

The motion submitted yesterday by Mr. Ma- | James Crawford,” was read the second time, and 
son for consideration was resumed ; and, on mo- | referred to the committee appeinted the 4th in- 
tion, by Mr. Gors, Messrs. Mason, GiLes, and | stant on the petition of Thomas Cooper, and 
Kine, were appointed the committee proposed. | others, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Worrtatneton, from the Committee on| On motion, by Mr. Dana, the bill concerning 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, | field officers of the militia and officers of the staff 
entitled “An act to authorize the President to! was referred to the committee appointed the 14th 
retain inservice certain volunteer corps,” report- | instant on so much of the Message of the Presi- 
ed it with amendments, which were considered | dent of the United States as relates to the militia 
as in Committee of the Whole, and adopted ; and | thereof, to consider and report thereon. 


the President reported the bill to the Senate ac-| The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
cordingly ; and the bill was ordered to be read a | Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled 
third time as amended. “An act to continue in force ‘An act to raise ten 


A message from the House of Representa- | additional companies of rangers ;” and, no amend- 
tives informed the Senate that the House have | ment having been proposed, the bill was ordered 
passed a bill, entitled “An act to establish the | to the third reading. 
mode of laying off the Territory of Indiana into} The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
districts, for the election of its members of the; Whole, the bill for the relief of David Porter, a 
Legislative Council” also, a bill, entitled “An ; Commander in the Navy of the United States ; 
act for the relief of James Crawford;” in which | and, on motion, by Mr. Brown, it was agreed 
bills they request the concurrence of the Senate. | that the bill be recommitted; and Messrs. Brown, 

The two bills last brought up for concurrence | ANDERSon, and Daccerr, were appointed the 
were read, and passed to the second reading. committee, further to considerand report thereon. 

The bill to incorporate a fire insurance com-| Mr, Kina, from the committee to whom was 
pany in the town of Alexandria, in the District | referred the bill, entitled “An act to amend the 
of Columbia, was read a third time; and,on mo- | act, entitled ‘An act laying dutics on notes of 
tion, by Mr. Brent, was amended by unanimous | banks, bankers, and certain companies; on notes, 
consent, and passed. bonds, and obligations, discounted by banks, 

The joint resolution authorizing the transmis- | bankers, and certain companies; and on bills of 
sion of a copy of ‘the public journals and docu- | exchange of certain descriptions,” reported it 
ments of the Senate and House of Representa- | without amendment; and the further considera- 
tives to each of the judges of the Supreme and | tion thereof was postponed to Monday next. 
district courts of the United States, was reada| Mr. Taytor, from the committee to whom 
third time, and passed. was referred the bill, entitled “An act to provide 

The bill authorizing the President of the Uni- | for the return to their own districts of vessels 
ted States to cause to be built, equipped, and em- | detained by the embargo in districts other than 
ployed, one or more floating batteries for the de- | those where they are respectively owned or be- 
fence of the waters of the United States, was | long,” reported it without amendment. And the 
yead a third time, and passed. bill was considered as in Committee of the 

The bill for the relief of David Porter,a Com- | Whole, and amended; and, on motion, by Mr. 
mander in the Navy of the United States, was | Dana, to further amend the bill, it was agreed to 
resumed ; and, after debate, postponed until to- | take this question by yeas and nays; and, on 
morrow. motion, by Mr. TAYLOR, the further considera- 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of| tion thereof was postponed until to-morrow. 
William Piatt,” was read a third time, and| A message from the House of Representatives 
passed. - informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Henry 
Fanning ;” in which bill they request the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 


Wepnespay, February 16. 


The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
to authorize the President to retain in service 
certain volunteer corps,” was read a third time 
as amended; and further amended by consent, 
and passed with amendments; and, on motion, Tuurspay, February 17. 
by Mr. Worrurneron, the title was amended,} The bill for the relief of John Cshoone and 
by striking out the words “retain in,” and insert- | others was read the second time. 7 
ing, in lieu thereof, * receive into.” The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 

Mr. HUNTER, from the committee appointed to | Henry Fanning,” was read the second time. 
consider the subject, reported a bill for the relief The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
of John Cahoone, and others, and the bill was | Whole, the consideration of the bill for the better 
read, and passed to the second reading. organizing, paying, and supplying, the Army of 
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the United States; and, the bill having been | praying a revision of the laws for the collection 


amended, the further consideration thereof was 
postponed until to-morrow. i , 

The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force 
an act to raise ten additional companies of ran- 
gers,” was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion, by Mr. Tay or, the further con- 
sideration of the bill, entitled “An act to provide 
for the return to their own districts of vessels 
detained by the embargo in districts other than 
those where they are respectively owned or be- 
long,” was postponed to Monday next. 

Mr. Cxacg, from the committee appointed on 
the subject, reported a bill for-the relief of Sim- 
eon Knight; and the bill was read, and passed to 
the second reading. 


Fripay, February 18. 


Mr. GiLes presented the petition of John G. 
Cunow, acting in behalf of the directors of the 
missionary concerns of the Society of the Uni- 
ted Brethren, stating that this society have been 
at great expense and trouble to instil into the 
aborigines of America the principles of Chris- 
tianity ; that their labors have not been altogether 
unsuccessful ; that a scttlement of Indians was 
effected under their auspices in Canada, on the 
river Retrench or Thames, where civilization 
and religion were producing the happiest effects; 
but, by the entrance of the Army of the United 


and Mechanics’ Bank of Georgetown, praying 
an act of incorporation, for reasons stated at 
large in the petition; which was read, and re 
ferred to the committee appointed on the petition 
of the President and Directors of the Bank of the 
Metropolis, to consider and report thereon by bill 
or otherwise. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the relief of John Cahoone 
and others; and it was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 


Monpay, February 21. 


The bill for the relief of John Cahoone and 
others, was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. Gore presented the petition of Stephen 
Glover, of Boston, praying to be released from 
penalties and forfeitures incurred by an alleged 
violation of the non-importation laws, for rea- 
sons stated at large in the petition; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee ou Foreign 


States into their village, under the command of | Relations, to consider and report thereon by bill 


Major General Harrison, the melancholy sight 
was presented to the missionary and the inhabi- 
tants of the total destruction of their houses and 
other improvements, the labor of years, by that 


| or otherwise. 


Mr. Taywor, from the committee to whom 
was recommitied the bill to carry into effect the 
report made to Congress in February, 1803, by 


army, and praying indemnification; and the pe-| James Madison, then Secretary of State; Albert 


tition was read, and ordered to be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. Horsey, from the committee appointed to 
consider the subject, reported a bill to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to subscribe, in 
behalf of the United States, for seven hundred 
and fifty shares in the capital stock of the Ches- 
apeake and Delaware Canal Company; and the 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. WORTHINGTON, the further 
consideration of the bill for the better organizing, 
paying, and supplying the Army of the United 
States, was postponed to Monday next. 

The bill for the relief of Simeon Knight was 
read the second time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act to establish the 
mode of laying off the Territory of Indiana into 
districts, for the election of its members of the 
Legislative Council ;” and it was ordered to the 
third reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Henry Fanning,” was resumed; and, on motion, 
by Mr. German, referred to a select committee, 
to consider and report thereon ; and Messrs. GER- 


MAN, Varnum, and ANDERSON, were appointed ! 


the committee. 
_ Mr. Gixes presented the memorial of the jus- 
tices of the peace for the District of Columbia, 


Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury, and Levi 
Lincoln, Attorney General of the United States, 
commissioners, appointed in pursuance of the 
act, entitled “An act for an amicable settlement 
of limits with the State of Georgia, and author- 
izing the establishment of a government in the 
Mississippi Territory,” in obedience to the pro- 
visions of the act supplemental to the last men- 
tioned act, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. WorTHINGTON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported the bill, entitled “An 
act to compensate Michael Hogan for the occu- 
pation of, and damages done to, his house by a 
detachment of United States’ troops,” with 
amendments, 

Mr. Wortuineron, from the same committee, 
also reported the bill, entitled “An act to satisfy 
the claim of Mary Wells, executrix of William 
Wells,” with amendments. 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to subscribe, in behalf of the United 
States, for seven huadred and fifty shares in the 
capital stock of the Chesapeake and Delaware 
Canal Company, was read the second time. 

Mr. Gites presented the petition of John 
Thompson, praying interest may be allowed him 
on the balance of an account awarded in his 


favor by the accounting officers of the Treasury, 
agreeably to the act of May 8, 1812; and the pe- 
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The bill, entitled “An act to provide for the 
return to their own districts of vessels detained 
by the embargo ‘in districts other than those where 
they are respectively owned or belong,” was re- 
sumed as in Committee of the Whole, and post- 
poned until to-morrow. 

Mr. GıLes gave notice that to-morrow he should 
ask leave to bring in a bill to amend the act, en- 
titled “An act to provide for calling forth the 
militia to execute the laws of the Union, sup- 
press insurrections, and repel invasions.” 

The bill, entitled “An act to establish the 
mode of laying off the Territory of Indiana into 
districts, for the election of its members of the 
Legislative Council,” was read a third time, and 

assed. 

The bill for the relief of Simeon Knight was 
resumed as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act to satisfy the 
claim of Mary Wells, executrix of William 
Wells,” together with the amendments reported 
thereto by the select committee; and, on the 
question, Shall the amendments be engrossed, 
and the bill read a third time as amended? it 
was determined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 
14, as follows: 

Yeas--Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bled- 
soo, Brent, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Tait, Taylor, 
and Worthington. 

Nays—Messrs. Condit, Daggett, Dana, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Gore, Howell, King, J.ambert, Mason, 
Turner, Varnum, and Wells. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act to compensate 
Michael Hogan for the occupation of, and dama- 
ges done to, his house, by a detachment of Uni- 
ted States’ troops,” together with the amend- 
ments reported thereto by the select committee. 

On the question, Shall the amendments be en- 
grossed, and this bill be read a third time as 
amended? Mr. German moved that the further 
consideration thereof be postponed to the first 
Monday in December next; which was deter- 
mined in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. WoRTHINGTON, that the 
further consideration thereof be postponed until 
to-morrow, it was determined in the negative; 
and, the question recurring, Shall the amend- 
ments be engrossed and this bill be read a third 
time as amended ? it was determined in the neg- 
ative. 

The PresipeENT communicated a letter from 
Alexander Smyth, together with sundry docu- 
ments. 


Mr. GarLLaRD, from the Committee on Naval ; 


Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, entitled 
“An act giving pensions to the orphans and wid- 
ows of persons slain in the public or private 
armed vessels of the United States,” reported it 
without amendment. 


amendment. 


Tuespay, February 22. 


The bill for the relief of Simeon Knight was 
read a third time ; and, after debate, the further 
consideration thereof was postponed until to- 
morrow. 

The Presipent communicated the general ac-. 
count of the Treasurer of the United States, from 
October 1, 1812, to October 1, 1813; as, also, the 
accounts of the War and Navy Departments for 
the same period, together with the reports of the 
accounting officers of the Treasury thereon; 
which were read. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to authorize the issuing 
of Treasury notes for the service of the year 
1814.” in which bill they request the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. Gites asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill to amend the aet, entitled “An act to 
provide for calling forth the militia to execute 
the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, 
and repel: invasions ;” and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Buzpsos, the memorial and 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
Kentucky, relative to the division line between 
that State and the State of Tennessee, presented 
the 15th instant, was referred to a select commit- 
‘tee to consist of five members, to consider and 
report thereon by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. 
Burpsor, Gives, Anperson, Dacaert, and 
Kina, were appointed the committee. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the ` 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to provide for the return to their own districts 
of vessels detained by the embargo in districts 
other than those where they are respectively 
owned or belong;” and, on the question to-agree 
to the amendment proposed by Mr. Dana the 16th. 
instant, as follows: “Provided always, That noth- 
ing contained in this act, or in the act aforesaid, 
shall be construed to prevent the people of any 
one State from carrying on trade between places: 
within the same State” it was determined inthe 
negative—yeas 7, nays 12, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Gore; Hun- 
ter, Lambert, and Mason. 
| Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bledsoe, Condit, Giles, 
| Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Var- 
| num, and Worthington. 


eee 


On motion, by Mr. Mason, to strike out, of 
section 4, line 6, “ on public account,” and insert, 
in lieu thereof, “ being the property of the United. 
States,” it was determined in the negalive—yeas 
10, nays 13, as follows: 

Yeras—Messrs. Anderson, Daggett, Dana, Gilman, 
Gore, King, Lambert, Mason, Smith, and Stone. 
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_Naxs—Measrs. Bledsoe, Brent, Chase, Condit, Ger- 
man, Giles, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Robinson, Tait, 
Taylor, and Varnum. 

And the bill having been amended, the Presi- 
dent reported it to the House accordingly, and 
it was ordered to be read a third time as amended. 


Wennespay, February 23. 


The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
to provide for the return to their own districts of 
vessels detained by the embargo in districts other 
than those where they are respectively owned or 
belong,” was read a third time as amended, and 
passed. 

Mr. Gore presented the petition of John S. 
Trott and Martin Blake, of Boston, praying to 
be released from the penalties and forfeitures 
incurred by an alleged violation of the non-im- 
portation laws, for reasons stated at large in the 
petition; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to consider and 
report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

On motion, by Mr. Gruzs, the committee who 
have under consideration the report of the Sec- 
retary for the Department of War, on the me- 


morial of William Tatham, were discharged from | 


the further consideration thereof, and it was re- 
ferred, together with certain papers accompany- 
ing it, to the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom the 
bill, entitled “An act attaching to the Canton dis- 
trict, in the State of Ohio, the tract of land lying 
between the foot of the Rapids of the Miami of 
Lake Erie and the Connecticut Reserve ;” re- 
ported it without amendment. 

The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the issu- 
ing. of Treasury notes for the service of the year 
1814,” was read the second time, and referred to 
a select committee, to consist of five members, to 
consider and report thereon; and Messrs, SMITH, 
Tayor, Kine, Tarr, and ANDERSON, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

The bill to amend the act,.entitled “An act to 
provide for calling forth the militia to execute 
the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and 
repel invasions,” was read the second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Militia of the 
United States, to consider and report thereon. 

The third reading of the bill for the relief of 
Simeon Knight was resumed: and, on motion, 
by Mr. Cuace, the further consideration thereof 
Was postponed until Monday next. 

.On motion by Mr. 'Taytor, the further consid- 
eration of the bill, entitled “An act laying duties 
on notes of banks, bankers, and certain com- 
panies; on notes, bonds, and obligations, dis- 
counted by banks, bankers, and certain compa- 
nies ; and on bills of exchange of certain descrip- 
tions,” was postponed until Monday next. 

. The bill for the better organizing, paying, and 
supplying, the Army of the United States, was 
resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, and fur- 
ther amended, and an additional amendment hav- 
ing been proposed, it was agreed that the further 


the bill 


fi 
consideration of 
morrow. _ 

On motion, that the Senate adjourn, it was de- 
termined in the affirmative—yeas 12, nays 6, as 
| follows : l 

Yeas—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Chace, Condit, 
Gilman, Horsey, Howell, Lambert, Mason, Morrow, 
| Robinson, Tait, and Wells. 
| _Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, German, Gore, Smith, 
| Varnum, and Worthington. 


So the Senate was adjourned to 11 o’clock to- 
morrow morning. > 


be postponed until to- 


Tuespay, February 24. 


Mr. Smitu, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported the bill to amend 
| the act, entitled “An act to provide for calling 
i forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, 
suppress insurrections, and repel invasions,” with- 
out amendment. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to carry into 
effect the report made to Congress in February, 
1803, by James Madison, then Secretary of State ; 
Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury; and 

i Levi Lincoln, Attorney General of the United 
! States, commissioners, appointed in pursuance of 
the act, entitled “An act for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, and 
! authorizing the establishment of a government in 
j the Mississippi Territory,” in obedience to the 
; provisions of the act supplemental to the last 
‘ mentioned act, together with the amendments 
| reported thereto by the select committee; and, 
| having agreed to the amendments with further 
| amendment, the President reported the bill to the 
House accordingly ; and, on the question, Shall! 
| this bill be engrossed and read a third time as 
| amended ? it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 23, nays 5, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs Bibb of Kentucky, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Brown, Condit, Daggett, Fromentin, German, Giles, 
Gilman, Gore, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, King, Lam- 
bert, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Taylor, Var- 
num, and Wells. 

Naxys—Messrs. Gaillard, Lacock, Tait, Turner, and 
Worthington. 


Fripay, February 25. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the better organizing, paying, 
and supplying the Army of the United States; 
and the bill having been further amended the 
President reported it to the House accordingly ; 
and it was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time as amended. 

Mr. Fromentin, from the committee, reported 
the bill to carry into effect the report made to 
| Congress in February, 1803, by James Madison, 
then Secretary of State; Albert Gallatin, Secre- 
tary of the Treasury ; and Levi Lincoln, Attor- 
ney General of the United States, commissioners, 
| appointed in pursuance of the act, entitled “An 
act for an amicable settlement of limits with the 
State of Georgia, and authorizing the establish- 
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ment of a government in the Mississippi T'erri- | and a half feet diameter, for which, under his first 
tory,’ in obedience to the provisions of the act j patent, he charged thirty dollars, he now demands 
supplemental to the last mentioned act, correctly three hundred dollars; for those of six feet, for which 
engrossed. i he formerly received forty dollars, he now charges five 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was | hundred and twenty dollars; and for a pair of seven 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of | feet stones, his demand is seven hundred and thirty- 


James Crawford,” reported it amended. five dollars. Fora mill (now building) to run five 
: pair of stones of seven fect diameter, his demand is 
PATENT RIGHTS. three thousand six hundred and seventy-five dollars, 


Mr. Sarru, from the committee to whom was for which, under his former patent, he would only have 
referred the memorial of Isaac McPherson and | demanded two hundred dollars. 
others, on the subject of the patent granted to | The memorialists have produced proof to show that 
Oliver Evans, under the act of the 21st January, | the said Evans is not the original inventor of any of 
1808, entitled “An act for the relief of Oliver | the machinery specified in his patent, to wit: that the 


Evans.” made a report; which was read. The principles of the elevator have been known for ages, 
report is as follows : one particularly in Manier years, through their ue in 
è 3 . e well known operation of the chain pump. That 

That in the year 1787, Oliver Evans obtained from | tho hopperboy eee invented by Christian Stonffer, and 
the States of Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland, | ysed in the mills of his father, brother, and others prior 
laws vesting him with the exclusive right to use, in | to the year 1775. That ie mro of Gondustor was 
those States, the elevator and hopperboy, being inven- | invented and used by Jonathan Ellicot, prior to the 
tions or improvements claimed to have been made by | Jate of the first patent obtained by the said Evans in 
him in the process of the art of manufacturing flour. | 1799, Tt is admitted by the said Evans that he is not 
That, in the year 1790, he obtained a patent under | the original inventor of any of the principles of the 
the laws of the United States for the elevator and hop- | machines specified in his patent, but that he is the in- 
perboy, and also for the screw or conductor, an addi- | ventor of improvements therein, and that has combined 
tional improvement in the art, claimed also as his in- | and applied the whole to operate their present useful 
vention and improvement; that for fourteen years (the effects; that is to say, that he invented the leather 
ferm ol mis ra patent) be Continued to hoe eae strap, and improved and applied the principles of the 
nearly all the persons employed in the art of manufac- h Towi i : 
nie iout, PR thirty to forty dollars (being the chain pump to the purposes now in use for his elevator ; 


; A Ma that he has improved the hopper machine, now called 
a in wee aie for the use of | the hopperboy ; and that he has made some useful im- 


re : ments in the conducto: dh ied it t 
That, about three years after the expiration of his ear pces specified in his ice ree 
patent, to wit? in the year 1807, a suit, pending in | have submitted proof to show that the elevator, by a 
the court of Pennsylvania, was decided against him, | strap, had been in use in the year 1786, in the mill of 
“on the ground that his patent was deficient in form, | Marshal and Stroud, near the residence of the said 
and, therefore, invalid.” It is, however, believed by 


: Sapa a: Y | Evans, which had been seen by him, and that, in con- 
your committee, that its invalidity was unknown until sequence, they, Marshal and Stroud, had been exempted 
after the trial; and that nearly all engaged in the | from payment for the use of the elevator and hopper- 
manufacturing of flour, during the term of his patent, | boy, under the acts of Pennsylvania, Delaware, and 
had paid. A plea, however, was made by the said Maryland. 

Oliver Evans, to wit: that little benefit had arisen to 


: x t f the defici in fi The committee are of opinion, that the act for the 
him from his patent, because of the deficiency in form | relief of Oliver Evans was an act of benevolence which 
thereof; and Congress, in consequence, passed a law, 


i, A Congress werc under no obligation to grant, his patent 
dated 21st January, 1808, “for the relict of Oliver having expired nearly three years ; that it could not 
Evans ;”’ thereby granting to the said Evans, his “ heirs, 


; have been expected that an act of such high favor would 
&c., for a term not exceeding fourteen years, the full | have been used for the purpose of extortion and op- 


and exclusive right and liberty of making, constructing, pression. Itmust have been believed that the patentee, 


using, and vending to be used, his invention, discovery, | grateful for the extraordinary favor conferred on- him, 
and improvement in the art of making flour and meal, | wouid have used the right reinstated in him with mod- 
and in the several machines which he has invented, eration and temper. It is, however, with regret that 
improved, and applied to that purpose. _, | the committee are compelled to state that he has abused 
That, under that act, a patent issued to the said | the power vested in him by an act intended for his re- 
Evans, dated 22d January, 1808, for the term of four- | lief, to the oppression of individuals, by the exaction of 
teen years. By the authority derived therefrom, he | exorbitant sums of money for the use of the machines 
claims that there is securéd to him, not only the exclu- specified in his patent, and by his attempt to prevent 
sive privilege of using the machine specified therein, | the use of the inventions of others, which, although 
but a power to “prohibit the use of any other inven- | entirely different in principle, ure capable of operating 
tion that shall accomplish the same effect, although | the same effect. 
the principles be ever so different.” In proof whereof, To prevent the said Evans from abusing (in future) 
the said Evans has actually instituted a suit against | the power vested in him, the committee submit a bill 
Jeremiah Bayley, to recover damages for using hisown | 4, amend the act, entitled “ An act for the relief of 
invention, (for which he has received a patent,) which, | Oliver Evans.” 
by the application of wind, conveys wheat or flour from Mr. Smrru then, from the same committee, re- 
ill to another. . OME : h ’ 
orbs Totes of the said act, he, the said Evans, | ported a bill to amend the act, entitled “An act 
1 see ? | for the relief of Oliver Evans,” and the bill was 


has demanded and received for the use of his machinery g : 
unusual, and, in the opinion of your committee, cx- read, and passed to the second reading. And the 
Senate adjourned. 


travagant prices, to wit: fora pair of stones of four 
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Monpay, February 28. 


JonatHan Roserts, appointed a Senator by 
the Legislature of the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania, in place of Michael Leib, resigned, pro- 
duced his credentials, 
his seat in the Senate. 


Mr. Sarva, from the committee to whom was 


referred the bill, entitled “Au act to authorize the 
issuing of Treasury notes for the service of the 
year 1814,” reported it without amendment. 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill to carry into effect the report made to Con- 
gress in February, 1803, by James Madison, then 
Secretary of State; Albert Gallatin, Secretary of 
the Treasury ; and Levi Lincoln, Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States, commissioners, appointed 
in pursuance of the act, entitled “ An act for an 
amicable settlement of limits with the 
Georgia, and authorizing the establishment of a 
government in the Mississippi Territory,” in obe- 
dience to the provisions of the act supplemental 
to the last mentioned act ; and the blanks having 
been filled, on the question, Shall this bill pass ? 
it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 24, 
nays 8, as follows: 

` Yeras—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Bledsoe, Brent, 
Brown, Condit, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Gore, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, King, 
Lambert, Morrow, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Taylor, 
Varnum, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Chace, Gaillard, 
Lacock, Roberts, Tait, Turner, and Worthington. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass; and, 
on motion, by Mr. TAYLOR, it was agreed that 
the title thereof be “An act providing for the in- 
 demnification of certain claimants of public lands 
t in the Mississippi Territory.” 

The bill toamend the act, entitled “An act for 
the relief of Oliver Evans,” was read the second 
time. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a, bill, entitled “An act to amend the act, entitled 
‘An act laying duties on sales at auction of mer- 
chandise, and of ships and vessels ;” a bill, enti- 
ted “An act for the retief of Samuel Ellis ;” a 
bill, entitled “An act for the better organization 
of the courts of the United States within the State 
of New York ;” also a bill, entitled “An act sup- 
plementary to an act, entitled ‘An act for the re- 
lief of Thomas Wilson ;” in which bills they re- 
quest the concurrence of the Senate. 

The four bills last brought up for concurrence 
were read, and passed to a second reading. 

The PresipENT communicated the report of the 


was qualified, and he took | 


State of | 


| bill for the relief of Simeon Knight; and on mo- 


tion, by Mr. Tart, that the further consideration 
thereof be postponed to the first Monday in De-: 
cember next, it was determined in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. Cracz, to fill the blank with 
*2.000,” it was determined in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. SMITH, that the blank he 
| filled with “one thousand,” it was determined in 
the negative; and, on motion, by Mr. Braz, of 
Georgia, the further consideration of the bill was 
postponed to the first Monday in December next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
| act to authorize the issuing of Treasury notes for 
| the service of the ycar 1814,” and it was ordered 
| to a third reading. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States ų 
i Ithas appeared that, at the recovery of the Michi- 
gan ‘l'erritory from the temporary possession of the 
‘enemy, the inhabitants thereof were left in so desti- 
tute and distresséd a condition as to require from the 
public stores certain supplies essential to their subsist- 
ence, which have been prolonged under the saine ne- 
| cessity which called for them. 
The deplorable situation of the savages, thrown by 
the same event on the mercy and humanity of. the 
American commander at Detroit, drew from the same 
source the means of saving them from perishing by 
famine ; and, in other places, the appeals made by the 
| wants and sufferings of that unhappy deseription of 
people have been equally imperious. 

The necessity imposed by the conduct of the enemy 
in relation to the savages, of admitting their co-opera- 
tion, in some instances, with our arms, has also in- 
volved occasional expense in supplying their wants ; 

| and it is possible that a perseverance of the enemy in 
| their cruel policy may render a further expense for the 
like purpose inevitable. 

‘On these subjects an estimate from the Department. 
| of War will be laid before Congress, and I recommend 
| a suitable provision for them. 

JAMES MADISON. 


Fresrvanry 26, 1814. 


Mr. Buepsos. from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of John Aiken and 
Pearl Spafford, of Massachusetts, reported, that, 
in the opinion of the committee, the prayer of 
said petition ought not to be granted. l 


| Tuespay, March 1. 


Mr. Brown presented the petition of Don Ra-, 
mon de Lenares Gonzales and Don Ramon de’ 


Secretary for the Department of War, exhibiting | Calmenero, stating that, in consequence of im- 
the names of the clerks employed in that Depart- | proper delays of the collectors of New Orleans, 
ment in the year 1813, with the sums allowed to | and the subsequent illegal detention, by General: 
each ; and the report was read. Flournoy, of three Spanish vessels, which they 

‘The bill for the better organizing, paying, and | had been permitted to load with provisions for. 
supplying the Army of the United States. was | La Vera Cruz, they were detained until notice 
read a third time; and, on motion, by Mr. Brown, | of the embargo law arrived, when said vessels 
the twelfth section was stricken out, by unani- | were ordered to be unladen, to the great injury 
mous consent; and the blanks having been filled, | and loss of the petitioners, who pray permission 
the bill was pased. to depart with said vessels and cargoes; and the 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the | petition was read, and referréd to the Committee 
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on Foreign Relations, to consider and report 


thereon by bill or otherwise. 

On motion, by Mr. Mason, a committee was 
appointed to consider of the expediency of pro- 
viding a library for the use of the Supreme Court 
of the. United States; and Messrs. Mason, BLED- 
‘soz, and Brown, were appointed the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. GILMAN, a member was 
added to the committee appointed agreeably to 
the forty-second rule for conducting business in 
the Senate, in place of Mr. Ler; and Mr. Gai- 
LARD was elected. 

On motion, by Mr. Fromentin, a member was 
added to the library committee, in place of Mr. 
Leis; and Mr. Fromentin was elected. 

On motion, by Mr. Lacock, a member was 
added to the committee who have under consid- 
eration the petition of Stephen Girard, in place 
of Mr. Leig; and Mr. Roserts was appointed. 

The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the is- 
suing of Treasury notes for the service of the 
year 1814,” was read a third time, and passed. 

The four bills brought up yesterday for concur- 
rence were severally read the second time. 


Wepnespay, March 2. 

The Presinpant communicated the report of 
the Secretary for the Department of Treasury, 
together with a statement of the emoluments of 
the officers employed in the collection of the cus- 
toms for the year 1813; which were read. 

Mr. Dana presented the memorial of James 
Hillhouse and others, commissioners of the schooi 
fund of the State of Connecticut, requesting, 
agrecably to the instructions of the Legislature 
of that State, a transfer of certain United States’ 
stock, heretofore placed to the credit of said State, 
to objects therein designated; which was read, 
and referred to a select committee, to consider 
and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. Dana, Taytor, and Gies, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act to amend the 
act, entitled ‘An act laying duties on notes of 
banks, bankers, and certain companies; on notes, 
bonds, and obligations, discounted by banks, bank- 
ers, and certain companies; and on bills of ex- 
change of certain descriptions ;” and, on motion 
by Mr. Briss of Georgia, it was further post- 

oned. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act attaching to the 
Canton district, in the State of Ohio, the tract of 
land lying between the foot of the Rapids of the 
Miami of Lake Erie and the Connecticut Re- 
serve ;” and, on motion by Mr. Kine, the further 
consideration thereof was postponed to Wednes- 
day next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act giving pensions to the orphans and widows of 
persons slain in the public or private armed ves- 
sels of the United States;” and it was ordered to 
‘a third reading. 


Proceedings, 


SENATE. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of James Crawford,” together 
with the amendment reported thereto by the se- 
lect committee; and, having agreed to the amend- 
ment, the President reported the bill to the House 
accordingly; and it was ordered to be engrossed. 
and the bill be read a third time as amended. 


Tarurspay March 3. 
Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the committee to 


whom the subject was referred, reported a bill to 
fix the compensations of the clerks employed in 
the offices of the Secretary of the Senate and 
Clerk of the House of Representatives; and the 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 


Mr. LAMBERT presented the memorial of Mr. 


George Beatty and others, citizens of the State 
of New Jersey, non-resident proprietors of lands 
and houses in the State of Ohio, on the subject 
of the direct tax; and the memorial was read, 
and referred to the committee appointed on the 
24th January, who have under consideration the 
several memorials heretofore presented on the 
same subject, to consider and report thereon by 
bill or otherwise. 


Mr. Hunter presented the petition of Henry 


Nimmo, of Warren, in the State of Rhode Island, 


praying the remission of certain duties on one 
hundred bales of cotton, the growth and produce 
of the State of Georgia, for reasons stated at 
large in the petition; which was read, and, re- 


ferred to a select committee, to consider and re- 
port thereon by bill or otherwise; and “Messrs. 
Henrer, Bree, of Georgia, and Smiru, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 


A message from the House of Representatives. 


informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill. entitled “An act for the relief of Edwin 


T. Satterwhite, late purser of the Vixen; also, a 
bill, entitled “An act concerning Shawneetown,” 
in which bills they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Wortraincton, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill to establish an . 
additional military academy; and the bill was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Biss, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
bill, entitled “An act for the more effectual en- 
foreing of the non-importation laws, by forbid- 
ding the courts to deliver to the claimants pend- 
ing the trial merchandise or other articles seized 
under.the same,” reported it without amendment. 

On motion, by Mr. Biss of Georgia, the con- 
sideration of the bill, entitled “An act to amend 
the act, entitled ‘An act laying duties on notes of 
banks, bankers, and certain companies; on notes, 
bonds, and obligations, discounted by banks, bank- 
ers, and certain companies; and on bills of ex- 
change of certain descriptions,” was further post- 
poned to Tuesday. next. 

On motion, by Mr. Horsey, the further con- 
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sidération of the bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to subscribe, in behalf of the 
United States, for seven hundred and fifty shares 
in the capital stock of the Chesapeake and Dela- 
ware Canal, was postponed to Monday next. 

Mr. Varnom presented the petition of George 
Ulmer, stating that he was appointed by the 
President of the United States to command a 
regiment of volunteers; but, for reasons as yet 
unknown, he was discharged from the service, 
upon which he has craved and obtained a court 
of inquiry, the expenses attending which will fall 
very heavy on him, being out of service; and 
praying that the same pay and emoluments may 
be allowed him, until a decision shall take place, 
as were allowed him while in service; and the 
petition was read, and referred to the Sccretary 
for the Department of War, to consider and re- 
port thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Henry Fanning ;” and it was ordered to the third 
reading. 

The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
for the relief of James Crawford,” was read a 
third time as amended, and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act giving pensions to 
the orphans and widows of persons slain in the 
public or private armed vessels of the United 
States,” was read a third time, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to amend the 
act, entitled “An act to provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the laws of the Union, sup- 
press insurrections, and repel invasions ;” and, 
after debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Fripay, March 4, 


: Mr. Mason, from the committee appointed to 
consider the subject, reported a bill authorizing 
the purchase of a library for the use of the judges 
of the Supreme Court of the United States; and 
the bill was then read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

The Presipent communicated the report of 
the Secretary for the Department of Treasury, 
made in conformity with the sixth section of the 
act passed on the Ist of May, 1810, entitled “An 
act fixing the compensation of publie Ministers 
and Consuls residing on the coast of Barbary, 
and for other purposes ;” and the report was read. 

The bill to fix the compensation of the clerks 
employed in the offices of the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives, was read the second time. 

Mr. GarLLARD, from tHe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill authorizing an augmenta- 
tion of the marine corps; and the bill was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

- Mr. AnvErsoN, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to ascertain when the two Houses can be 
adjourned without detriment to the public ser- 
vice, reported, as their opinion, that they may be 
adjourned on Monday, the lith day of April 
next; and the report was read. 


f appointed to 
consider the subject, reported a bill for the relief 


of Joseph Brevard, and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. GAILLARD presented the memorial of the 
officers of the United States Navy, serving on 
the Lakes, on the inadequacy of their pay on that 
station; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to consider and re- 
port thereon by bill or otherwise. 

The bill to establish an additional military 
academy was read the second time. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Ed- 
win T. Satterwhite, late purser of the Vixen,” 
was read the second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to consider and re- 
port thercon. 

The bill, entitled “An act concerning Shaw- 
neetown,” was read the second time, and referred 
to the committee appointed the 4th of February, 
on the petition of Thomas Cooper and others, to 
consider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Henry Fanning,” was read a third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. Fromentin presented the resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, in- 
structing their Senators in Congress on the sub- 
ject of indemnification for the disbursements of 
certain individuals in taking possession of a part 
of that State in the year 1810; and the resolu- 
tions were read, and referred to a select commit- 
tee, to consider and report thereon by bill or oth- 
erwise; and Messrs. Fromentin, BLEDSOE, and 
Brown, were appointed the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Smrru, the further consid- 
eration of the bill to amend the act, entitled “An 
act to provide for calling forth the militia to exe- 
cute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrec- 
tions, and repel invasions,” was postponed to Tues- 
day next. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill which originated in the Senate, entitled 
“An act to incorporate a Fire Insurance Com- 
pany in the town of Alexandria, in the District 
of Columbia,” with amendments; in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 

They have passed a bill, entitled “An act to 
authorize a loan for a sum not exceeding twenty- 
five millions of dollars ;” in which bill they re- 
quest the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 


Monpay, March 7, 


Mr. Bizz, of Georgia, submitted the following 
resolutions for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be Jaid before the Senate such 
information as he may possess, calculated to show what 
has been the practice of Great Britain concerning her 
native subjects naturalized in other countries and taken 
in arms against her; also, what is the general prac- 
tice of the nations of Europe relative to the naturali- 
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zation or employment in war of the native subjects of 
each other. 

Resolved, That tke President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate such 
information as he may possess, calculated to show un- 
der what circumstances, and on what grounds, Great 
Britain has been in the practice of refusing to discharge 
native citizens of the United States impressed into her 
service. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate such 
information as he may possess, calculated to show what 
has been the conduct of Great Britain relative to Amer- 
ican seamen on board her shipsofwar at and since the 
commencement of the war with the United States. 


condemned as lawful prize to the captors; and 
that, in consequence of various misfortunes sus- 
tained by the owners and crew of the Argus, 
they pray that half of the moiety of the proceeds 
of said prize, which has been paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, may be granted to them; 
and the memorial was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to consider and 
report thereon by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. Ronerts presented the memorial of James 
Lloyd, praying compensation for the invention of 
a liquid combustible, applied to public use, and 
for services rendered, as is stated at large in the 
memorial; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to consider and 
report thereon by bill, or otherwise. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Brevard was 
read the second time. . 

The bill authorizing an augmentation of the 
Marine Corps was read the second time. 

The bill, entitled “An act to authorize a loan 
for a sum not exceeding twenty-five millions of 
dollars,” was read the second time, and referred to 
a select committec, to consider and report there- 
on; and Messrs. Kine, Gites, and Ronerts, were 
appointed the committec. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives informed the Senate that the House have 
passed the bill which originated in the Senate, 
entitled “An act in addition to an act, entitled 
‘An act allowing a bounty to the owners, officers, 
and crews, of the private-armed vessels of the 
United States,” with amendments, in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. They 
have passed a bill, entitled “An act authorizin, 
the President to cause to be built or purchased 
the vessels therein described ;” a bill, entitled “ An 
act making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Establishment of the United States for 
the year 1814;” also a bill, entitled “An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Navy of 
the United States for the year 1814.” They have 
also passed a joint resolution fixing the time for 
an adjournment of the present session of Con- 
gress; in which bills and resolution they request 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The three bills and joint resolution last brought 
up for concurrence were read, and passed to the 
second reading. = 

The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “An act in addition to 
an act, entitled ‘An act allowing a bounty to the 
owners, officers, and crews, of the private-armed. 
vessels of the United States,” were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, to consider and 
report thereon. 

Mr. Giles presented the memorial of William 
Fowle and others, justices of the peace, and other 
citizens of the county of Alexandria, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, stating, as their opinion, that 
the prayer of the memorial of the justices of the 
peace for the District of Columbia, presented the 
18th ultimo, praying a revision of the laws for the 
collection of debts under twenty dollars, and a 
redress of grievances, is unreasonable and ought 
not to be granted, for reasons stated at large in 


Mr. Gounsroroucs presented the memorial of 
John R. Plater and others, the committee ap- 
pointed by the citizens of St. Mary’s county, in 
the State of Maryland, representing the peculiar 
grievances under which they labor in relation to 
the existing war, and praying effectual redress, as 
is stated in the memorial; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
consider and report thereon by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. Roserrs presented the memorial of Jona- 
than S. Smith, of the city of Philadelphia, stat- 
ing that in the year 1812 he resided at the city of 
Algiers, in Barbary, for commercial purposes ; 
that, on the 21st July, the Consul General of the 
United States informed him of an order issued by 
the Dey, requiring the departure from that Re- 
gency of all American citizens by the 23d of the 
same ; and that by this short notice he was obliged 
to abandon a quantity of coffee, there being no 
vessel in port in which he might ship it; and 
praying indemnity, inasmuch as the 18th article 
of the Treaty of Peace between the two Govern- 
ments was violated ; and the memorial was read, 
and referred to the Secretary for the Department 
of State, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 

amendments of the House of Representatives to 
‘the bill, entitled “An act to incorporate a Fire In- 

surance Company in the town of Alexandria, in 
the District of Columbia,” and concurred therein. 

The joint resolution authorizing the President 
of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to close the present session by ad- 
journing their respective Houses on Monday, the 
‘11th day of April next, was read the second time, 
and the further consideration thereof postponed 
to Monday next. i 

The bill authorizing the purchase of a library 
for the usc of the judges of the Supreme Court of 
the United States was read the second time. 

Mr. Varnum presented the petition of John Bra- 
zer, of Boston, in behalf of himself as part owner, 
and as agent for the other owners and crew, of 
the letter-of-marque brig Argus, stating that the 
said brig captured the British brig Atlantic with 
a cargo, which prize was afterwards recaptured 
by a British cruiser and carried to Halifax; from 
thence she proceeded on her destined voyage for 
Cork, but was captured by the United States fri- 
gate Congress aud sent to Boston, where she was 
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the memorial; which was read, and referred to 
Messrs. Gites, Smiru, and HUNTER, to whom 
was referred the above-mentioned memorial, to 
consider and report thereon. 


EXECUTIVE APPOINTMENTS. 


The following motion was made by Mr. Gors, 
with closed doors, on the 28th of February last: 


The President of the United States having by the 


negotiate a Treaty of Peace with the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, during 
the recess of the Senate, prior to their sessiun in 
May last. 

, When the Message of the President announced: 
that he had commissioned these gentlemen dur- 
ing the recess, the supposed irregularity was no- 
ticed, and frequently made the topic of discus- 
sion. It was then remarked that, although the 


Constitution power to fill up all vacancies that may | granting the commission during the recess might 
happen during the recess of the Senate, by granting | be irregular, it was not an evidence against the 
commissions which shall expire at the end of their ; fitness of the gentlemen for the office to which, 


next session : 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, no 
such vacancy can happen in any office not before full. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, the 
office of Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipo- 
tentiary, to negotiate and sign a Treaty of Peace with 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
had not been filled at any time after the declaration 
of war upon the eighteenth day of June, A. D. 1812, 
and before the late recess of the Senate upon the 
third day of March last, when the same was not full. 

Resolved, That the granting of commissions to Al- 
bert Gallatin, John Q. Adams, and James A. Bayard, 
to be Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipo- 
tentiary, to negotiate and sign a treaty of peace with 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ircland, 
during the late recess of the Senate, as in the Presi- 
dent’s Message to the Senate of the twenty-ninth day 
of May last, is stated to have been done, was not, in 


the opinion of the Senate, authorized by the Consti- | 


tution, inasmuch as a vacancy in that office did not 
happen during such recess of the Senate, and as the 
Senate had not advised and consented to their appoint- | 
ment: Whereupon, j 

Resolved, That, while the Senate venerate the au- 
thority and dignity of the office of President of the | 
Uuited States, and will, at all times, as a high and} 
essential power in the Constitution, exert themselves 
to maintain and preserve undiminished the whole Ex- 
ecutive authority thereby established, they owe it to 
the trust confided to themselves, as well as to the 
States, their constituents, to protect the power over 
appointments to office, which the Constitution has 
placed in that body. From these considerations, joined 
to the conviction that the rights of the Senate have 
been infringed by an important act, to the validity of 
which the advice and consent of the Senate were cs- 
sential; the Senate find themselves called upon, by 
their duty to the States, and in support of the Consti- 
tution, reluctantly to protest, and they do hereby sol- 
emnly protest, against the commissioning as aforesaid 
of Albert Gallatin, John Q. Adams, and James A. Bay- 
ard, as an act not authorized by the Constitution, and 
in the performance of which, the power of the Senate 
has been disregarded. 

Resolved, That an authenticated copy of the fore- 
going resolution be delivered to the President, by a 
committee of — members of the Senate. 

On motion, by Mr. Turner, this day having 
been assigned for the consideration thereof, with 
open doors, it was accordingly taken up. 

Mr. Gore addressed the Chair as follows: 

. Mr. President :—The subject which occasioned 
these resolutions will be readily recognised to be 
the President’s commissioning Messrs. Gallatin, 
Adams, and Bayard, Envoys Extraordinary, to 


they were named. The advice and consent of the 
Senate to their appointment could only give va- 
lidity to the commission which would issue after 
the date of such advice and consent. That the 
nomination, with its circumstances, was suifici- 
ently perplexing, without the addition of any 
difficulties that were not necessarily involved in 
its consideration. That the subject of the resolu- 
tions, if pressed at that time, might unduly influ- 
ence in the question of appointing the Envoys, 
and the desire of appointing them might, on the 
other hand, have an improper influence in the 
decision of this question. The subject was there- 
fore waived until the Senate had acted on the 
nomination, The resolutions were then brought 
forward, but this was so late in the session, that 
several members had gone home, and all were 

reparing to go. They were therefore postponed. 

o soon as the Senate appeared to beas full at it 
was expected to be this session, the resolutions. 
were brought forward. 

I have thought it not improper, sir, to make this 
statement, as a reason why this subject has been 
so long delayed, and why it is brought forward: 
at the present time, and, I trust, under such cir- 
cumstances, as will insure to it a temperate dis- 
cussion, and a just decision. 

The second section of the second article of the 
Constitution treats of the power of appointment 
to office, under that instrument. It constitutes and 
defines the authorities, in whom this power shall 
be vested, the circumstances in which it may be 
varied, and the modifications wherewith it may 
be exercised. 

Speaking of the President, the section declares, 
“he shall nominate, and, by and with the advice 
‘ and consent of the Senate, shall appoint Ambas- 
‘sadors, other public Ministers and Consuls, 
‘ Judges of the Supreme Court, and all other offi- 
‘cers of the United States, whose appointments 
‘ are not herein otherwise provided for,and which 
‘shall be established by law. But the Congress 
‘may, by law, vest the appointment of such infe- 
‘ rior officers, as they think proper, in the Presi- 
‘ dent alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads. 
‘ of departments.” 

“ The President shall have power to fill all va- 
‘cancies that may happen during the recess of 
‘the Senate, by granting commissions, which 
‘shall expire at the end of their next session.” 

The power of appointment is vested in the 
President and Senate with specified exceptions, 
otherwise provided for, by the Constitution itself, 
and of such cases of inferior officers, whose ap- 
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_pointments Congress may by law vest in the Pres- 
ident alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads 
of departments. The depositing of this power of 
appointment in these two great departments of 
Government was, from the very nature and con- 
stitution of one of them, subject to inconvenience. 
The President, at all times and in all places, con- 
tains, within his own person, all the powers and 
authorities of his high office. This department 
is always in existence. 

The Senate consists of various members, hav- 
ing no power or authority, but when legally as- 
sembled together, and acting in a body, under one 
head, aud with their recording officers. They were 
neither expected nor intended to be always in 
session, 

Vacancies in office might happen during their 
recess. 

To guard against a failure of the public service, 
from this circumstance, the Constitution provides 
a remedy, taking especial care that the remedy 

‘shall be no greater, than to relieve against the 
mischief that was apprehended. : 

To this end, it declares that the President, one 
of these departments, a portion of this depository 
of the general authority of appointment, shall 
have power to fill up all vacancies that may hap- 
pen during the recess of the Senate, by granting 
commissions, which shall expire at their next 
session. : 

The power of appointment is vested, conjoint- 
ly, in two branches of the Government. A case 
is described, in which one branch may, under 
special circumstances, exercise a modified power. 
What is that case? It is the case of a vacancy 
in an office, a vacancy of a certain and definitive 
character, viz: a vacancy that may happen dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. If the vacancy hap- 
pen at another time, it is not the case described 
by the Constitution; for that specifics the pre- 
cise space of time wherein the vacancy must 
happen, and the times which define this period 
bring it emphatically within the ancient and well- 
established maxim: “ Expressio unius est exclu- 
sio alterius.” 

The reason why the Constitution adopts this 
precise language and so strictly limits the case, 
is evident from the spirit and intention of that 
instrument, in the distribution of the powers 
thereby created and delegated. 

The intent of the Constitution was to vest the 
power of appointment in two departments of the 
Government. It would defeat its own purpose, 
then, were it to authorize one of these depart- 
ments to exercise this power, except in the spe- 
cified case in which the public interest may re- 
quire immediate action, and the other could not 
be convened seasonably for this purpose. 

An office is created by the Constitution, or by 
some law in pursuance thereof. A vacancy may 

_be said to exist in such office, immediately after 
its creation. Such, however, is not the case pro- 
vided for by the clause under examination. It is 
the case of a vacancy that may happen during 
the recess of the Senate. - IN 

If the vacancy existed during the session, it 
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happen. 

If a vacancy happen in an office, the office 
must have been before full; for, to assert thata 
vacancy has happened, necessarily implies the 
fact, that such office had previously an incum- 
bent—that it was before full. If a vacancy exist 
prior to, it does not happen in the recess of the 
Senate. Therefore, for a vacancy to happen at 
any time in an office, that office must have been 
full at some time previous to the period when it 
did happen; for a vacancy to happen during the 
recess of the Senate, the office must have been 
full during their session prior to, and at the com- 
mencement of their recess. Were it not for the 
precision of language used ia this grant to the 
President, and the unavoidable construction there- 
of, a great and manifest object of the Constitu- 
tion, viz: the vesting the power of appointment 
in two great organs of the Government, the Pres- 
ident and the Senate, might have been totally de- 
feated, by an assumption of the whole power by 
the President. 

Vacancies exist in all offices, however created, 
until persons are appointed to fill them. 

If an office had been created by law, or other- 
wise, and brought into existence during the ses- 
sion of the Senate, it would be only for the Pres- 
ident to wait until their recess to commission a 
person to fill the vacant office, prefer his name to 
the Senate at their next session, and a short time 
before their recess. If disapproved, he may be 
re-commissioned immediately on the adjourn- 
ment, and the same course be pursued at the sub- 
sequent as at the preceding session. In this way 
an officer, and, if one, all officers, might be com- 
missioned and continued in office, as long as the ' 
President should please, not only without, but 
contrary to, the advice and consent of the Senate, 
a department of the Government constituted by 
the Constitution an essential branch in the power 
of appointment. 

The second resolution isan assertion of the opin- 
ion of the Senate as to a mere matter of fact, 
which I presume will not be doubted, and al- 
though necesssary to effect the conclusion con- 
tained in the subsequent resolutions, needs no 
comment, ` 

The third seems to be an unavoidable corollary 
from the opinions and facts declared in the pre- 
ceding resolutions and in this. 

The observations before made preclude the ne- 
cessity of much remark on this resolution, as 
most which would be pertinent now have already 
been presented to the consideration of the Senate. 
Some general notice, however, will be taken of 
the powers and authorities of the Constitution in 
regard to the subject under discussion. 

In recurring to the Constitutional power of ap- 
pointment it will be seen that it consists of two 
branches of authority, to be exercised by two dis- 
tinct bodies, acting independently of each other ; 
but, in order to effectuate an appointment, both 
must concur. ; 
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The power of nomination is exclusively in the 
President. That of appointment is vested in the 
President and Senate jointly. and their advice 
and consent are as necessary to effect an appoint- 
ment as the nomination of the President. 

If the Constitution stopped at the end of the 
second paragraph of the section before quoted, 
the only inquiry, in order to determine on the 
necessity of the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate to an appointment, would be, whether the 
officer were an inferior officer, and whether Con- 
gress had by law vested the appointment in the 
„President alone, in the courts of law, or in the 
heads of departments. 
` The answer in the case now under considera- 
tion is, Congress have made no law respecting it ; 
and, further, that Congress have no power to vest 
‘the appointment of these officers in any one, they 
‘not being inferior officers. 

If Congress have no power to vest this appoint- 
ment in the President alone, it would seem free 
from all doubt, that the President could not 
rightfully exercise such an authority ; and equal- 
ly so, that the Senate could not surrender their 
authority, or acquiesce in its exercise by another. 
The Senate is a trustee for the benefit of the 

© public, of all the powers vested in them. Wherever 
a power is vested in a trustee, there is a corre- 
spondent duty to exercise such power, and not to 
` surrender it to another. 

It will not beamiss, in considering this subject, 
to keep in view how sacredly the people intended 
to guard this right, and this duty in the Senate, 
by not permitting that body, even with the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives, and 
the President, to discharge itself’ of such a duty, 
‘by a surrender thereof to any other body. 

If it be attempted to defend this appointment, 
it will probably be on the last paragraph in this 
section, which authorizes the President to fill up 

‘all vacancies that may happen during the recess 
of the Senate. Sufficient has been said, I trust, 
to show that no authority can be derived from 
this clause. 

It has been suggested, that the President has a 

‘right, by the Constitution, to create the office of 
Ambassadors and other public Ministers. An of- 
fice is created by the Constitution, or by some 
power under it. Prior to its being so created, it 
does not exist. Whatever power is granted, as 


regards the appointment of public Ministers, is in | 


that clause which says, “the President shall nom- 
inate, and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall appoint.” If this, then, be the 
power of creating the office, it must be an actual 
appointment, and that can be only by the Presi- 
dent and Senate. No other authority than what 
` is embraced by these words can be found for the 
‘creation of the office of public Ministers. and this 
is not in the President alone, butin the President 
and Senate. In other words, the appointment 
makes the office, and the appointment cannot be 
‘made without the concurrent judgment of these 
‘two great organs of the Government. 
Perhaps it may be more proper to consider the 
office of Ambassador and public Minister as ne- 


eessarily existing, from the relation of the United 


States, as an independent Power to other inde- 
pendent Powers, and thus recognised by the Con- 
stitution. Most offices are created by laws en- 
acted by Congress. The practice has been, in 
‘eases where there is reason to apprehend that 
sufficient time will not be afforded, during the 
session of the Senate, for a proper selection of 
persons to fill such offices, and that inconveni- 
ences might result from delay till their next ses- 
sion, to authorize the President to appoint such 
officers in the recess of the Senate. This course 
will be found to have been adopted early in the 
history of this Government. There is one act to 
this effect, of March 3, 1791, volume 1, page 301. 
This was in the second session of the 1st Con- 
gress. And the practice has been invariably con- 
tinued since. An act is also made (March 3, 
1799) to authorize the President to fill up vacan- 
cies that happen during the session of the Senate. 

In these cases the offices undoubtedly exist, and 
the authority given to the President in them, 
goes on the presumption that there exists a va- 
cancy at the time of passing the act, and that 
such vacancy will exist during the recess of the 
Senate. If nothing further were necessary, than 
the existence of an office, and a vacancy therein, 
| 


to entitle the President, constitutionally, to make 

the appointment in the recess of the Senate, this 

authority, by law, would be unnecessary, 

Congress, then, and this Senate, as one branch 

of Congress, seem ‘to have settled the question, 
and one may fairly say, the President also; for 
tif in his opinion, the power of appointment to 
| vacant offices was vested in him by the Consti- 
| tution, he would hardly consent to receive that 
power from Congress, especially as thus receiv- 
ing it must be construed into an acknowledgment 
that he could derive no such power immediately 
from the Constitution. The construction of an 
instrument made contemporaneously with, or 
shortly after, its formation, may be safely relied 
on for disclosing the intention of the framers, in 
| the language they used. 

It is well known that the first President of the 
| United States was also President of the Conven- 
| tion that reported the Constitution ; and that two 

of the heads of departments, and many of the first 
Senate, had been distinguished members of the 
| same Convention, 

It will be found, by a reference to the Execu- 
tive Journals of the Senate during the Adminis- 
tration of President Washingion, that at each 
| session of the Senate, and shortly after their meet- 

ing, he sent messages on the subject of appoint- 
ments during the recess, that left no doubt of his 
j construction of the Constitution in this particu- 
| lar—vol. 1, pp. 236, 389; vol. 2, pp. 9,76. In ad- 
į dition to the conclusion to be drawn from these 
j messages of President Washingtona fact is stated 
; by Chief Justice Marshall, in his Lifeof Washing- 
ton, which shows distinctly the construction of 
that great mau on his Constitutional powers, in 
a case analogous to the one under consideration; 
and that, notwithstanding the circumstances were 
urgent, he did not feel himself authorized to act 
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in the recess of the Senate, in the case of a va- 
cancy that did not happen in such recess. 

Thus, sir, I have supported the construction of 
the Constitution contained in the resolution now 
on your table, by the literal sense and meaning 
of the terms used in that instrument, by its obvi- 
ous spirit and intent, by the judgment of the 
President, Senate, and House of Representatives, 
repeatedly, deliberatcly, and solemnly given, in 
their legislative acts, and by the uniform con- 
duct of President Washington during his Admin- 
istration. 

To maintain the rights of this department of 
the Government, and thereby protect those of the 
States, represented in this body, is not only the 
privilege, but a sacred duty of the Senate, with 
whieh, in my judgment, we are not at liberty 
either to compromise or equivocate. 

To the end, then, sir, that we may arrest the 
progress of an evil, which subverts the organiza- 
tion of the Government, by depriving the Senate 
of their Constitutional authorities, and vesting 
them in the President of the United States, I pro- 
pose these resolutions, which contain the solemn 
protest of the Senate, and provide for its presenta- j 
tion to‘the Supreme Magistrate. 

On motion, by Mr. Bieg, of Georgia, the fur- 
ther consideration of theresolutions was postponed 
to,and made the order of the day for, Wednesday 
next. 


—— 


Tcespay, March 8. 


The bill, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Navy of the United 
States for the year 1914,” was read the second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Hstabli-h- 
ment of the United States for the year 1814,” 
was read the second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to consider and 
report thereon. 

The bill, eatitted “An act authorizing the Pres- 
ident to cause to be built or purchased the vessels 
therein described,” was read the second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
consider and report thereon. 

The joint resolution from the House of Rep- 
resentatives fixing the time for an adjournment 
of the present session of Congress was read the 
second time: 

The motion submitted yesterday by Mr. Bins, 
of Georgia, for consideration, was read the sec- 
ond time. 

T'he Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An zet to amend the 
act, entitled ‘An act laying duties on notes of 
banks, bankers, and certain companies; on notes, 
bonds, and obligations, discounted by banks, 
bankers, and certain compantes ; and on bills of 
exchange of certain descriptions; and, on motion, 
by Mr. Bins, of Georgia, the consideration there- 
of was further postponed until Monday next. 

Mr. Roserts gave notice, that, to-morrow, he 


| 


should ask leave to bring in a bill to incorporate 
a Marine and Fire Insurance Company in the 
town of Alexandria. . 

On motion, by Mr. Gives, it was agreed that 
the bill to amend the act, entitled “An act to 
provide for calling forth the, militia to execute 
the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, 
and repel invasions,” be made the order of the 
day for Thursday next. 

On motion, by Mr. Taytor,it was agreed that 
the bill to incorporate the subscribers to the stock 
of the Union Bank of Alexandria be made the 
order of the day for Monday next. j 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act for the more 
cffectual enforcing of the non-importation laws, 
by forbidding the courts to deliver to the claim- 
ants pending the trial merchandise or other arti- 
cles seized under the same.” 

On motion, by Mr. Bıreg, of Georgia, the fur- 
ther consideration thereof was postponed to, and 
made the order of the day for, Monday next. 

The Senate resumed the bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to subscribe, in behalf 
of the United States, for seven hundred and fifty 
shares in the capital stock of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal; and on motion, by Mr. Horsey, 
the consideration thereof was further postponed 
to Monday next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to amend the 
act, entitled “An act for the relief of Oliver 
Evans;” and, after debate, the further conside- 
ration thereof was postponed to, and made the 
order of the day for, Monday next, 


Wepnespay, March 9. 


The Senate resumed the motion submitted by 
Mr. Gorn, as is stated on the 7th instant; and on 
motion, by Mr. Binz of Georgia, the considera- 
tion thereof was further postponed to, and made 
the order of the day for, Wednesday next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act attaching to the Canton district, in the State 
of Ohio, the tract of land lying between the foot 
of the Rapids of the Miami of Lake Erie and the 
Connecticut Reserve.” 

On motion, by Mr. Smitu, the further conside- 
ration thereof was postponed to the first Monday 
in December next. 

On motion, by Mr. Bigg of Georgia, the bill, 
entitled “An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An 
act laying duties on sales at auction, of merchan- 
dise, and of ships and vessels,” was referred toa 
select committee, to consider and report thereon; 
and Messrs. Brae of Georgia, Smrrn, and Kine, 
were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Gites submitted the following motion for 
consideration: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing permanent rules for 
regulating and conducting the printing of the Senate, 
and to report thereupon. 


Mr. GAILLARD, from the Committee on Naval 
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Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, entitled 
“An act for the relicf of Edwin T. Satterwhite, 
late purser of the Vixen,” reported it, with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. Garttarp, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the amendments of the House 
- of Representatives to the bill, entitled “An act in 
addition to an act, entitled ‘An act allowing a 
bounty to the owners, officers, and crews, of the 
private armed vessels of the United States.” re- 
ported that the Senate concur therein. 

Mr. GAILLARD, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the support of the Navy 
of the United States, for the year 1814,” reported 
it without amendment. 

On motion, by Mr. Mason, the bill authorizing 

‘the purchase of a library for the yse of the Judges 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, was 
made the order of the day for to-morrow. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion submitted on the 7th instant, which was 
amended; and, on motion by Mr. King, the fol- 
lowing amendment, to be the second resolution, 
was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate such 
information as he may possess, of the cases, with their 
circumstances, in which‘any civilized nation has pun- 
ished its native snbjects taken in arms against her, and 
for which punishment retaliation has been inflicted by 
the nation in whose service they were taken. 

Whereupon— 


Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before the 
Senate such information as he may possess, cal- 
culated to show what has been the practice of 
Great Britain concerning her native subjects, na- 

' turalized in other countries, and taken in arms 
against her; also, what is the general practice of 
the nations of Europe, relative to the naturaliza- 
tion or employment in war between two nations 
of the native subjects of each other. 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before the 
Senate such information as he may possess, of the 
cases, with their circumstances, in which any 
civilized nation has punished its native subjects 
taken in arms against her, and for which punish- 
ment retaliation has been inflicted by the nation 
in whose service they were taken. 


Resolved, That the President. of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before the 
Senate such infurmation as he may possess, cal- 
culated to show under what circumstances, and 
on what grounds, Great Britain has been in the 
practice of refusing to discharge native citizens 
of the United States impressed into her service. 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before the 
Senate such information as he may possess, cal- 
culated to show what has been the conduct of 
Great Britain relative to American seamen on 
board her ships of war, at and since the com- 
mencement of the war with the United States. 


Tuurspay, March 10, 


Mr. Dagcerr, from the committee appointed 
on the subject, reported a bill to lessen the com- 
pensation for the marshals, clerks, and attorneys, 
in the cases therein mentioned ; and the bill was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act concerning 
Shawneetown,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WortuineTon, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Establishment of the 
United States, for the year 1814,” reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. GarLLarD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill, authorizing the appoint- 
ment of certain officers for the flotilla service; 
and the bill was read, and passed ‘to the second 
reading. 


Mr. Roperts asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill, to incorporate a Marine and Fire Insur- 
ance Company in the town‘of Alexandria; and 
the bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 

- Mr. GAILLARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, entitled 
“An act authorizing the President to cause to be 
built, or purchased, the vessels therein described,” 
reported it without amendment. . 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entitled “An act in addition toan act, 

; entitled ‘An act allowing a bounty to the owners, 
officers, and crews, of the private armed vessels 
of the United States;” and, on motion, the con- 
sideration thereof was further postponed. 

Mr. ANDERSON presented the petition of Oliver 
Evans, praying to be heard at the bar of the Sen- 
ate, by counsel, before the bill now pending to 

amend the act, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Oliver Evans,” shall be further acted on, which 
he is advised, if passed into a law, will tend to his 
prejudice as a patentec; and the petition was read. 

On motion, by Mr. Gorg, that the further con- 
sideration thereof be postponed until to-morrow, 
it was determined in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. Anperson, that the peti- 
tioner be heard at the bar of the Senate, by conn- 
sel, before any bill shall be acted on to his preju- 
dice, it was determined in the negative. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entided “An act making appropriations for 
the support of Government, for the year 1814;” a 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Joshua 
Sands, late collector of the customs for the port 
of New York ;” also, a bill, entitled “An act for 
the final adjustment of land titles in the State of 
Louisiana and Territory of Missouri;” in which 
bills they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The three bills last mentioned were read. and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. WorrHineron presented the petition of 
William Marbury, and others, citizens of George- 
town and its vicinity, praying the incorporation 
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of a company for the better supply of the town 

with pure water; and the petition was read, and 
referred to a select committee, to consider and re- 
port thereon; by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. 

WORTHINGTON, Horsey, and GILes, were ap- 
pointed the committee. i 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday, by Mr. Giues, for the ap- 
pointment of a committee to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing permanent rules for reg- 
ulating and conducting the printing of the Sen- 
ate; and, having agreed thereto, Messrs. GILES, 

Fromentin, and Dacarrr, were appointed the 
committee. 

_ The Senate resumed. as in Committee of the 
“Whole, the bill authorizing the purchase of a li- 
‘brary for the use of the Judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; and, on motion by 
Mr. Cuacr, it was recommitted to a select com- 
mittee, further to consider and report thereon; 
and Messrs. Fromentin, Mason, and Brown, 
Were appointed the committee. 

’ Mr. Kine, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act to authorize a 
loan for a sum not exceeding twenty-five millions 
_of dollars,” reported it, with amendments, 


Military Establishment of the United States, for 
the year 1814;” and, the bill having been amend- 
ed, the President reported it to the House accord- 
ly, and it was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
read a third time, as amended. : 

Mr. Biss, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of Stephen Glover, reported that it is inex- 
pedient to legislate on the subject. Whereupon, 
the petiticner had leave to withdraw his petition, 
with the accompanying documents. 

Mr. Braz, of Georgia, from the same committee, 
to whom was referred the petition of Daniel Has- 
tings, and others, made report. Whereupon, the 
petitioners had leave to withdraw their petition, 
with the accompanying documents. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the support of the 
Navy of the United States, for the year 1814;” 
and it was ordered to a third reading. 


Monpay, Mareh 14. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the bill for the relief of David Por- 
ter, a Commander in the Navy of the United 
States, reported it, with amendments. 

Mr. Bigs, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of John S. Trott and Martin Blake, made 
report. Whereupon, the petitioners had leave to 
withdraw their petition, and the accompanying 
documents. 

Mr. Horsey presented the petition of Charles 
Carroll, and others, members of the congregation 
of Trinity church, of Georgetown, in the District 
of Columbia, praying to be empowered to raise a 
sum of money, by lottery or lotteries, for the pur- 
pose of assisting in enlarging their chureh, or to 
erect a new one, as is stated at large in the peti- 
tion; which was read, and referred to a select 
committee, to consider and report thereon, by bill 
or otherwise; and Messrs. Horsey, Dana, and 
HonrTer, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Biss, of Georgia, from the Committee oa 
Forcign Relations, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of Justin and Elias Lyman, made report. 

On motion, by Mr. Smirn, that the considera- 
tion thereof be postponed, it was determined in 
the negative. 

On motion, that it be referred to the Secretary 
of the Treasury to report, it was determined in 
the negative. Whereupon, the’ petitioners had 
leave to withdraw their petition, and accompany- 
ing documents. 

Mr. Bigr, of Georgia, from the same commit- 
tee, to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An 
act to amend the act, entitled ‘An act laying du- 
ties on sales at auction of merchandise, and of 
ships and vessels,” reported it, without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Tait, from the commitiee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the support of Government, for the 
year 1814,” reported it, without amendment. 


Farpay, March 11. 


Mr. Fromentin, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill authorizing the pur- 
chase of a library for the use of the Judges of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, reported it, 

with amendments. 

The bill to lessen the compensation for mar- 

. shals, clerks, and attorneys, therein described, was 
read the second time. 

The bill authorizing the appointment of cer- 

tain officers for the flotilla service, was read the 
second time. 
. The bill, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of Government, for the year 
1814,” was read the second time, and referred to 
a select committee, to consider and report there- 
on; and Messrs, Tait, Roperrs, and ANDERSON, 
were appointed the committee. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the committee ap- 

- pointed to consider the subject, reported a bill to 
incorporate a company for the purpose of supply- 
ing Georgetown with water; and the bill was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Josh- 
ua Sands, late collector of the customs for the port 
of New York,” was read the second time, and 
referred to a select committee, to consider and re- 
port thereon; and Messrs. Surry, King, and Ger- 
MAN. were appointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the final adjust- 
ment of land titles in the State of Louisiana and 
Territory of Missouri,” was read the second time, 
and referred to the committee appointed the 4th 
of February, on the petition of Thomas Cooper, 
and others, to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the support of the 
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Kine, Smiru, and Turner, were appointed the | 
committee. 

The Presipent communicated the petition of 
the inhabitants of the town of Chilmark, in | 
Duke’s county, and State of Massachusetts, pray- | 
ing relief under the embargo law, as is stated in | 

. the petition ; which was read. | 
© The Presipenr communicated the -petition of! 
William Simmons, Accountant of the War De- | 
partment, praying an augmentation of his salary, | 
for reasons stated at large in the petition; which ; 
was read. ! 

Mr. Biss, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the pe- į 

-tition of Don Ramon Lenares Gonzales and Don | 
Ramon de Colmenere, made a report ; which was 
read, and further consideration thereof postponed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill, which originated in the Senate, entitled 
“An act for the better organizing, paying, and 
supplying of the Army of the United States,” 
with amendments, in which they request the con- 
currence of the Senate. They have passed a bill, 


„entitled “An act for the relief of Joseph W. Page ;” | 


a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Stephen 
Girard ;” a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Daniel McCauley and Samuel Ralston ;” a bill, | 
entitled “An act for the relief of the owners of 
the cargo of the brig Patriota ;” a hill, entitled 
“An act confirming certain claims to land in the 
Illinois Territory, and providing for their loca- 
tion ;” a bill, entitled “An act to alter the time for 
holding the district courts of the United States 
for the Virginia district ;” a bill, entitled “An act 
declaring the assent of Congress to an act.of the 
General Assembly of the State of Tennessee, there- 
in mentioned ;”’ a bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of George Walkington;” a bill, entitled “An | 
act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An act | 
for the relief of the officers and soldiers who | 
served in the late campaign on the Wabash;” a bill | 
entitled “An act for the relief of Seth Russell and | 
sons ;’’a bill, entitied “ An act for the relief of 
William H. Savage;” also, a bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Henry Malcolm ;” in which 
bills they request the concurrence of the Senate. | 

The twelve bills last mentioned were read, and ! 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Gies, from the committee to whom was re- | 
ferred the resolution of the 10th instant, respect- į 
ing the printing for the Senate, reported a joint į 
resolution on the subject; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Worruineron, the amend- i 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill, | 
entitled “An act for the better organization, pay- : 
ing and supplying the army of the United States,” j 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to consider and report thereon. 


the several memorials heretofore presented on the 
same subject, to consider and report thereon by 
bill or otherwise. 

Mr. SMITH, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Joshua Sands, late collector of the customs for 
the port of New York,” reported it without 
amendment. 

The bill, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Establish- 
ment of the United States for the year 1814,” was 
read a third time as amended. 

On the question, Shall this bill passas amended 2 
it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 22, 
nays 10, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb 
of Georgia, Bledsoe, Brown, Chace, Condit, Fromen- 
tin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Howell, Morrow, Roberts, 
Robinson, Smith, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, 
and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsbor- 
ough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, and 


| Mason. 


1 
So it was Resolved, That this bill pass with 
amendments. 

The bill entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Navy of the United 
States for the year 1814,” was read a third time. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 31, as follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb 
of Georgia, Bledsoe, Brown, Chase, Condit, Daggett, 
Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gilman, Golds- 
borough, Gore, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, King, Lam- 
hert, Mason, Morrow, Roberts, Robinson, Smith, Stone, 
Tait, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

So it was Resolved unanimously, That this bill 
pass. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Mary 
Chevers,” in which bill they request the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The Senate resumed as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act authorizing a loan for a sum not exceeding 
twenty-five millions of dollars,” together with the 
amendments reported thereto by the select com- 
mittee; and, atter debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Tuespay, March 15. 


Mr. Horsey, from the committee to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill to au- 
thorize two lotteries in Georgetown, District of 
Columbia; and the bill was read, and passed to 
the second reading. ON 

Mr. Bins, of Kentucky, presented the petition 


of Abraham Chaplain, of Kentucky, who served 


Mr. Dana presented the memorial of Homer | as a captain during the Revolutionary war, in the 
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Virginia State line, praying permission to locate 
the amount of a certain warrant, for 1,3334 acres 
of land, which he received to complete his bounty, 
on any vacant or unappropriated lands in the 
Indiana ‘Territory, or in some part of the territory 
given up by Virginia, for reasons stated at large 
in the petition; which was read, and referred to 
the committee appointed the 4th February, on 
the petition of Thomas Cooper and others, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act for the relief of Mary Chevers,” 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entitled “An act in addition to an act, 
entitled ‘An act allowing a bounty to the owners, 
officers, and crews, of the private armed vessels of 
the United States ;” and, on the question to agree 
thereto, the Senate being equally divided, the Presi- 
dent determined the question in the affirmative. 

Oo motion, by Mr. Turner, it was agreed to 
reconsider the vote; and, on motion, by Mr. Ma- 
son, the amendments were amended. Where- 
upon, the Senate concurred in the amendments 
with an amendment. 

Mr. Kına presented the memorial of the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Commonalty of the city of New 
York, praying the exchange of a certain lot of 
ground conveyed to the corporation by their Legis- 
lature, under the reservation, however, of a prior 
grant to the United States, to public purposes ; 
which ground, (adjoining other lands, the pro- 
perty of, and lying Within the first ward of the 
city,) is necessary for certain contemplated im- 
provements therein, and for which they propose 
other grounds within the city as an equivalent; 
and the memorial was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to consider and 
report thereon by bill or otherwise, 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
‘Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
-act authorizing a loan fora sum not exceeding 
twenty-five millions of dollars,” together with 
the amendments reported thereto by the select 
committee; and, after debate, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


—— 


Wenpnespay, March 16. 


The Presipent communicated a memorial 

from B. H. Latrobe, on the subject of steam 
engines; which was laid on the table. 
. Mr. Wortuineron, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the amend? 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
entitled “An act for the better organizing, paying, 
and supplying the Army of the United States,” 
reported that the Senate concur therein in part. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
-Mary Philip le Due,” reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Brown, presented the memorial of George 
Mather, of the parish of East Baton Rouge, in 
the State of Louisiana, praying compensation for 


a balance due on a contract with General Wil- 
kinson, commander of the southwestern depart- 
ment of the Army of the United States, in the 
year 1808, for opening the navigation of the 
Bayou Ibberville, for gunboats and other armed 
vessels of inferior size, as is stated in the memo- 
rial; which was read, and referred to a select: 
committee, to consider and report thereon by bill 
or otherwise; and Messrs. Brown, Cracs, and 
ANDERSON, Were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Varnum presented the petition of Jonas 
White and others, tanners and manufacturers of 
leather, in the State of Massachusetts, praying a 
modification of the embargo law, whereby they 
may be enabled to procure their accustomed sup- 
ply of bark coastwise, from the District of Maine ; 
and the petition was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to consider 
and report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act authorizing a loan for a sum not exceeding 


| twenty-five millions of dollars,” together with 


the amendments reported thereto by the select 
committee; and, after debate thereon, the Senate 
adjourned. 


a 


Tuurspay, March 17. 


Mr. Wortuincron, from the Committee on 
Millitary Affairs, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of William Tatham, reported a bill au- 
thorizing the Secretary for the Department of 
War to purchase of William Tatham military 
models and apparatus, and topographical charts ; 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to alter and establish certain 
post roads,” was read, and passed to the second 
reading. ; 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Dennis 
Clark,” in which bill they request the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

Mr. Kine, from the committee appointed to 
consider the subject, reported a bill for the relief 


| of George Ulmer; and the bill was read, and 
| passed to the second reading. 


Faivay, March 18. 


Mr. Rosers presented the petition of Stephen 
Girard, praying to be refunded a part of the 
duties paid on the importation of the cargo of 
the ship Montesquieu, which vessel and cargo 
had been captured by the enemy and ransomed 
by the petitioner, for reasons stated at large in 
the petition; and the petition was read, and re- 
ferred to a select committee, 10 consider and re- 
port thereon; and Messrs. ROBERTS, SMITH, and 
Cuace, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Surra presented the petition of Robert 
Patterson and others, merchants and owners of 
private armed vessels, remonstrating against the 
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commission allowed by law to the clerks of the 
district courts on the proceeds of prizes sold under 
interlocutory decrees, and praying relief, as is 
stated in the petition; which was read, and re- 
ferred to a select committee, to consider and re- 
port thereon by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. 
Smurru, Daccett, and Gore, were appointed the 
committee, i ; 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Dennis Clark,” was read, and passed to the 
second reading. 


NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. GarLLARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, communicated a letter, together with 
` sundry documents from the Secretary for the 
Department of Navy; which were read, and 
ordered to be printed. The letter is as follows: 


Navy Deranrment, Feb. 22, 1814. 

Sin: Ihave the honor to submit the following in an- 
swor to your letter of the 20th December last. 

“Three ships of 74 guns each, and of the largest 
class, are now building, of prime materials, and in the 
most substantial and durable manner, viz: one at 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, onc at least at Charles- 
town, Massachusetts, and one at Philadelphia. Tho 
two former, it is expected, will be launched in the 
month of July, and the latter in the month of Decem- 
ber next. 

Three ships of 44 guns each, of the largest class, 
are also building, of durable materials, in the best 
manner, viz: one at Philadelphia, one at Baltimore, 
and one at the navy yard in this city. The two former 
it is expected, will be launched by the middle of April, 
and the latter in all the month of July next. 

The six sloops of war, authorized by law, have all 
been built, in the most substantial manner, and of 
good materials. Two of which are ready for sca; 
three more have nearly completed their crews, and 
will, probably, be ready for sea in ten or twelve days, 
and the sixth is now equipping at the navy yard in 
this city. 

Six barges have been purchased at Philadelphia ; 
also, four at Baltimore, and one at Norfolk. 

Eight have been built at Baltimore; ten are nearly 
completed on the Eastern Shore of Maryland; four 
have been built, and one is now building at the navy 
yard in this city; five are building at Charleston, 
South Carolina; six at St. Mary’s, Georgia; and pre- 
paratory measures are now in operation to increase 
the force in North Carolina, and at New Orleans, in 
vessels of this description, as fast as men can be pro- 
cured to man them. 

Previous to the year 1813, it appears that no timber 
had been procured under the act of March 30th, 1812; 
but early in the year 1813, timber to the amount of 
$23,000 was purchased at Baltimore, under the act 
of March 30th, 1812 “suitable for rebuilding the fri- 
gates Philadelphia, Gencral Greene, New York, and 
Boston ;” but as theroisno appropriation or authority 
to rebuild those frigates, and as the Philadelphia is not 
in existence, and the Gencral Greene, New York, and 
Boston, are rotten, worthless hulks, that would cost 
much more, in proportion to their value, to rebuild 
them, than to build new frigates, of a better class, and 
vastly superior construction, a part of that timber has 
been applied to the building of the 44 and the sloops 
of war at Baltimore, and the 74 and 44 at Philadelphia. 

Contracts for, and purchases of timber, to a very 


considerable amount, have been made for naval pur- 
poses during the year 1813; but which have not been 
charged to the particular appropriation of the 30th of 
March, 1812, though applied to the same purposes as 
timber chargeable to that appropriation would have 
been, viz: in building the three 74’s, at Portsmouth, 
Charlestown, and Philadelphia, the 44 guns ships at 
the latter place, and the 44 and sloop of war at the 
navy yard in this city; also, in the repairs of the ships 
of the navy, and in preparing several sets of spare 
masts, spars, tops, &c., ready for the ships which may 
return damaged; and the residue is applicable to sim- 
ilar purposes. 

These have been charged, either under the head of 
repairs, or to the appropriation for building 74’s and 
frigates; which appropriations, it is conceived, are 
properly chargeable with timber purchased for these 
purposes. Six cargoes, amounting to twenty-six hun- 
dred tons, of Georgia yellow pine timber, which had 
been cut for the use of the British navy, but entered 
the Eastern ports of the United States, on account of 
the war, have been purchased on favorable terms; 
also, a prize cargo of northern timber. These are 
properly chargeable to the annual appropriation for 
the purchase of timber. A contract was made in 
August last for the delivery at Norfolk, and this place, 
of a quantity of yellow pine plank, thick stuff, beams, 
and mast pieces, sufficient for two ships of 74 guns 
each, and two 44 gun frigates. ‘he timber under 
this contract is now delivering. Contracts for timber, 
yet to be delivered, have been made at the Eastern 
stations, the particulars of which are not yet in the 
Department. A recent contract has been made at 
Philadelphia for the white oak plank, thick stuff, 
beams, and knees; and for yellow pine plank, and 
beams, sufficient for a 74 and a*44 gun ship; and for 
fifty sticks, of yellow pine lor masts and spars. These 
are chargeable upon the appropriation of the 30th of 
March, 1812. 

No contracts for live oak timber have yet been 
made, as the transportation is impracticable under ex- 
isting circumstances; and if collected in considerable 
quantities at landings accessible to vessels fit for trans- 
portation, they would be equally so to the enemy, and 
the timber, when collected, would be liable to destruc- + 
tion. As live osk is exclusively applied to the frame 
of timbers, which constitute the form and mould of 
the ship, it is necessary that the timber should be cut 
and shaped, not only to the particular curve for which 
cach piece is designated, but to its true oblique dimen- 
sions; otherwise great waste in the conversion, and 
expense in transportation will ensue ; for this purpose 
it is necessary that draughts or designs of the com- 
templated ships should be determined, proper moulds 
made by which to cut and shape the timber, and me- 
chanics employed to superintend the execution of the 
contracts. Hence, contracts for timber of this descrip- 
tion cannot be made and executed with the same 
facility and certainty as for straight rectangular timber. 


It is, therefore, considered that a state of peace wil 
be much more favorable to the collection of a stock 
of timber of this description than that of war, in which 
it can neither be transported to the dock-yards nor 
deposited in safety at the seacoast landings. Never- 
theless, it is contemplated to make the necessary ar- 
rangements for such supplics of suitable live oak tim- 
ber as may be had in places of safcty. 

On this subject it is very satisfactory to learn, that 
our resources in timber of this kind are greatly ex- 
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tended, in the abundance which may. be procured from 
the shores of the bays and waters near the mouth of | men, and boys. ; 

the Mississippi. This species of timber requires very | The act of the 30th of March, 1812, vol. 11, page 
little seasoning; six months’ docking will render it | 89, authorizes officers and seamen of the navy to be 
perfectly fit for use. : ‘ increased so far as may be necessary to officer, man, 

No further steps have been taken in relation to the and equip the vessels to be put in service. et 
dock-yards, than a general inquiry and proper deliber- | |The act of the 2d of January, 1813, page 340, pro- 
ation, in order to determine upon the best site ina vides for the building, officering, and manning four 
central situation. 74’s and six frigates. 

The result has decided in favor of the right bank of | The act of the 3d of March, 1813, page 429, au- 
the Hudson, above the Ilighlands. The motives to! thorizes the President to build six sloops of war, and 
this decision were, from considering the contemplated | to build, or procure, such a number of sloops of war, 
dock yard as the nucleus around which a great naval | or other armed vessels on the lakes, as the public ser- 
establishment may be formed, comprising wet and dry | vice may require ; and to appoint such officers, and to 
docks, forges, foundries, boring, rolling, saw and block employ the number of seamen, as may be necessary 
mills, blast and smelting furnaces, an armory, hy- | for such vessels as are authorized by law to be put in 
draoulic engines, rope works, manufacfories of sail- commission. f 
duck, and workshops of all kinds, which will require a The act of the 5th of July, 1813, vol. 12, page 10, 
copious head of water, readily commanded in this vi- authorizes the President to causeto be built, equipped, 
cinity. Here, also, wil) be the main arsenal and depot | and manned, such number of barges as he may deem 
of timber, and materials of all kinds, and the principal | necessary. 
dock yard for constructing and repairing ships of war. | There is no correct data in the department, by which 
Such an establishment in any of our seaports, acces- | to ascertain the actual number of seamen, ordinary 
sible to ships-of-the-line, would form so great a tempta- | seamen, and boys, employed at any one period. The 
tion to a powerful encmy as to render destruction cer- | longest period of enlistment being for two years, and 
tain, unless protected by forts and garrisons of the | in many cases, for the flotilla service, for a shorter pe- 
most formidable and expensive nature. riod, the number is constantly fluctuating, and con- 

The natural defences at the pass of the Highlands, sequently cannot be correctly ascertained; but it is 
are such as to remove all doubt on this subject, and | believed, from a gencral view of the subject by the Ac- 
supersede the necessity of a large protecting force. countant and myself, that the number employed dur- 

The Hudson is a deep, bold, noble stream, of easy ing the year 1813, has considerably exceeded the esti- 
and safe navigation. ‘Ihe surrounding country pro- | mate for that year. 
duces abundance of iron, and large quantities of hemp; | , There is not at this time, in the department, sufi- 
and the banks of the Hudson furnish a varicty of tim- | cient data upon which to estimate the number of gun- 
ber fit for naval purposes. The communication with boats actually fit for service; some have undergone 
the northern and western lakes, is more dircct and | partial repairs, while others have deteriorated. 
favorable to the distribution of naval and military stores | _ The following will show the number on each sta- 
than any other situation that can be selected. The | tion, and their presumed condition, viz: 
only objection of importance that I have heard sug- 
gested is, that the Hudson at this point is closed by the 
ice a fortnight sooner, and opens a fortnight later, than 
at New York; but this objection is greatly overbal- 
anced by the extraordinary advantages of the situation. 

In order to select the most suitable situation, a care- 
ful examination and survey, under the direction of 
some of our most experienced officers, aided by a skil- 
ful enginecr, appears to be indispensable, an opportu- 
nity for which has been prevented by the active ope- 
rations of the war, and consequent occupation of the 
officers best qualified for this service. 

he number of seamen, ordinary seamen, and boys, 
authorized by law, is indefinite and discretionary with 
the President, as will appear by the following refer- 
ence! > 

The act of Congress of the 21t of April, 1806, vol. 
8, page 109, limits the officers, seamen, ordinary sea- 
men, and boys, to 

13 captains, 
9 masters commandant, . 
72 lieutenants, 
150 midshipmen, and 
925 seamen, ordinary seamen, and boys. 

The act of the same date, page 142, authorizes the 
President to man and equip the gunboats. 

The act of the 3d of March, 1807, authorizes the 
employment of 500 additional seamen, ordinary sea- 
men, and boys. 

The act of the 31st of January, 1809, vol. 9, page 
206, authorizes the employment of 300 additional mid- 


Gunboats. 
Portsmouth, N. H., in service - - 6 
Newburyport do. - ~ 2 
Boston ‘do. - - 2 
Rhode Island do. - - 9 
New London do. . - 2 
New York do. - - 31 

In ordinary, fit for service - - 1 


Delaware Bay, in service - - 7 
In ordinary, fit for service - 12 
ane 19 
Baltimore, in service - a a 1 
Potomac do. - - - - 3 
Norfolk, in service, and ready for service. 
but very lightly manned—recruiting as 
men offer Žž - - - ` - 
North Carolina, in service - - 
South Carolina do ~ - - 
Georgia dos -~ - - 
New Orleans do. -= - . 
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When it is considered that six large sloops of war 
have been built, equipped and manned, in our sca- 
ports, and three sloops of war and one ship of 26 guns 
on the lakes, within the preceding eight months; that 
three 74’s and three 44’s will be added this year, but 
which are yet to be manned, and that provision still 
exists for building one 74 and three 44’s as soon as 
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suitable materials can be had; it appears to me that 
any further provision at present for the increase of our 
naval force would not add to its cfficiency, and therc- 
fore is not necessary ; execpt such as I have suggested 
in my letter to the Chairman of the Naval Committee 
of the House of Representatives, a copy of which I 
have the honor to enclose; and even of that descrip- 
tion, the number ought to be very moderate, when the 
contemplated increase of our force on the lakes, and 
the demand for experienced officers and seamen, which 
the very rapid augmentation of our force has created, 
are taken into view. The flotilla service, moreover, is 
still very deficient in men. We may readily and rap- 
idly add any reasonable number of vessels to our force, 
but their armament and many parts of their equipment 
of every description, will be to fabricate. T'he cannon 
foundries are few in number, and none of any note 
north of the waters of the Chesapeake. These have 
been, are now, and will be fully engaged during the 
present year, in fabricating the ordnance required for 
the force already authorized. ‘I'he private armed ves- 
sels cannot at this time procure their armament of a 
proper kind on any terms. 


With the rapid increase of our naval force, the pro- 
motion of young officers has been necessarily very 
rapid; and those whose experience and talents have 
exalted our flag are comparatively few in number. 
Therefore, however desirable it may be to givo the 
senior lieutenants séparate commands, in which they 
would be useful to their country and acquire honor to 
themselves, it will leave our 74’s and frigates and 
squadrons on the lakes without officers of sufficient 
expericnce. This has been a subject of scrious solici- 
tude with somo of our communders; and the tenacious 
policy of our naval system precludes the admission of 
talent and experience from any other source than 
lineal promotion. It is true sailing masters have been 
promoted to lieutenants, under special circumstances; 
and I perceive no good reason why this experienced and 
valuable class of officers should not be as regularly en- 
titled to promotion as midshipmen. 

With these views the honorable committee will be 
enabled to appreciate the arguments which I have 
deemed it proper to offer for their consideration. 

T also beg leave to suggest the propriety of augment- 
ing the Marine Corps from the present establishment, 
1,869, to 2,652, and to increase the number of com- 
missioned officers in the same proportion as in the in- 
fantry of the army. 


It is not necessary to recall the recollection of the 
honorable committee to the gallant part this distin- 
guished corps has acted in all the noble victories which 
have been achieved; nor to its character for discipline, 
valor, and patient endurance of the most severe ser- 
vice on the Jakes, in which it has suffered excessively ; 
suffice it to say, that it is not surpassed by any body 
of men in the service of the United States, though seen 
only in the back ground of the picture, and without 
the ordinary inducements to noble actions—a reason- 
able prospect of promotion, with a sprig of the laurel 
which it may help to gather. ‘The augmentation 
which I recommend, will be actually necessary for the 
force now authorized, as will be illustrated by the esti- 
mate which accompanies this. ‘This corps is, morc- 
over, exceedingly uscful at our several naval stations, 
and from its amphibious character calculated to render 
important services in every situation. 

We have a right, sir, to anticipate during the ensu- 
ing Summer the most urgent occasion for the vigorous 


employment of the flotilla for the defence of the waters 
of the United States; and it has become a very inter- 
esting question, how that force is to be commanded 
with the best effect. That service is, at best, unpopu- 
lar with the regular officers of the navy; and the ser- 
vices of those officers who are qualified for separate 
command are required to meet the increased demand 
for the regular naval force, particularly on the lakes, 
which is very pressing. Those officers who are de- 
ficient in experience, are justly averse to the flotilla 
service; because they can acquire but very little useful 
professional knowledge; and, indeed, it is a service in 
which those who are to form the officers for the ships 
of war, ought not to be engaged. 


There are other intrinsic difficulties in this service 
which are unkynown on board our ships of war. The 
temptations to insubordination and vice are much 
greater in this scattered and amphibious kind of force ; 
and the rigors of naval disciplinc, unless tempercd 
with judgment and great moderation, discourage the 
recruiting for this service. 


Bay and river craft men, seamen, ordinary seamen 
who have families, riggers and naval mechanics out of 
employ, will engage in the service under a local com- 
mander of capacity and influence, when they will not 
engage for the regular naval service. 


As rank in our naval service can only be attained 
by regular gradation, commanders of talents, local 
knowledge, influence, and distinguished courage, can- 
not be commissioned for this service under the present 
regulations. The necessity of the case, from the rea- 
sons which I have assigned, has induced the employ- 
ment of a few acting oflicers with command, but with- 
out rank, in two of the most important situations, viz: 
New York harbor and the Chesapeake bay. Those 
appointments appear to have given great confidence in 
these districts, and the success in recruiting for the 
service on these stations, considering the unequal com- 
petition of the military and private service, has been 
favorable. 


I would, therefore, take the liberty of suggesting tho 
utility of providing by law for the appointment of four 
captaina, with the same relative rank and authority in 
the flotilla service, and the same pay and cmoluments, 
as captains in the navy; and twelve lieutenants with 
the same relative rank and authority in the flotilla ser- 
vice, and the same pay and emoluments, as lieuten- 
ants in the navy; but limited to the temporary em- 
ployment of the flotilla without rank in the navy, other 
than in the flotilla in which they may serve, and sub- 
ject only to the orders of the President of the United 
States; in all other respects to be governed by the 
rules and regulations provided for the government of 
the navy. 


There is an object of great importance, to which I 
could have wished to draw your attention. I mean 
the re-organization of the Navy Department; of the 
necessity of which, no one can be more sensible than 
mysclf; but really my facultics have been so closely 
engaged with the multifarious objects, and the current 
and incessant labors of the department, during a period 
of the most active and important operations, that I 
have had no leisure to deliberate upon, and digest a 
system satisfactory to myself, or such as I can present 
to you at this time. And, as it is better to labor with 
known evils than to hazard a premature and inade- 
quate system, I have thought it best to postpone the 
subject for the present, respectfully submitting, how- 
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ever, to the wisdom of Congress to revise the system if 
it shall deem it now necessary. f 
I have the honor to be, &c. W. JONES. 
Hon. Jonn Garztann, Chairman, &e. 


On motion, by Mr. GAILLARD, 

Resolved, That it be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Navy to devise and digest a system for the 
better organization of the Department of the 
Navy of the United States, and to report the 
same to the Senate at the commencement of 
their next session. 

Resolved, That it be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Navy to digest, or cause to be digested, all 
the laws now in force relative to the Naval Es- 
tablishment and the Marine Corps, and to report 
the same to the Senate at the commencement of 
their next session. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act authorizing a loan for a sum not exceeding 
twenty-five millions of dollars, together with the 
amendments thereto, reported by the select com- 
mittee; and, after debate thereon, the Senate 
adjourned. 


Saturpay, March 19. 


Mr. Fromentin presented the petition of Harry 
Toulmin and others, inhabitants of the Mississippi 
Territory, praying the alteration and establish- 
ment of certain post routes in said “Territory, as 
is stated at large in the petition; which was 
read. 

Mr. GatLuarp presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Law and others, inhabitants of Darlington 
district, in the State of South Carolina, praying 
the establishment of a certain post route in said 
district, as is stated in the petition; which was 
read. 

Mr. Wortuineron. from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of John R. Plater and others, made report. 
Whereupon, the committee were discharged from 
the farther consideration thereof. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the support of Gov- 
ernment for the year 1814,” and the bill having 
been amended, the President reported it to the 
House accordingly; and it was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time as amended. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entitled “An act for the better organizing, 
paying. and supplying the Army of the United 
States” aud, on the question to agree to the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

In section 10, after the word “ enacted,” in the first 
line, strike out the words, “ that the servants of officers, 
other than soldiers, not exceeding the number of 
waiters allowed by the preceding section,” and insert, 
in lieu thereof, the following : “that no officer shall be 

ermitted to employ as a servant any soldier from the 
line of the army; and that the servants of officers, not 
exceeding the number allowed by the preceding 
section :” 


13th Con. 2d Szss.—22 


It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 17, 
nays 14, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb 
of Georgia, Bledsoe, Chace, Daggett, Fromentin, Giles, 
Gore, Horsey, King, Morrow, Roberts, Stone, Tait, 
Taylor, and Worthington. i : : 

Nays—Messrs. Condit, Dana, German, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Howell, Hunter, Lacock, Lambert, Ma- 
son, Robinson, Smith, Turner, and Varnum. 


Whereupon, Resolved, That the Senate agree 
to some, and disagree to other, amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill. l 

The biil, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of Government for the year 
1814,” was read a third time, as amended, by 
unanimous consent, and passed. 


LOAN BILL. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of thee 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act authorizing a loan for a sum not exceeding 
twenty-five millions of dollars,” together with the 
amendments reported thereto by the select com- 
mittee; and, on the question to agree to the 
amendment, as follows: 


“Strike out the fourth section, and in lieu thereof 
insert, 

“Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That, in addi- 
tion to the annual sum of eight millions of dollars 
heretofore appropriated to the Sinking Fund, a further 
annual sum, which shall be equal to the interest pay- 
able upon the stock created by virtue of this act, to- 
gether with a sum that shall be equal to one per 
centum upon the whole principal of such stock, to be 
paid out of the internal duties imposed during the last 
session of Congress, shall be, and the same aré hereby 
yearly appropriated to the said fund, and vested in the 
commissioners thereof in trust, to be by them applied 
to pay the interest and to reimburse the principal of 
the said stock created by virtue of this act. 

“See. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall annually, and every year, 
cause the sums so appropriated to the Sinking Fund, 
to be paid to the commissioners thereof, and it shall 
be their duty to cause to be applied and paid yearly, 
and every year, out of the said fund, and at the Treas- 
ury of the United States, such sum and sums as may 
be annually wanted to pay the interest and charges ` 
accruing on the stock created by virtue of this act, and 
to reimburse the principal of the said stock-as the 
same shall become duc, and may be discharged ac- 
cording to the terms of the loan; and they are further 
authorized and required annually to apply the afore- 
said sum, to.be equal as aforesaid to one per centum 
upon the whole principal of the stock created by virtue 
of this act, together with the interest that shall annu- 
ally accrue and be paid upon so much of the said stock 
ag shall have been redeemed, and which is hereby re- 
quired, from time to time, to be transferred to the said 
Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, towards the re- 
demption, by purchase, of the principal of the afore- 
said stock, or of any part thereof, and to no other pur- 
pose. And to make good any deficiency in the 
product of the internal duties aforesaid, to satisfy the 
appropriation aforesaid, the faith of the United States 
shall be, and the same is, hereby pledged to provide 
and appropriate hereafter such additional and perma- 


' į nent internal duties as may be necessary to pay the 
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interest and to reimburse as aforesaid the whole of the 
principal of the stock aforesaid, created by virtue of 
this act: Provided ahvays, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to prevent the Legislature of 
the United States from modifying, or from substituting 
other internal duties of equal value to all or any of the 
said internal duties.” 

In the fifth section strike out the figure “5,” and 
insert “ 6:” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 8, 
nays 19, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Fromentin, German, Gilman, Gore, 
Hunter, King, Lambert, and Mason. 

Nays --Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Brown, Chace, Condit, Gaillard, Goldsborough, How- 
ell, Lacock, Morrow, Roberts, Smith, Stone, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 


And no further amendment having been pro- 
osed the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
The bill was then read a third time by unani- 

mous consent; and, on the question. Shall this 
bill pass? it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 22, nays 6, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Bledsoe, 
Brown, Chace, Condit, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Roberts, 
Smith, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and 
Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Goldsborough, Gore, Hunter, King, 
Lambert, and Mason. 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass. 


Mowpay, March 21, 


Mr. Go.tpsrorotcu, from the committee to 
whom was referred the petition of John Teakle, 
reported that the petitioner have leave to with- 
draw his petition. 

Mr. Suiru, from the committee appointed to 
consider the subject, reported, in part, a bill di- 
recting the disposition of money paid into the 
courts of the United States; and the bill was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 


The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of the 
owners of the cargo of the brig Patriota,” was 
read the second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Dan- 
iel McCauley and Samuel Ralston,” was read 
the second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to consider and report 
thereon. ` k 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Ste- 
phen Girard,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to the committee appointed the 22d of Jan- 
uary last on his petition, to consider and report 
thereon, 

The bill, entitled “An act confirming certain 
claims to land in the Illinois Territory, and pro- 
viding for their location,” was read the second 
time, and referred to the committee appointed the 
4th of February, on the memorial of Thomas 
Cooper and others, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act to alter the time for 
holding the district courts of the United States 
for the Virginia district,” was read the second 
time, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon; and Messrs. BRENT, 
Gites, and STONE, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

The bill, entitled “An act declaring the assent 
of Congress to an act of the General Assembly of 
the State of Tennessee therein mentioned,” was 

l read the second time, and referred to a select 
‘committee, to consider and report thereon; and 
i Messrs. ANDERSON, Roperts, and Varnom, were 
i appointed the committee. 
! The bill, entided “An act for the relief of 
| George Walkington.” was read the second time, 
j and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
| tions, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to an 
act, entitled ‘An act for the relief of the officers 
| and soldiers who served in the late campaign on 
| the Wabash,” was read the second time, and re- 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the | ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
report of the select committee on the petition of | consider and report thereon. 


John Aiken and Pearl Spafford. Whereupon, 
Resolved, That said petitioners have leave to 


withdraw their said petition, and the papers | 


therein referred to. 
The bill to incorporate a marine and fire in- 


The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Seth 
| Russell and Sons,” was read the second time. and 
referred to a select committee, to consider and re- 
port thereon; and Messrs. Gore, Hunter, and 
| Cuace, were appointed the committee. 


surance company in the town of Alexandria was‘ The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Henry 
resumed ; and on motion, by Mr. Smrru, it was | Malcolm,” was read the second time, and referred 
postponed to the first Monday in December next. | to the committee last mentioned, to consider and 

A. message from the House of Representatives : report thereon. 
informed the Senate that the House concurin; The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Wil- 
the bill, which originated in the Senate, entitled į liam H. Savage,” was read the second time, and 
“An act for the relief of Isaac Clason,” with! referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
amendments; in which they request the concur- ! consider and report thereon. 
rence of the Senate. 2 The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Mary 

The bill to incorporate a company for the pur- į Chevers,” was read the second time, and referred 
pose of supplying Georgetown with water was! to the Committee on Naval Affairs, to consider 
read the second time. and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act forthe relief of Jo-! ‘The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
seph W. Page.” was read the second time, and | report of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, | on the petition of Don Ramon de Lenares Gon- 
to consider and report thereon. ‘zales,and Don Ramon de Calmenero. W here- 
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upon, the petitioners had leave to withdraw their 
petition with the accompanying documents. 

The resolution for the appointment of a joint 
committee to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing permanent rules for regulating and 
condueting the printing of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, was read the second time. 

The bill to authorize two lotteries in George- 
town, District of Columbia, was read the second 
time. 

The bill, entitled “An act to alter and establish 
certain post roads,” was read the second time, 


and referred to a select committee, to consist of |. 


five members, to consider and report thereon; 
and Messrs. Lacocx, Mason, Roserts, Dac- 
GETT, and Tarr, were appointed the committee. 

On motion, the petition of Harry Toulmin and 
others, and of William Law and others, presented 
the 19th instant, was referred to the committee 
last mentioned, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill for the relief of George Ulmer was 
read the second time. 

The bill authorizing the Secretary for the De- 
partment of War to purchase of William Tatham 
military models and apparatus, and topographical 
charts, was read the second time. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Den- 
nis Clark,” was read the second time, and referred 
to the committee appointed the 4th of February, 
on the memorial of Thomas Cooper and others, 
to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
entitled “Au act for the relief of Isaac Clason,” 
and concurred therein. 

The bill to incorporate the subscribers to a 
pank in the town of Alexandria, in the District 
of Columbia, by the name and style of the Union 
Bank of Alexandria, was resumed as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

On miotion, by Mr. Kine, that it be postponed 
to the first Monday in December next, it was de- 
termined in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. Tarr, the bill was post- 

poned to Monday next. 
” The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
‘Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the better organization of the courts of 
the United States within the State of New York;” 
and, after debate, the further consideration thereof 
was postponed to, and made the order of the day 
for, Wednesday next. 


Tuespay, March 22. 


Mr. Brent, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act to alter the time 
for holding the district courts of the United States 
for the Virginia district,” reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and passed to a third read- 
ing; and was read a third time by unanimous 
consent; and passed. a 

Mr. Wortuineron, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom the subject was refer- 

ed, reported a bill authorizing the President of 


the United States to exchange a certain parcel of 
land in the city of New York for other lands in 
the same city; and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. Lacocx, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Stephen Girard,” reported it without amendment. 

The Presipenr communicated a report of the 
Secretary for the Department of State, on the 
memoNWial of Jonathan S. Smith, of Philadelphia, 
referred to him the 7th instant; and the report 
was read. It is as follows: 


, Ders tTMENT or Starr. March 16, 1814. 

The Secretary of State, to whom was referred, by a 
resolution of the Senate of the 7th instant, the memo- 
rial of Jonathan S. Smith, of Philadelphia, praying 
compensation for the loss of a quantity of coffee in 
Algiers, has the honor to report : 

That the said Jonathan S. Smith appears to have 
been engaged in commerce with the town of Algiers 
in the year 1812, when the Dey, without any just 
cause, and in violation of the existing treaty between 
the United States and the Regency, declared war 
against the United States; that, by an article of the 
treaty, it is stipulated “ that should war break out be- 
tween the two nations, the Consul of the United 
States and all citizens of the said States shall have 
leave to embark themselves and property unmolested 
on board of what vessel or vessels they should think 
proper.” ‘That the injunction imposed by the Dey on 
the Consul General of the United States and other 
American citizens, to leave Algiers before the peti- 
tioner could dispose of his coffee, or to provide the 
means of carrying it elsewhere, gave him a claim on 
the Regency for an indemnity whenever a peace shall 
be made, which it is the duty of the United States to 
endeavor to obtain for him; that the violation of a 
treaty by one Power, to the injury of another, does not 
make the latter responsible to its own citizens or to 
others for the losses which they may thereby sustain; 
that neither party to a treaty can be considered a gua- 
rantee for the faithful performance of its conditions by 
the other; that the only claim which the citizens of 
either have in such case on their own Government is, 
for its good offices in doing all that it can, consistently 
with the general intorests of the community, to obtain 
for them an indemnity. JAMES MONROE. 

The Vice Presivenr of the United States, ge. 

The Pxustpent also communicated a report of 
the Assistant Postmaster General on unproduc- 
tive post roads; which was read, and referred to 
the committee who have under consideration the 
bill, entitled “An act to alter and establish certain - 
post roads,” to consider and report thereon, 

The bill directing the disposition of money paid 
into courts of the United States was read the~ 
second time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the cousideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the more effectual enforcing of the non- 
importation laws, by forbidding the courts to de- 
liver to the claimants, pending the trial, merchan- 
dise, or other articles, seized under the same a 

|ang, after debate, on motion, by Mr. Giles, that 

the further consideration thereof be postponed to 
ihe next session of Congress, it was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 15, as follows: 
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and Wells. 
Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb | was postponed to the first Monday in December 


of Georgia, Brent, Chace, Condit, Howell, Lacock, ! next 
g PTET i next. 

Morrow, Roberts, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and 
Varnum. i 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they recede frem all | 
their amendments disagreed to by the Senate to | To the Senate and House of 
the bill, entitled “An act for the better organ- | Representatives of the United States : ; 
izing, paying, and supplying the Army of the | At the request of the Legislature of T cnnsylvania, 
United States,” except the 16th amendment, on | conveyed through the Governor of that State, I trans- 
which they insist. They also agree to the amend- mit to Congress copics of its resolutions of the 10th 


ments of the Senate to their amendments on the | ®stant. i JAMES MONROE. 
said bill. | Maren 22, 1814. 


“| 
| The Resolutions are as follow: 


The people of the United States, in order to form a 
k . Aan a . | more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic 
t ee authorizing the Present of ae ba tranquillity, provide for the common defence, to pro- 
te : ‘Ne nange a certain parcel of lan | mote the general welfare and secure the blessings of 
in the city of New York for other lands in the liberty to themselves and to their posterity, did ordain 
same city, was read the second time. | ond solemnly adopt a Constitution for the United 
Mr. GatLuarp, from the Committee on Naval ; States. 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, entitled; «This Government, the offspring of our choice, (says 
An act for the relief of Mary Chevers,” reported | Washington,) uninfluenced and unawed, adopted on 
it without amendment; and, from the same com- | full investigation and mature deliberation, completely 
mittee, he also reported the bill, entitled “An act | free in its principles in the distribution of its powers, 
for the relief of William H. Savage,” without | uniting security with energy, has a just claim to our 
amendment, : confidence and support. Respect for its authority, 
The Presinent communicated a repurt of the | compliance with it» laws, acquiescence in its measures, 
Secretary for the Department of War, un the pe- į are duties enjoined by the fundamental maxims of 
1 


PENNSYLVANIA RESOLUTIONS. 
The following Message was received from the 
Presipenr or vae Unirev Srares: i 


WEDNESDAY, March 283. 


tition of Daniel Pettibone, referred to him the | truc liberty. All obstructions to the execution of the 
10th of February; which was read, and the re- | laws, all combinations and associations under whatever 
port, together with the accompanyiug papers, was | plausible character, with the real design to direct, con- 


F a ni | trol, counteract, or awe tho regular deliberation and 
referred to the Committee on Military Ali tol, counteract,:or awo gu f : 
ary. fairs, £0 action of the constituted authorities, are destructive of 


consider and report there y bill or is ; Sae 
Si ara A fn ie pE IN oF e ! this fundamental principle andof fatal tendency. And 
TR sna ee om | the first dawning of every attempt to alienate any por~ 


was referred the bill, entitled “An act declaring i tion of onr country from the rest, or to enfeeble the 
the assent of Congress to an act of the General ! sacred ties which now link together the various parts, 
Assembly of the State of Tennessee therein men- merits the frown of indignity.” ; 
tioned,” reported it with amendments. This Constitution, the palladium of our political 
The Senate proceeded to consider the six- | prosperity and safety, declares that the Congress shall 
teenth amendment, insisted on by the House of i have power lo provide for calling forth the militia to 
Representatives to the bill, entitled “An act for ! execute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, 
the better organizing, paying, and supplying the j and repel invasions ; to provide for organizing, arming, 
Army of the United States,” and, | and disciplining the militia ; and for governing such part 
Resolved, That they insist on their disagree- | of them as may be employed in the service of the Uni- 
ment to the said amendment, and ask a confer- ' ted States. The Constitution also declares that “ this 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, | Constitution, and the laws of the United States which 


Ordered, That Messrs. WORTAINGTON Smrry, ; shall be made in pursuance thercof, shall be the su- 
: ? | preme law of the land.” It also further declares, that 


and Varnum, be the managers at the said con- j Pre ; : ` 
ference on the part of the Senate : it is treason against the United States to levy war 


On motion, by Mr. GatLLARpb, the bill anthori- | 28%1nst them, to adhere to their enemies, or to give 
i 4 i them aid or comfort. In pursuance of the powers thus 


relied coe Comrie og Meal ARIES Fa [Soad Im the Conus fh Une Sty hy di 
ther to consider and report therein 3 i pass laws providing for the calling the militia into the 
The Senate AGA. asin Corimittég of th i service of the United States, and for their government 
Whole. the consideration of i > bill itl e | while in that service, enacting that, while employed 
: : SONS E the bii, entitled |in such service, they should be subject to the same 
“An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An act lay- Í rules and articles of war as the troops of the United 
ing duties on sales at auction of merchandise, | States, and also imposing a penalty on those who 
and of ships and vessels;” and no amendment | should encourage or promote desertion among the 
having been proposed, the bill was ordered to / troops in said service. ` 
the third reading ; and, on motion, by Mr. An- | In the face of those Constitutional provisions, and 
DERSON, the bill was read a third time by unani- | laws enacted by Congress in pursuance thereof, the 
mous consent, and passed. | Legislature of Pennsylvania behold, with astonishment 
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and high disapprobation, the Executive of a sister | 
State, issuing his proclamation, ordering a detachment | 
of the militia of that State, then in the service of the 
United States, to desert that service, and return to | 
their respective homes. With no less astonishment | 
and disapprobation do they behold a resolution laid on | 
dhe table of the Legislature of another State, evidently | 
intended to intimidate, or to prevent the Congress of | 
the United States from directing the President to in- 
stitute a legal inquiry, whether or not the Constitution 
and laws of the United States have been violated by 
the aforesaid proclamation, accompanied by a threat 
that if such inquiry is instituted, they will aid in resist- | 
ing it—a procedure calculated to add to the calamities ! 
of the war, in which the United States have been 
compelled to engage, in defence of their liberty and 
independence, the horrors of a civil war. Deprecating 
‘such an event, and fecling it as a duty which we owe 
to oursclves, our Government, and our country, to ex- ' 
press our high disapprobation and abhorrence of all 
measures calculated to produce such disastrous conse- 
‘quences, and our determination to support the General 
Government in all Constitutional and lawful measures 
in bringing to justice all those who violate the Consti- 
tution and the laws of the United States, and who, 
either directly or indirectly adhere to, or afford aid or 
comfort, to our common enemy ; therefore, 

Resolved, By the Senate and House of Represen- 
tatives of this Commonwealth, that they view with the 
utmost concern and disapprobation, every attempt to 
screen from just punishment any individual or indi- 
viduals, however clevated by station, who may, violate 
the Constitution or laws of the United States, or who 
-may directly or indirectly adhere to, or afford aid or 
.comfort to the enemies of our beloved country. 

Resolved, That we will, to the utmost of our power 
as a Legislature, or as individual members of suciety, 
support the General Governmentin all lawful and Con- 
stitutional measures to bring to justice infractors of the 
laws and Constitution of the United States, and all 
abettors and aiders of the enemies thereof. 

Resolved, That the Governor be requested to trans- 
mit a copy of the loregoing preamble and resolutions 
to the President of the United States, with a request 
that he will lay the same before Congress. 


degree, if not in toto, ceased ; that the extraor- 
dinary revolutions which had taken place on the 
continent of Europe, the accounts of which had 
reached us since the passing of the act laying an 
embargo, have released the enemy most essenti- 
ally from whatever pressure the act may have 


| been calculated to produce upon him. Besides, 


said he, the aspect of our affairs has materially 
changed since the adoption of this measure. 
When adopted, it was known that Great Britain 
had declined the mediation of the Emperor of 
Russia. but it was not known that any new chan- 
nel of negotiation would be opened. A pacific 
advance has since. however, been made by Great 
Britain, and accepted on the part of our Govern- 
ment; a negotiation, is now pending, which we 
all hope will issue in peace. Moreover, said Mr. 
H., the great pressure of the restrictive system, 
of which the embargo is a main feature, has 
hitherto been confined to the people of the Uni- 
ted States. It is now beginning to extend itself 


‘essentially to the finances of the Government. 


We have been already admonished, and he prayed 
gentlemen to take the warning in season. The 
fatal effects of the system which for the past 
have fallen upon the commerce and agriculture 
of the country are now, he feared, about to fall 
upon the credit and operations of the Govern- 
ment. He, therefore, hoped that the measure 
would be immediately abandoned. 

Mr. H. submitted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the petitions just read be referred to 
a select committee; and that the committee be in- 
structed to prepare and report a bill to repeal the act 
laying an embargo on ships and vessels in the ports 
and harbors of the United States, passed the 17th day 
of December, 1813. 

The resolution was ordered to be printed, and 
made the order of the day for Friday next. 


Turspay, March 24, 
Mr. Worrarncron, from the Committee on 
? 


H 
mp wan) i S i epe . . 
The Message and resolutions therein referred Military Affairs, to whom was referred the peti- 


to were read. 
REPEAL OF THE EMBARGO. 


tion of Daniel Pettibone, together with the re- 
port of the Secretary for the Department of War 


Mr. Horsey presented sundry petitions signed | thereon, made report. Whereupon, the petitioner 


by a number of persons, citizens of the State of 
Delaware, stating that, owing to changes on the 


continent of Europe, the embargo no longer af-: 


fected Great Britain; that at this time the meas- 
ure was peculiarly distressing to the people of 
the United States, and particularly to the peti- 
tioners. They therefore pray that Congress in 
their wisdom may repeal the act laying an em- 


` bargo, &e. Í 


The petition being read, — l 
Mr. H. said it was not his intention at this 


time to enter upon a discussion of the motion he ; 
He meant only to make a; 
pro- | the 
Mr. | therein mentioned ;” and the bill having been 


was about to make. 
general remark or two tending to show the 
pricty of the course he was about to adopt. 
H. said he fully appreciated the situation of the 
petitioners ; that whatever policy may have dic- 
tated the embargo, 
“his mind that that policy had now, to a great 


he felt a strong conviction in | 


had leave to withdraw his petition and papers. 

On motion, by Mr. Gore, the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Samuel Ellis.” was referred 
to a select committee to consider and report 
thereon; and Messrs. Gors, Smitu, and Cuace, 
were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of Abraham Chaplain, made 
report. Whereupon, the petitioner had leave to 
withdraw the said petition and papers. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act declaring the assent of Congress to an act of 
General Assembly of the State of Tennessee 


amended, it was ordered to lie on the table. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled 
“Anact to amend the act, entitled ‘An act laying 
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duties on notes of banks, bankers, and certain e bill 
companics; on notes, bonds, and obligations, dis- | grossed and read a third time. 


counted by banks, bankers, and certain compa-] The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
nies; and on bills of exchange of certain descrip- | Whole, the consideration of the bill to amend 
tions.” | the act, entitled “An act to provide for calling 


sideration therereof was postponed to the first | Union, suppress insurrections, and repel inva- 
Monday in December next. sions.” 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the; On motion, by Mr. German, that the further 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to authorize į consideration thereof be postponed tu the first 
the Secretary of the Treasury to subseribe, in } Monday in December next, it was determined in 
behalf of the United States, for seven hundred | the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 12, as follows: 
and fifty shares in the capital stock of the Ches-! Ygas—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb of Geor- 
apeake and Delaware Canal Company. | gia, Chace, Condit, German, Gilman, Gore, Howell, 

On motion, by Mr. Mason, that the further ; Lambert, Mason, Morrow, Roberts, Stone, Tait, Tay- 
consideration thereof be postponed to the first: lor, Turner; Varnum, and Worthington. 

Monday in December next, it was. determined in| Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Brent, Brown, Daggett, 
the negative; and, on motion, by Mr. Horsey, j Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, Goldsborough, Horsey, 
the further consideration thereof was postponed | Hunter, Smith, and Wells. i ; 

to, and made the order of the day for, next Mon-| ‘The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
day week. joint resolution fixing the time for an adjourn- 

The bill to amend the act, entitled “An act| ment of the present session of Congress; and, 
for the relief of Oliver Evans,” was resumed. on motion, by Mr. Bigg, of Georgia, the further 

On motion, by Mr. Biss, of Kentucky, that | consideration thereof was postponed to Thurs- 
the further consideration thereof be postponed to | day next. ‘ 
the first Monday in December next, it was deter- Mr. Brown. from the committee to whom was 
mined in the negative; and, the bill having been | referred the bill, entitled “An act for the final 
amended, the PresipEn’r reported it to the House | adjustment of land titles in the State of Louisi- 
accordingly. | ana and Territory of Missouri,” reported it with 
On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed ; amendments, 
and read a third time as amended ? it was deter-.. Mr. Worruincron, from the committee of 
mined in the negative—yeas 9, nays 22, as fol- ‘.onference on the 16th amendment to the bill, 
lows: : entitled “An act for the better organizing, pay- 

$: z g, S T r] A e 

Yeas—Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, German, Lacoch. ie eae supplying Ie Arny a ‘ Ae 1 i nites 
Roberts, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Varnuim, and Wor- ! Bae ot POE > PIPES DACAAR TES 
thington. i j toa modification of the amendment. 2, 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Brent, ! The resolution for the apporumen of a gout 
Chace, Condit, Daggett, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, tahitian t0 aarre ee K ea sone Ol es 
Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Howell, Hun- , sd ung Fe aint ora or regulating and 
ter, Lambert, Mason, Morrow, Tait, Taylor, Turner, | concucting the printing o the Senate and House 
and Wells. of Representatives, was read a third time by 


i y . | unanimous consent, and passed. And Messrs. 
The motion submitted by Mr. Gore, as is| Gites, Fromentiy, and Daccerr, were appoint- 
stated on the 7th instant, was resumed; and, on 


= ) i ed the committee on the part of the Senate. 
motion, by Mr. WELLS, it was postponed to, and | : 


made the order of the day for, Monday next. i PETITION OF STEPHEN GIRARD. 

On motion, by Mr. Gigs, the order of the day į 
was postponed, and the Senate resumed the res- 
olution for the appointment of a joint committee 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing 
permanent rules for regulating and conducting | ‘That, after a careful examination of the petitioner’s. 
the printing of the Senate and House of Repre- allegations, they sec no reasons for considering the 
sentatives; and, on the question, Shall this reso- ! importations in the Montesquieu as being placed in a 
lution be engrossed and read a third time? it | different situation, as to the payment of duties, on 
was determined in the affirmative. 


: account of the ransom of that vessel. The ransom- 
On motion, by Mr. Morrow, the order of the | ing differs not from any other commercial adventure: 


day was postponed, and the Senate resumed, as | in its principle. The petitioncr was permitted to ran- 
in Committee of the Whole, the consideration of j 80m his vessel by the Government, on his own appli- 
the bill, entitled “An act concerning Shawnee- j “tion, for the promotion of his own interest, and it 
town,” and, no amendment having been offered, | Was in character an indulgence. It is not suggested 
the bill was ordered to pass to a third reading. “ithe interest of the petitioner has suffered by the ad- 

On motion, by Mr. Horsey, the order of the | venture. If the act of tansoming be considered as a 
day was postponed, and the Senate resumed, as | partnership act between the petitioner and the Gov- 
in Committee of the Whole, the consideration of | 2M» that would justify, even in the event of loss, 
ihe billte authorize two lotteries ih Georoetown | a diminution of duties, the rule of justice, in the event. 
District of Columbia; and, no amendment hav- l of profit, would give him a participation in the net 

N ? : n gain. The committee, not secing there is any valid- 


On motion, by Mr. Varnum, the further cone) {on the militia to execute the laws cof the 


Mr. Rozents from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of Stephen Girard, of 
Philadelphia, on the subject of the ransom of the 
ship Montesquieu, made the following report: 
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no loss is alleged, submit a resolution, as follows : 
Resolved, That the petitioner have leave to with- | the Senate. 


May last, as having been granted during the recess of 
i an 
dea Bie potitioi: The bill, entitled “An act concerning Shaw- 
nectown,” was read a third time, and passed. 
Frivay, March 25. On motion, by Mr. Horsey, the motion sub 
The bill to authorize two lotteries in George- | mitted yesterday, for the appointment of a com- 
town, District of Columbia, was read a third | mittee on the petitions of the citizens of Dela- 
time, and the blanks filled. ware, was postponed to, and made the order of 
On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was | the day for, Tuesday nex!. 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 11, The consideration of the bill, entitled “An act 
as follows: for the better organization of the Courts of the 
Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Brent, United States within the State of New York,” 
Brown, Daggett, Gaillard, Giles, Gilman, Goldsbo- | Was resumed, and, on motion by Mr. German, 
rough, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Lambert, Smith, postponed to, and made the order of the day for, 
Tait, 'Faylor, and Wells. Monday next. 
Nays- Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Chace, Condit, The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
German, Lacock, Morrow, Roberts, Stone, Turner, Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 


Varnum, and Worthington. act for the relief of Joshua Sands, late collector 
On motion, by Mr. Brsn of Kentucky, of the customs for the port of New York ;” and, 


Ordered, That a member be added to the com- | nO amendment having been proposed, the bill was 
mittee who have under consideration the memo- | ordered to a third reading; and, on motion by Mr. 
rial and resolutions of the Legislature of the Smren, it was read a third time by unanimous 
State of Kentucky, relative to a division line be- | consent, and passed, 
tween that State and the State of Teunessec, in| The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
place of Mr. Biepsog; and Mr. Buss, of Ken- report of the select committee on the petition of 
tucky, was appointed. Stephen Girard, on the subject of the ransom of 

Mr. Gore, from the committee to whom was | the ship Montesquieu. Whereupon, the petitioner 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of | had leave to withdraw his petition. 

Seth Russell and Sons,” reported it without} On motion, by Mr. Anpenson, the Senate agreed 
amendment. to postpone the several orders of the day, and re- 

The report of the conferees on the 16th amend- | sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
ment to the bill for the better organizing, paying, | sideration of the bill, entitled “An act declarin 
and supplying the Army of the United States, the assent of Congress to an act of the Genera 
was resumed, and is as follows: Assembly of the State of Tennessee therein men- 

Mr. Worthington, from the conterees, reported their tioned 3” and, the bill having been amended, the 
agreement to the amendment of the House of Repre- President reported it to the House accordingly. 
sentatives to the said bill, with the addition of the On the question, Shall the amendments be en- 
following proviso, at the end of the fourteenth section | grossed and the bill read a third time as amended ? 
of the said bill, viz: “ Provided, That nothing hercin | it was determined in the affirmative. 
contained shall be construed to entitle any prisoner of | Mr. Smera gave notice that to-morrow he should 
war, whose term of service shall have expired, to the ask leave to bring in a bill to continue in force an 
pay and compensation herein provided, after the date | act declaring the assent of Congress to certain 
of his parole.” acts of the States of Maryland and Georgia, 

On the question to agree thereto, it was deter- 
mined in the negative. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That a further conference be asked 
a a Eye i in a Lill to revive and continue in force “An act 

Ordered, That Messrs. Surra, Varnow, and | es a aie 

1p "n x F spe ATA < > d 
oa be the managers on the part of | bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 


: : . e Í ‘The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
r a a . 1 J s : é 
Mr. Gor submitted the following motion for Geclaring the assent of Congress to an act of the 


sideration, whicl as s: : i s 
cönaiderarion, tich was read, as follows | General Assembly of the State of Tennessee, 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be | therein mentioned,” was read a third time as 


requested to cause to be laid before the Senate copies of | amended. and passed. 
the following commissions, viz: of those granted to Wil- : i 
liam Paca, district judge of Maryland, and to William ; , 3 bit : : 
Nelson, jr., marshal of the district of Virginia, referred McDonald and Son, in behalf of the proprietors 


to in the Message of the President, dated February 9, of the steamboat Chesapeake, ners i essels pro~ 
1790; of that granted to John Rutledge, Chief Justice pelled by steam, employed in the transportation 
of the United States, referred to in the President’s of passengers, may be exempt from a duty on ton- 
Message of December 10, A. D. 1795; and of that | 288°, for reasons stated in the petition; which 
granted to Albert Gallatin, John Quincey Adams, and was read. ’ S 

James A. Bayard,to negotiate a treaty of peace with | Mr. Gaiutagn, from the Committee on Naval 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ircland, | Affairs, to whom was referred the bill authorizing 


Saturpay, March 26. 
Mr. Sara asked and obtained leave to bring 


Mr. Sara presented the petition of William 
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.the augmentation of the Marine Corps, reported 
it with amendments. aie 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Mary 
Philip Le Duc,” was resumed, as in Committee 
of the Whole, and passed toa third reading ; and, 
on motion, was read a third tiine by unanimous 
consent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion submitted yesterday, by Mr. Gonr, re- 
questing copies of certain commissions, and agreed 
thereto. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
‘of David Porter, a Commander in the Navy of the 
United States, together with the amendment re- 
ported thereto by the select committee; and the 
amendment having been agreed to, the President 
reported the bill to the House accordingly ; and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time as amended. And it was read a third 
time, by unanimous consent, and passed. 

On motion, by Mr. Brown, it was agreed that 
the title thereof be “An act for the relief of Da- 
vid Porter and his officers and crew.” 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to an 
act, entitled ‘An act for the relief of Thomas Wil- 
son,” was resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, 
and passed to a third reading; and was read a 
third time, by unanimous consent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Edwin T. Satterwhite, late 


journment of the present session of Congress was 
resumed, and the consideration thereof was fur- 
ther postponed to ‘Thursday next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the President of the United States to exchange a 
certain parcel of land in the city of New York 
for other lands in the same city; and the bill hav- 
ing been amended, the President reported it to 
the House accordingly, and it was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time as amended. 

The bill was then read a third time by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to the 

| further conference on the sixteenth amendment 
to the bill, entitled “An act for the better organi- 
zing, paying, and supplying the Army of the 
United States.” The House concur in the reso- 

j lution for the appointment of a joint committee 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing 

j permanent rules for regulating and conducting 
| the printing of the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives, with an amendment, in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the 
resolution last mentioned, and concurred therein. 

Mr. Worruineton, from the committee of 
conference on the 16th amendment to the bill, 
entitled “An act for the better organizing, paying, 
and supplying the Army of the United States,” 


purser of the Vixen,” together with the amend- | reported it modified by the addition of the fol- 
ments reported thereto by the select committee; | lowing proviso at the end thereof: Provided. . 
and the amendments having been agreed to, the! ‘hat nothing herein contained shall be construed 


President reported the bill to the House accord- 
ingly, and it was ordered to be read a third time 
as amended. 

The bill to fix the compensation of the clerks 
employed in the offices of the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives 
was resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, and 

“the further consideration thereof postponed to 
Monday next. 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 


-of Joseph Brevard; and, no amendment having 
‘been proposed, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing ; 


the purchase of a library for the use of the Judges 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, toge- 
ther with the amendments reported thereto by the 
select committee; and, the amcudments having 
been agreed to, the President reported the bill to 
the House accordingly, and it was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time as amended. 


to entitle any prisoner of war of the militia to - 
pay and compensation herein provided, after the 
date of his parole, other than the travelling ex- 
penses allowed by law: Whereupon, 
Resolved, That the Senate so far recede from 
their disagreement to the said amendment as to 
agree to the modification reported by the com- 
mittee of conference. 
t Mr. Worruineron presented the memorial of 
i Robert Brent, Paymaster of the Army, praying a 

further appropriation to enable him to employ in 
i his office an additional number of clerks, and an 

augmentation of his own compensation, for rea- 
j Sons stated at large in the memorial; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to consider and report thereon by bill or 
otherwise. 


i 
| , 
f Monnay, March 28. 


| Mr. Bran, of Kentucky, gave notice that to- 
' morrow he should ask leave to bring in a bill for 
| prolonging the charters of the banks within the 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the j District of Columbia, upon certain conditions. 
Whole, the consideration of the bill,entided “An; Mr. Worruineron, from the Commitee on 
act authorizing the President to cause to be built j Military Affairs. to whom was referred the peti- 
or purchased the vessels therein described ;” and, j tion of Samuel Barker, reported, that the case isa 
on motion by Mr. Tarr, the further consideration ; hard one, but that numerous applications of a 
thereof was postponed to the first Monday in De- | siwilar kind having been rejected on the same 
cember next, principle, the committee are of opinion, that, 

The joint resolution fixing the time for an ad- | without a general provision, it would be inexpe- 
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dient to grant the prayer of the petitioner, and 
that he have leave to withdraw it. 

Mr. rone gave notice that to-morrow he 
should ask leave to bring in a bill for removing 
the collector’s office from the district of Camden, 
in the State of North Carolina, from Plank Bridge, 
on Sawyers creek, to Elizabeth city. 

The bill to revive and continue in force “An 
act declaring the assent of Congress to certain 
acts of the States of Maryland and Georgia,” was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and, no amendment having 
been proposed, the bill was ordered to be engross- 
ed and read a third time. 

Mr. Gorr, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the relief 
of Samuel Ellis,” reported it without amend- 
ment; and it passed to a third reading. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Joseph 
Brevard, having been reported correct, was read 
a third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill authorizing the purchase of 
a library for the use of the Judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, was read a third 
time. 

On motion, by Mr. Fromentin, to fill the 
blank with “10,000,” it was determined in the 
negative. As, also, to fill it with 9,000; and, 
on motion by Mr. Gore, it was agreed to fill the 
blank with * 8,000.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act authorizing the purchase of a 
library for the use of the Judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States.” 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
for the relief of Edwin T. Satterwhite, late 
purser of the Vixen,” having been reported cor- 
rect, the bill was read a third time, as amended, 
and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House so far recede 
from the 16th amendment to the bill, entitled 
“An act for the better organizing. paying, and 
supplying the Army of the United States,” as to 
agree to the modification reported by the com- 
mittee of conference. ‘hey have also passed the 
bill, entitled “An act providing for the indemni- 
fication of certain claimants of public lands in 
the Mississippi Territory,” with amendments, in 
which they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the 
bill last mentioned ; and concurred therein. 

On motion, by Mr. Gore, the consideration of 
the mation submitted by him, as is stated the 7th 
instant, was further postponed to, and made the 
order of the day for, Thursday next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the better organization of the courts of the 
United States, within the State of New York.” 

On motion, by Mr. Bren, the consideration 
of the bill to incorporate the subscribers to the 
stock of the Union Bank of Alexandria was fur- 
ther postponed to, and made the order of the day 
for Monday next. 


On motion, 
tee, to consider and report thereon; aad Messrs, 
Gory, Daccert, and TAYLOR, were appointed the 
committee. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to establish 
an additional Military Academy ; and, on motion, 
by Mr. Varnum, that the further consideration 
thereof be postponed to the first Monday in De- 
cember next, it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 12, nays 18, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Chace, Condit, Daggett, German, 
Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Howell, Mason, Robin- 
son, Turner, and Varnum. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Brent, 
Brown, Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, Horsey, 
Hunter, Lacock, Morrow, Roberts, Smith, Stone, Tait, 
Wells, and Worthington. 


On motion, by Mr. FromentIn, to strike out 
these words, “vicinity of the borough of Pitts- 
burg,in the State of Pennsylvania,” and insert, 
in lieu thereof, * District of Columbia ;” Mr DA- 
na called for a division of the question, which 
was taken on striking out, and determined in the 
affirmative—yeas 19, nays 12, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Ky., Brent, Brown, 
Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, Goldsbo- 
rough, Horsey, Hunter, Mason, Stone, Tait, ‘Taylor, 
Turner, Varnum, and Wells. 

Nars—Messrs. Chace, Condit, German, Gilman, 
Gore, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Roberts, Robinson, 
Smith, and Worthington. 

On motion, by Mr. Smitn, that the further con- 
sideration of the bill be postponed to the first 
Monday in December next, it was determined in 
the negative—yeas 16, nays 16, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Chace, Condit, Daggett, German, 
Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Howell, Hunter, Lam- 
bert, Mason, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Varnum, and 
Wells. 

Naxys—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Brent, 
Brown, Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, Giles, Horsey, 
Lacock, Morrow, Roberts, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and 
Worthington. 

The Senate being equally divided, the Presi- 
pent determined the question in the negative. 


Tvurspay, March 29. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF TUE Uniren STATES: 

To the Senate of the United States - , 

I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
State, complying with their resolution of the 26th 
instant. 

Marci 28, 1814. JAMES MADISON. 

The Message and accompanying documents 
were read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Srone asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill, making Elizabeth City the port of entry 
and delivery for the district of Camden, in the 
State of North Carolina; and the bill was read. 
and passed. 

Mr. Gotpszorouau presented the memorial of 
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and others, owners of the shi y Affairs, to consi 


port thereon, by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. 
Go.pssoroucu, Gore, and Howe, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

The bill to revive and continuc in force “An 
act declaring the assent of Congress to certain 
acts of the States of Maryland and Georgia,” was 
read a third time, and passed, 

The bill. entitled “An act for the relief of Sam- 
uel Hillis,” was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. Bras, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill, 
entitled “An act for the relief of John W. Page,” 
reported it without amendment; and the bill was 


resumed, and considered as in Committee of the j 
Whole, and passed toa third reading; and, ou | 


motion, it was read a third time by unanimous 
consent, and passed. 


Mr. Biss, of Georgia, from the Committee on | 


Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of the own- 
ers of the cargo of the brig Patriota,” reported 


it without amendment; and the bill was re- 


sumed, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole; and. on motion, by Mr. Bina, of Georgia, 


that the further consideration thereof be post- 


poned to the first Monday in December next, it 
was determined in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. Ronerrs, that the further 
consideration thereof be postponed, it was deter- 
mined in the negative. 


On the question, Shall this bill be read a third 


time? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 


21, nays 11, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Brent, Brown, Daggett, 
Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gilman, 
Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Lam- 
bert, Mason, Smith, T'ait, Taylor, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messts. Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb of Georgia, 
Chace, Condit, Lacock, Morrow, Roberts, Robinson, 
Stone, Turner, and Varnum. 


Mr. Bres, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill, 
entitled “An act {or the relief of George Watk- 
ington,” reported it without amendment; and the 
bill was resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, 
and considered ; and, no amendment having been 
offered, passed toa third reading; and, on motion, 
it was read a third time by unanimous consent, 
and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act in addition to the act. entitled 
‘An act to provide for calling forth the militia, to 
execute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrec- 
tions, and repel invasions, and to repeal the act 
now in force for those purposes;” in which bill 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 
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Weonespay, March 30. 


The bill making Elizabeth City the port of en- 
itry and delivery for the district of Camden, in 
ithe State of North Carolina, was read the second 
time, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon; and Messrs. Song, 
| Varnem, and TURNER, were appointed the com- 
| mittee. 
; The bill fixing the salary of the Paymaster of 
the Army of the United States, and allowing a 
jsum for the employment of additional clerks in 
| his office for the year 1814; was read the second 
time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 

Whole, the consideration of the bill to fix the 
compensation of the clerks employed in the offices 
of the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the 
iones of Representatives; and it was ordered to 
| be engrossed, and read a third time. ` 
1. A message from the House of Representatives 
j informed the Senate that the House have passed 
ja bill, entided “An act concerning the‘pay of the 
; Officers, seamen, and marines, in the Navy of the 
| United States;”. also, a bill, entitled “An act au- 
ithorizing the appointment of agents for paying 
| military pensions ;” in which bills they request 
| the concurrence of the Senate. 
| The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
| Passed to the second reading. 
;_._ Mr. Bigg of Georgia, from the Committee oa 
| Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill, 
‘entitled “An act for the relief of Daniel McCan- 
i ley and Samuel Ralston,” reported it without 
amendment; and the bill was resumed, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole; and, on 
j motion, by Mr. Bing of Georgia, that the further 
į consideration thereof he postponed to the first 
| Monday in December next, it was determined in 
i the negative—yeas 11, nays 22, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb of Georgia, 
Chace, Lacock, Morrow, Roberts, Robinson, Tait, Tay- 
lor, Varnum, and Worthington. 

{__ Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Brent, Brown, Condit, 

| Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Giles, 

Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, Howell, Hun- 

ter, nen Mason, Smith, Stone, Turner, and 
cis. 


| On motion, by Mr. Biss, of Georgia, the bill 
| having been amended, the President reported it 
to the House accordingly; and it was ordered to 
be read a third time, as amended. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of the 


The bill last mentioned was twice read by |owners of the cargo of the brig Patriota,” was 


unanimous consent, and referred to the Commi 


t- j read a third time, and passed. 
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Tuurspay, March 31. 


Mr. GORE, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the better | 
organization of the courts of the United States 
within the State of New York,” reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. Srone, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill making Elizabeth City the port 
of entry and delivery for the district of Camden, 
in the State of North Carolina, reported it with 
anamendment, which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and agreed to; ard the Pre- 
sident reported the bill to the House accordingly ; 
and it was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, as amended. 

Mr. Gives, from the committee appointed to 
consider the subject, reported a bill to incorporate 
the stockholders of the Columbian Manufactur- 
ing Company; and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. Worruincron, from the Committee on 


ROWN, STONE, 


sey the 23d instant, for the appointment of a 
committee cn the subject of the embargo, together 
with certain petitions on the subject, be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
To the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States < 

Taking into view the mutual interests which the 
United States and the forcign nations in amity with 
them have in a liberal commercial intercourse, and the 
extensive changes favorable thereto which have recently 
taken place: taking into view, also, the important ad- 
vantages which may otherwise result from adapting 
the state of our commercial laws to the circumstances 
now existing : 

I recommend to the consideration of Congress the 
expediency of authorizing, after a certain day, exporta- 


Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill} tions, specie excepted, from the United States, in ves- 


entitled “An act supplementary to an act, enti- | 
tied ‘An act for the relief of the officers and sol- 
diers who served in the late campaign on the 
Wabash,” reported it without amendment. 


sels of the United States, and in vessels owned and 
navigated by the subjects of Powers at peace with them ; 
and a repeal of so much of our laws as prohibit the 
importation of articles not the property of enemies, but 


The bill, entitled “An act concerning the pay produced or manufactured only within their dominions. 


of the officers, seamen, and marines, in the Navy 
of the United States,” was read the sccond time. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the ap- 
pointment of agents for paying military pensions,” 
was read the second time. 

The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
for the relief uf Daniel McCauley and Samuel 
Ralston,” having beeu reported by the committee 
correctly engrossed, the bill was read a third time, 
and passed with an amendment, l 

The engrossed bill to fix the compensations of 
the clerks employed in the offices of the Secretary 
of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was read a third time; and on motion, 
by Mr. Rorerrs, that it be referred toa select 
committee farther to consider and report thereon, 
it was determined in the negative. 

And the blanks were filled, first, with “ 1,500,” 
second, “ 1,250.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act to fix the compensations of 
the clerks employed in the offices of the Secretary 
of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives.” 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- | 


I recommend, also, as a more effectual safeguard 
and encouragement to our growing manufactures, that 
the additional duties on imports which are to expire at 
the end of one year after a peace with Great Britain, 
be prolonged to the end of two years after that event; 
and that, in favor of our moneyed institutions, the ex- 
portation of specie be prohibited throughout the same 
period. 

JAMES MADISON. 

Marca 31, 1814. 


The Message was read, and referred to the 


} Committee on Foreign Relations, to consider and 


report thereon by bill or otherwise. 


EXECUTIVE APPOINTMENTS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion submitted by Mr. Gore, as is stated on 
the 7th instant. 

Mr. Binz, of Georgia, rose and addressed the 
Chair as follows: i 

Mr. President :—The propositions now before 
the Senate, whether viewed in reference to the 
Constitutional grounds they assume, or to the cir- 
cumstances which caused their introduction, pre- 
sent to my mind a most extraordinary aspect, 

J shall endeavor to show, that if the principle 


sentatives on the subject of the adjournment of | laid down in the first resolution, from which the 


the two Houses of Congress, was further post- 
poned until Saturday next, 


Mr. Brown presented the petition of the widow 
and heirs of Leonard Marbury, deceased, stating 
that the said Marbury was appointed and com- 
missioned, in the year 1776, to the command ofa 
regiment of cavalry in the service of the United 
Stales, and praying remuneration for advances 
made by him in support of his said command, 
and for compensation due to him for his own ser- 


conclusions contained in the subsequent resolu- 
tions are deduced, were admitted, that the course 
of proceeding proposed is unauthorized by the 
Constitution. And I shall endeavor to show that 
the President has done as he ought to have done ; 
that he has conformed to the fair inierpretation 
of the Constitution, and to the uniform practice 
under it from the commencement of the Admin- 
istration of General Wasuincron to the period 
when commissions were granted to Albert Gal- 


vices: and the petition was read, and referred to } latin, John Q. Adams, and James A. Bayard. 


a select committee, to consider and report thereon 


Sir, we are called upon to annex by resolve a 
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conduct ? 
spective limits of the departments—their rights, 
duties, and responsibilities; and the conduct of 
neither can be restrained or condemned by the 
other, except in the mode expressly provided. On 
the present occasion, however, it is gravely pro- 
‘posed to assume a power not granted, and to vio- 
Jate a maxim the soundness of which is univer- 
sally admitted—that no man shall be a judge in 
his own cause. A trespass on the rights of the 
Senate is asserted, and the Senate are called upon 
to decide the case. The President of the United 
States is to be adjudged guilty of a violation of 
the Constitution which he has sworn to support; 
and that, too, without allowing him a privilege 
which is secured to every freeman—the privilege 
of being heard in his own defence. Weare to 
become both accusers and judges. Yes, sir, the 
‘tribunal before whom the President is to be tried 
in case of impeachment, are now to accuse—to 
prejudge—to condemn—to disqualify themselves 
as judges, if the Honse of Representatives should 
think it proper to impeach! Adopt the resolu- 
tions, and you will have done that which would 
disqualify a juror before any court, for sitting on 
the trial of an offender. 1 trust Ishall not be told 
that the resolutions do not condemn the Presi- 
dent—that they only express an opinion relative 
to the powers of the President. This would be 
qpibbling ina manner and to an extent unworthy 
the dignity ‘of this honorable body. You do pro- 
pose solemnly to adjudge that he is guilty of an 
high offence—that he has violated the Constitu- 
tion and disregarded the rights of the Senate. 
The Constitutional control of the Senate over 
the Executive is particulary defined by the instru 
ment; aud unless the power of censure and con- 
demnation now proposed to be exercised is among 
the powers enumerated, itdoes uotexist, What are 
the controlling powers of the Senate? A negative 
on nominations to oflice and on treaties. The power 
of acquittal or condemnation in case of impeach- 
ment, and in none other, is also vested in this 
body. The power of accusing—of preparing ar- 
ticles of impeachment, is exclusively vested in 
the House of Representatives; and, considering 
‘the intimate connexion between the powers of 
the Executive and of the Senate, without this 
check in the other branch, the President would 
cease to be the head of a co-ordinate department 
of the Government—he would become a mere 
instrument in the hands of the Senate. The 
Constitution has wisely provided that the House 
of Representatives shall accuse before the Senate 
can condemn; and, sir, it is this barrier to the 


absolute dominion of the Senate we are now called 
upon to destroy. Assume the authority of pre- 
scribing the limits of the Executive powers—of 
accusation and condemnation, and in every view 
of which the case is susceptible, I pronounce that 
you are guilty of an act of usurpation unparallel- 
ed in the history of this Government. Jf you can. 
suppose a corrupt Senate and President, and an 
act committed by the latter meriting impeach- 
ment, the Senate may decide, for the purpose of 
avoiding investigation, that he is innocent; and 
thus the House of Representatives are virtually 
precluded the exercise of their Constitutional 
prerogative. It would be idle and absurd to im- 
peach after the judges had decided on the guilt or 
inuocence of the offender. 

I do, therefore, sir, in the language of the resolu- 
tions, “solemnly protest” against the act proposed, 
as invading the rights of the other branch of the 
Legislature and Executive—as unathorized by 
the Constitution. 

I have already stated the Constitutional con- 
trol of the Senate over nominations to office. 
That control might have been exercised in the 
case of the late mission to Russia. The Senate 
were competent to reject the nominations. But 
it is remarkable that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, instead of employing his negative as he 
might have done, did vote for the nomination of 
John Q. Adams and James A. Bayard ; thereby 
sanctioning the very act of the President, which 
he now proposes to denounce as unconstitu- 
tional. 

The act having been thus confirmed, the control 
of the Senate has ceased until a treaty be con- 
cluded and submitted for their ratification or re- 
jection. And, sir, if harmony between the de- 
partments be indispensable to the operations of 
this Government—if it be the vital principle of 
the Governmant—the proposed interference on 
the part of this body ought to excite the alarm 
and the indignation of the American people. It 
lays the axe to the root of that principle. If the 
Senate can censure the President in this way for 
appointments which he has thought proper to 
make, he may censure the Senate for their rejec- 
tion of the nomination of Albert Gallatin; and 
the House of Representatives may also censure 
the Senate for usurping their Constitutional pre- 
rogative. The destructive consequences of this 
sort of crimination and recrimination, no man 
can foresee. 

But, Mr. President, I will not dwell on this 
part of the subject. I will meet directly the reso- 
lutions, in the full persuasion that I shall demon- 
strate the fallacy of the Constitutional grounds 
they assume. Before, however, I proceed, per- 
mit me to remark that the arguments and prece- 
dents advanced by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. Gore,) were wholly intended to 
prove that the President has not power to fill 
vacant offices unless the vacancics happen during 
the recess of the Senate—a point, as I shall show, 
not at all involved in the present case. If, ac- 
cording to my view of the matter, the case now 
the subject of complaint, was one in which the 
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vacancy did happen during the recess of the Sen- 
ate, that point is excluded from the discussion. 

Let us examine the resolutions— 

«The President of the United States having by the ; 
Constitution power to fill up all vacancies that may 
happen during the recess of the Senate, by granting | 
commissions which shall expire at the end of their | 
next session, 

« Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate no 
vacancy can happen in any office not before full.” 


I will make no question concerning the appli- 
cation of the word “ office,” or * vacancy,” to a 
foreign mission ; because it is not necessary to my 
present purpose. Nor shall I advert to other pro- 
visions of the Constitution which have been re- 
ferred to; because, having no relation to the 
power of filling vacancies, they neither enlarge 
nor limit that power. The provision I have just ! 
read, is the only one which relates to the question | 
before us; and itis from that provision alone that 
the Executive power of filling vacancies isderived. 
l delegates to the President exclusively the power 
io fill up all vacancies which happen during the 
recess of the Senate; and it will not be denied 
that where a discretionary power is granted to do 
a particular act, in the happening of certain events, i 
that the party to whom the power is delegated is | 
necessarily constituted the judge whether the | 
events have happened, and whether it is proper to | 
exercise the authority with which he is clothed. ; 
‘he President, therefore, is the judge whether 
vacancies have happened during the recess of the 
Senate, and whether the public interest required 
that they should be filled. The commissions thus 
granted, however, expire at the end of the next | 
session of the Senate thereafter. This is the only 
limitation imposed on the power, and in this con- | 
sists the only control of the Senate. The assump- | 
tion of any other control is unauthorized by avy 
rule of construction—is unwarranted by the Con- | 
stitution. If the President abuse the power, ap- | 
propriations may be withheld and the House of | 
Representatives may impeach. These are the 
only checks, and they are amply sufficient, pro- | 
vided by the Constitution; and none other can 
be exercised, without an act of usurpation. The 
true interpretation of this part of the Constitu- 
tion I take to be this:—that the Executive may 
fill all offices which from whatever causes hap- 
pen to he vacant or unoccupied during the recess 
of the Senate, without regard to the precise 
period when they hecame so. The object unques- 
tionably was to avoid inconveniences which 
might result to the nation from essential offices 
being vacant; and certainly these inconveniences 
can neither be increased nor diminished by the 
fact, that the vacancy did or did not happen while 
the Senate were in session. But T will not take 
this ground on the present occasion. F will agree 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the 
President is not authorized to fill vacancies unless 
they happen during the recess of the Senate; and 
still deny that the principle assumed in his reso- 
lution is deducible from the premises. 

I deny that the word “vacancy,” i 
acceptation or in its application to office, 


n its usual 
implies 


| Senate would again convene. 


i 


and I call upon him to produce 
the authority of any writer who has given such 
an interpretation to the word. A vacant office 
is “an office unoccupied,” “an office not filled.” 
So soon as an office is created and as long as it 
exists, it is cither vacant or it is full. If it be 
filled, it is not vacant—if it be not filled, it is va- 


a previous filling; 


| cant; and it is as manifestly vacant if it never has 


been filled as if the vacancy be created by the 
death of an incumbent. It is therefore obvious, 
that, supposing the President incompetent to fill 
any vacancy, except such as happens in the recess 
of the Senate, there can be no question concern- 
ing the mauner in which the vacancy takes place. 
The only question is, when did it happen? I will 
state a case, and appeal to the candor of the gen- 
tleman for the answer. Suppose an act to be 
passed during the present session creating an of- 
fice, and the act to take effect during the recess, 
if a defined contingency shall happen. The con- 
tingency happens, the act begins to operate and 
the office its existence, during the recess. Is the 
office from that moment vacant until it is filled ? 
Has the vacancy happened duriug the recess of 
the Senate? Isitsucha vacancy as may be filled 
by the President? Sir, there can be but one ra- 
tional answer. ‘Ihe office commences its exist- 
ence and the vacancy happens during the recess; 
and these circumstances constitute the precise 
ease of vacancy which the President is authorized 
to fill. It is therefore manifest that the principle 
assumed, is wholly incorrect ; and permit me to 
remark that the argument drawn from a Message 
of Gen. Washington concerning certain military 
appointments, and from the provisions of the tax 
laws passed during the last session of Congress, 
is altogether unavailing. What were the circum- 
stances of the first case? A bill had passed for 
raising a military force, which became the law of 


l the land from the moment of its passage, and 


while Congress was in session. Gen. Washing- 
ton deemed it unnecessary to appoint all the offi- 
cers immediately, and yet was apprehensive it 
might be necessary to fill the offices before the 
He so informed 
the Senate, and requested that he might be clothed 
with the authority to make the appointments dur- 
ing the recess. What was the ground of this re- 
quest? The offices were created from the date of 
the act, and being vacant from the moment of 
their creation, the vacancy did not “happen dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate,” and therefore could 
not be filled by him alone, without special author- 
ity from Congress. The offices created by the 
tax laws of the last session were in the same sit- 
uation, and it being impracticable to select the 
officers during the session which was about to 
terminate, authority was given to the President to . 
appoint in the recess. Why was this provision in 
both cases necessary ? Not because the “ offices 
had not been before full,” but because the vacan- 
cies happened during the session, and not “during 
the recess of the Senate.” 

But, Mr. President, let us examine the particu- 
lar case which is now made the subject of com- 
plaint. In March, 1813, “during the recess of the 
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Senate,” the Emperor of Russia offered his me-! Hence Congress have always appropriated a gross 
diation for the procurement of peace between the | sum for foreign intercourse, leaving the President 
United States and Great Britain. It was promptly | to select the Powers with whom we should be 
accepted by thé President, and Ministers were | represented, unrestrained, except by the amount 
commissioned to meet such as might be appointed | of the appropriation. As the office with reference 
on the partof England. They proceeded on their | to any foreign Power, is created by, and depend- 
peaceful errand to St. Petersburg, and their nomi- | ent for its continuance, upon the relations subsist- 
nations were submitted to the Senate at their next | ing between that Power and the United States, 
meeting thereafter. Two of the mission were | its existence and destruction must be contempo- 
confirmed and one rejected. It is now proposed | raneous with the existence and destruction of 
solemnly to protest against those appointments in į those relations. It dies and revives with them. 
the'recess, “as an act not authorized by the Con- | It becomes extinct by war—its revival depends 
stitution, and in the performance of which thej on contingencies, and when revived it is vacant, 
power of the Senate has been wholly disregard- j| until it is filled. If the contingencies happen 
ed.” Such is the history of the case. Sir, there! during the recess of the Senate (of which the 
are two descriptions of offices altogether different | President is made sole judge by the provision of 
in their nature, authorized by the Constitution— i the Constitution which has been quoted.) he is 
one to be created by law,and the other depending | authorized to appoint. The declaration of war 
for their existence and continuance upon contin- | against Great Britain destroyed the office in that 
gencies, Of the first kind, are judicial, revenue, | country, and its revival depended on subsequent 
and similar offices. Of the second, are Ambassa-| events. If England had immediately thereafter, 
dors, other public Ministers and Consuls. The; and during the recess of the Senate, proposed to 
first description organize the Government and: treat by Ministers for peace, there can be no ques- 
give it efficacy. They form the internal system, | tion that it would have been the Constitutional 
and are susceptible of precise enumeration. When | right and the duty of the President to commission 
and how they are created, and when and how they | persons for that purpose. The mediation of Rus- 
become vacant, may always be ascertained with | sia was proposed during the recess. The propo- 
perfect precision. Not so with the second de-| sition created a new and necessarily vacant office, 
scription. They depend for their original exist- | and it belonged to the President to determine 
ence upon no law, but are the offspring of the; whether the public interest required that he should 
state of our relations with foreign nations, and j fill it. [conclude, therefore, that in this case, the 
must necessarily be governed by distinct rules.; vacancy did “happen during the recess of the 
As an independent Power, the United States have : Senate.” and that tne President did not invade the 
relations with all other independent Powers; and | rights of the Senate in the exercise of his Con- 
the management of those relations is vested in| strtutional and exclusive power to “fill up all va- 
the Executive. The Ministerial trust confided to} cancies which may happen during the recess of 
our foreign Ministers cannot be considered an “of- | the Senate, by granting commissions which shall 
fice” in the sense and tothe extent which are ap- | expire at the end of their next session.” 

plicable to internal offices or offices properly soj Such, sir, is the fair interpretation of the Con- 
called. But L will use the word in conformity to | stitution; and, in my opinion, the welfare of the 
the resolutions, because f am unwilling to enlarge | nation required that this power should have been 
the limits of the present debate, and because it will | vested in the Executive. The power of making 
enable me to express my ideas upon the subject | war is properly confided to Congress. The power 
before us, more intelligibly. T say, then, that | of making peace to the President, subject to the 
whether the office cf a Minister exists or does | control of the Senate over treaties. If a treaty 
not—how and when it exists, are questions not | be formed, compromitting the honor, or abandon- 
particularly and precisely settled by the Consti-! ing the rights of the nation, the Senate may re- 
tution ; but thatthe Executive authority to nomi- | ject it. But why we should now be called on 
nate tu the Senate foreign Ministers and Consuls, ; to interfere in the first stages of negotiation for 
and to fill vacancies happening during the recess. | peace ; to adopt a principle to preclude the Exec- 
necessarily includes the power of determining ; utive from seizing every proper occasion, during 
those questions. According to my view of the! the recess of the Senate, of procuring an object 
subject, the office commenced with every inde- | which all parties profess to desire, is to my mind 
pendent Power fromthe moment the United States | astonishing. The principle proposed is calcu- 
became independent, and authorized the appoint- | lated to destroy that promptitude and unity of 
ment of foreign Ministers; and it will continue | action which is always necessary in the manage- 
to exist so long as we and they continue inde-; ment of our foreign intercourse,and which some- 
pendent, unless destroyed by the termination of | times may be indispensable to the safety of the 
the relations which created it. The period’ at} country. It must produce one of two eflects— 
which it should be filled is left by the Constitu- : cither to keep the Senate always in session, or to 
tion to the discretion of the President. Until he: produce injurious delays inseparable from con- 
chooses to nominate, there is no power vested in! vening its members. The provision of the Con- 
any department to control him, or to appoint. į stitution annexed to the resolutions proves that 
Whether-and at what time the office in regard to f the continual sitting of the Senate was neither 
any foreign nation should be filled, may and gen- | contemplated nor intended; and the evil ten- 
erally will depend on accidental circumstances. | dency of the latter effect might be illustrated by 
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presenting numerous cases, which may and prob- ; office not having been filled at a period when the 
ably will happen. On the other hand, what pos- | office was not in existence. I deny that “the 
sible injury can result from the construction for ; office of Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plen- 
which I contend? None. The checks provided į ipotentiary to negotiate and sign a treaty of peace 
are abundantly sufficient. The commissions! with the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
granted continue no longer than the end of the! Ireland,” was in existence at any time after the 
next session of the Senate, and in the meantime | declaration of war upon the 18th day of June, 
the Senate may reject the nominations. Jf a; 1812, and before the late recess of the Senate 
treaty be formed which they do not approve, they | upon the 3d day of March last; and it surely be- 
are competent to reject that also. Congress, į hooved the gentleman to prove that such an office 
moreover, may withhold appropriations, and put | existed before he began his inquiry whether or 
an end thereby to the mission; and, besides, if | not it had been filled. It is not now too late, and 
the power be abused, the President is liable to! I invite him to the task. It cannot be done. As 
impeachment. Indeed, Mr. President, it does ap- | well might he undertake to prove that an effect 
pear to me, that of all the powers delegated by | may exist before the cause which produced il. 
the Constitution, none are better guarded and re-| The manifest fact is, that there could not have 
strained than that which authorizes the Execu- | been an office of Minister to treat for peace, under 
tive to fill vacancies during the recess of the Sen- į the mediation of Russia, until the mediation was 
ate. But the gentleman from Massachusetts in- į proposed, which was not until after the adjourn- 
sists that the construction for which I contend; ment of Congress, on the 3d of March last, as is 
puts it in the power of the President to fill per- | proved by the correspondence upon the subject 
manenily all appointments, in opposition to the !Jately laid before this body. As, therefore, the 
will of the Senate. And how? An appointment | office did not exist “before the late recess of the 
is made in the recess, and the person nominated ; Senate upon the 3d day of March last,” it could 
to the Senate at their next session. The nomi-; not have been either vacant or full. 

nation is rejected, and the President abstains from | The third and fourth resolutions are in the fol- 


nominating another. The commission granted | lowing words : 


in the recess expires at the end of the session,i « Resolved, That the granting of commissions to 
and consequently the office would again become! Albert Gallatin, John Q. Adams, and James A. Bay- 
vacant in the recess, and a second commission į ard, to be Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Pleni- 
might be issued. ‘Thus, says the gentleman, the | potentiary to negotiate and sign a treaty of peace with 
power of the Senate over appointments would: the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
be entirely wrested from them. Sir, this is an | during the late recess of the Senate, as in the Presi- 
argument drawn from the possible abuse of power | dent’s Message to the Senate of the 20th of May last 
not admissible on general principles, and I have i is stated to have been done, was not in the opinion of 
shown that sufficient checks are provided against | the Senate authorized by the Constitution, inasmuch 
sneh abuse, Besides, does not the gentleman per- | 3$ 2 vacancy in that office did not happen during such 
ceive that this objection applies to the Constitu- į recess of the Senate, and as the Senato had not ad- 
tion. and not peculiarly to my cons:ruction. He: vised and consented to their apponitment: 

admits that the President has the Constitutional: |“ Whereupon, Resolved, While the Senate vencrate 
power to fill vacancies which happen during the} the authority and dignity of the office of President of 
acess of the Senate, and it necessarily fullows ; the United States, and will, at all times, as a high and 
chee herabieiG which he refers may as readily | essential power in the Constitution, exert themselves 


. . J | to maintain and preserve undiminished the whole Ex- 
take place in one case as in another. The objec- | I 


tion, then, is an objection, not to my construction, | ecutive authority thereby established, they owe it to 
; a CORN 2 t ‘) the trust confided to themselves, as well as to the 


but to the Constitution itself; and the remedy is | States, their constituents, to protect the power over 


to be sought for, if indeed any remedy were want- | appointments to office which the Constitution has 


ing, in proposing an amendment according t0 Í placed in that body. From these considerations, joined 
the mode constitutionally preseribed. The sec-| to the conviction that the rights of the Senate have 
ond resolution is in the following words: | been infringed by an important act, to the validity of 
« Resolved, That, in tho opinion of the Senate, the i which the advice and consent of the Senate were es- 
office of Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipo- | sential, the Senate find themselves called upon by their 
tentiary, to negotiate and sign a treaty of peace with! duty to the States, and in support of the Constitution, 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, had ' reluctantly to protest, and they do hereby solemnly 
not been filled at any time after the declaration of war | protest against the commissioning as aforesaid of Al- 
upon the 18th of June, 1812, and before the late re- | bert Gallatin, John Q. Adams, and James A. Bayard, 
cess of the Senate upon the 3d day of March last, i as an act not authorized by the Constitution, and in 
when the same was not full.” | the performance of which the power of the Senate has 
If, sir. I have shown satisfactorily, as I think 1} been disregarded. 
have, that the President is authorized to fiil up: The third resolution assumes that the vacancy 
all vacancies which happen in the recess of the: in the office which was filled by the President did 
Senate, and that such vacancies may happen in! not happen during the recess of the Senate, and 
offices not before full, it is unnecessary to discuss | that therefore he was not authorized to fill it. 
the proposition contained in this resolution. But; Sir, I have shown that ibe office could not exist 
I cannot avoid noticing an obvious absurdity į until the Russian mediation was proposed, and 
which the resolution presents. It speaks of an! that ìt was proposed during the recess of the 
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in the commencement of my argument concern- 
ing the authority of the Senate in this way to sit 
in judgment on the conduct of the President, and 
the evil tendency of such a course of proceeding, 
are applicable to the fourth and last resolution. 
If I have succeeded in showing that the act of 
commissioning Albert Gallatin, John Q. Adams, 
and James A. Bayard, was “authorized by the 
Constitution,” and that, “in the performance of 
which the power of the Senate has not been dis- 
regarded,” the pledge which I gave to the Sen- 
ate will be fully redeemed, when I shall have 
proved that the conduct of the President in this 
affair has conformed to the uniform practice un- 
der the Constitution from the beginning of the 
administration of General Washington. Before 
I proceed, however, ] beg leave to notice a cir- 
cumstance on whieh the gentleman was disposed 
to dwell, because he thought. it calculated te show 
that Mr. Madison had made an alarming inno- 
vation on the practice of former Presidents. 
Some days ago the gentleman offered a resolu- 
tion, which was adopted, calling for copies of 
commissions granted by General Washington to 
John Rutledge, as chief justice; to William Paca, 
as district judge, and to William Nelson, as mar- 
shal; and for copics of the commissions granted to 
our late Envoys to St. Petersburg. The Senate 
were not informed of the use intended to be made 
of them, until we were favored with the gentle- 
man’s speech ; and it being then impracticable to 
call officially for other commissions without post- 
poning the debate, I immediately addressed a note 
to the Secretary of State, requesting that I might 
be furnished with copies of certain commissions 
granted by General Washington in similar cases 
of foreign missions. I have received them, and 
will presently read and compare them with those 
lately granted. The difference between the 
commissions issued by General Washington to 
Messrs. Rutledge, Paca, and Nelson, and those 
granted to Messrs, Gallatin, Adams. and Bayard, 
is this, the former expressly limit their continu- 
ance to the end of the next sesston of the Senate 
thereafter, and the latter do not express such a 
limitation. Sir. whether the former had, or bad 
not contained such a limitation, was wholly im- 
material, because the Constitution having im- 
posed the limitation, the commissions would have 
expired as certainly without it as with it. The 


considering the nature of a foreign mission, the 
idea of expressing on the face of a commission 


i granted to a Minister, which he must show as 
the evidence of his authority as such, that it 
shall expire at the end of the next session of the 
Senate, is altogether absurd. I venture to assert 
l that such a commission never was issued under 
| this Government. If the gentleman had thought 
proper to call for commissions granted by the 
| present Executive. during the recess of the Sen- 


the Senate commissions which were granted by 
General Washington and Mr. Adams, in cases of 
foreign missions, during the recess of the Senate. 
[Mr. B. here read. several commissions, and by 
comparing them with those which were granted 


I 
| vation had been practised. 
i 
1 


to Messrs. Gallatin, Adams, und Bayard, showed 
that they were in every respect alike. He then 
| proceeded.] Permit me, now, sir, to advert to 
‘the practice of the Government, from its com- 
į mencement, concerning the construction of the 
' provision of the Constitution which is the sub- 
i ject of discussion. I hold in my hand a list of 
ithe appointments which have been made by the 
; Executive, in the recess of the Senate. since the 
j adoption of the Constitution, which I procured 
| from the office of the Secretary of Strate, It fur- 
i nishes incontestable evidence of the fact that each 
į President has deemed himself authorized to insti- 
tute and to fill foreign missions in the recess of 
the Senate, whenever, in his opinion the interest 
of the United States required it. I will, at pres- 
ent, refer to one or two examples only, remark- 
ing, at the same time, that the examples are nu- 
merous, and that the list may be examined by 
any gentleman who desires it. 

Soon after General Washington became Presi- 
dent, and in the recess of the Senate, he author- 
| ized Gouverneur Morris, by a letter of instructions, 
| to negotiate with England concerning the inter- 
| change of Ministers and the formation of a com- 
| mercial treaty. I mention this fact to show that 
| he thought himself competent alone to determine 
| whether the United States should or should not 
| be represnnted in England, and to negotiate con- 
| cerning a treaty, without previously consulting 
| the Senate. In June, 1792, John Paul Jones was 
į commissioned to negotiate a treaty of peace with 
| Algiers. The office was not before full, and was 
! now filled for the first time during the recess of 
ithe Senate. Thomas Barclay was appointed 
i Consul at Morocco, on the 31st March, 1791. 
| This was an original appointment, and was now 

made during the recess of the Senate. These 
leeamioles, without referring to others, are suf- 
show that the late commissioning of 


| ficient to 


705 


Apri, 1814. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Executive Appoiniments. 


706 


SENATE. 


Alhert Gallatin, John Q. Adams, and James A. 
Bayard, was sanetioned by the practice under 
Washington’s administration. The same prac- 
tice was pursued by Mr. Adams, of which the 
list before me presents many examples, but which 
I will abstain from reading. lest I should trespass 
on the patience of the Senate. During the ad- 
ministration of that distinguished statesman, Mr. 
Jefferson, we find the same construction given 
to the Constitution; but presume his examples 
would not be deemed good authority by the mover 
of these most extraordinary and unprecedented 
resolutions, 

Thus, I trust, the case is fully made out, Ist. 
That the resolutions themselves are unauthorized 
by the Constitution; and 2d. That the commis- 
sioning of Albert Gallatin, John Q. Adams, and 
James A. Bayard, was an act authorized by the 


Constitution, and sanctioned by the practice of 


all Administrations. It appears, then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that we are called upon to protest against 
the conduct of the present Chief Magistrate, for 
exercising his legitimate Constitutional powers, 
and for following the example of the first Presi- 
dent of the United States. Sir, I have witnessed 
with pain and mortification the precepts and ex- 
amples of the Kather of his Country set at naught 
by those who profess to be his exclusive follow- 
ers; but I do cherish the hope that they will not 
be condemned by an act of this honorable body. 
Why the examples to which I have referred 
should have received universal and uniform ac- 
quiescence, and why, at this peculiar moment, it 
should be proposed to censure Mr. Madison for 
following those examples, I will not attempt to ex- 
plain. For what wasthe act done, against which 
this protest is entered? To obtain peace. By 
whom is the proposition submitted? By a gen- 
uleman whom, personally, I respect—but, sir, by 
a gentleman belonging to a party professing to be 
the exclusive friends of peace. A party whose 
daily business is to clamor against the continu- 
ance of the war, and to present every possible 
impediment to its suecessful prosecution. [ leave 
the comment to the American people. 

The further consideration of the resolutions 
was postponed until to-morrow. 


Fripay, April 1. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate of the death of Jous Daw- 
son, late a member of the House of Representa- 
tives from the State of Virginia; and that his re- 
mains will be interred this day at three o’clock. 
Resolved. unanimously, ‘hat the Senate will 
attend the funeral of Jonn Dawson, late a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives from the 
State of Virginia, this day at three o’clock, and, 
as a testimony of respect for the memory of ihe 
deceased, they will go into mourning, and wear 
a black crape round the left arm for thirty days. 


SATURDAY, April 2. x 
Mr. Rozerrs presented the memorial of C. A. 
Rodney and others, citizens of the borough of 
13th Cox. 2d SEss.—23 


Wilmington and its vicinity, stating that, in their 
opinion. it is inexpedient, at the present time, to 


repeal the act imposing an embargo in the ports 
and harbors of the United States, and praying it 
may not be removed, for reasons stated at-large 
in the memorial; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The Presipent communicated the report of 
the Secretary for the Department of War, com- 
prehending contracts made by him in the year 
1813, and those made by the Commissary Gen- 
eral in the same year, in compliance with “An 
act concerning public contracts,” passed April 
21st. 1808; and the report was read. 

The bill to incorporate the stockholders of the 
Columbian Manufacturing Company was read 
the second time. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act granting to the President and 
Directors of the New Orleans Navigation Com- 
pany and their successors a lot of ground ;” in 
which bill they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. Bins, of Georgia, submitted a motion for 
consideration, which, on motion by Mr. Gors, 
was amended and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before the 
Senate a list of appointments of foreign Minis- 
ters and Consuls which have been made in the 
recess of the Senate since the commencement of 
the Administration of the first President; distin- 
cuishing the cases in which the respective ap- 
pointments had not been before filled, from those 
of appointments that had been filled, and speci- 
fying when the latter became vacant; also, co- 
pies of the commissions to Albert Gallatin, John 
Quincy Adams, and James A. Bayard, to be 
jointly and severally Envoys Extraordinary and 
Ministers Plenipotentiary, to negotiate and sign 
a treaty of commerce with Great Britain; and, 
also, to John Quincy Adams, Albert Gallatin,’ 
and James A. Bayard, to negotiate and signa 
treaty of commerce with Russia. 

The engrossed bill making Elizabeth City the 
port of entry and delivery for the district of 
Camden, in the State of North Carolina, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. Fromentin presented the memorial of the 
Legislative Council and House of Representa- 
tives of the Illinois Territory, praying the right 
of pre-emption may he granted to certain settlers 
in said Territory, therein described; and the 
memorial was read, and referred to the commit- 
tec appointed on the 4th of February, on the me- 
morial of Thomas Cooper and others, to consider 
and report thereon. 

EXECUTIVE APPOINTMENTS. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


motion submitted by Mr. Gorr. as is stated on 
the 7th of March. 
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Mr. Horsey, of Delaware, addressed the Chair | regard to the expediency and constitutionality of 
as follows: the nomination, as the Senate undoubtedly have 
Mr. President—It is my misfortune to differ | to decide for themselves, when the nomination is 
upon this occasion with the honorable mover of | submitted for their advice and consent? 
the resolutions; at the same time I beg leave toj While the Constitution has given to the Presi- 
assure him that T am not insensible to the respect | dent and the Senate the general power of appoint- 
and deference which I owe to his opinion, and par- | ment, it has also given tothe President alone aqual- 
ticularly to the precedents he has cited, ified and modified power of appointment, during 
How it may be proper for one department of | therecessof the Senate. At the same time, how- 
the Government to claim the right of interpreting | ever, it has placed this power under the strictest 
the Constitution for another co-ordinate depart- | guards or checks. First, it can only be exercised in 
ment, by way of abstract resolution or otherwise, | the recess of the Senate ; secondly, the commission 
is a question which I submit to the consideration | creating the appointment shall expire at the end 
of the honorable mover. Is it a claim compatible | of the next session of the Senate. These are the 
with the great political maxim which requires | checks which the Constitution has placed over 
that several departments of power ought to be| this power. If it be abused, the President alone 
separate, distinct, and independent of each other, | is responsible. It is a power complete in itself, 
so far as it regards the exercise of the powers de-| and that belongs solely and exclusively to the 
volved upon them? Executive. To be sure, if the Executive after- 
The several departments of the Government | wards submit the appointment to the Senate, as 
derive their powers, not from each other, but} he must do, if it is to continue beyond their ses- 
from the same source of authority—the Consti- sion, it is in the nature of a new appointment, 
tution. The one, I apprehend, cannot justly claim | and the Senate may reject or affirm it. But as it 
an exclusive superior right to settle the power of | regards the intermediate act of appointment, it is 
the other. perfect in itself for the limited time, and, in my 
It is of the utmost importance that the Consti- | humble conception, the Senate have no more 
tutional balance of power should be maintained, | right to interfere with regard to it, than they have 
iu order to preserve the equilibrium of the Gov-| to interfere with the House of Representatives in 
ernment. The way to do this, is by a tenacious | the choice of their Speaker and other officers; no 
adherence to all those salutary checks which the | more right than they have to advise and control 
Constitution has wisely put into the hands of the | the Executive in the exercise of his undoubted 
several departments, in order that the one may | powers to grant reprieves and pardons, to receive 
defend itself against the encroachment of the | foreign Ministers, or to use his qualified veto. 


other. This is the only mode by which the] As it relates to Appointments connected with 
weaker branches can restrain the stronger within | the treaty-making power, the Senate have. it 
their Constitutional limits. must be admitted, a remote or indirect controlling 
The main check is the power of the negative. ' power over the power to make temporary ap- 
If both branches of the Legislature pass a bill vio- | pointments, upon the ratification ofa treaty. And 
lating, in his opinion, the rights of the Executive, | this may be considered a third, though not per- 
he may interpose bis qualified negative, and, if feet, yet important check over the qualified power 
this does not shield him, he must yield to the] of appointment. 
Constitutional majority of the Legislature. It{ Thus, sir, it appears to me, so far as respects 
would be presumptuous in him to claim the right| the exercise of the qualified power of appoint- 
to judge for them, after he had passed his nega- | ment, lodged by the Constitution with the Ex- 
tive, as it would be idle for him to express his ecutive, that the Senate have no right to meddle 
opinion in the form of an empty protest. So, if| with it. It is not subject to their control, but to 
the House of Representatives pass a bill infring-| the control only of the three important checks to 
ing, inthe opinion of the Senate, their rights, the | which I have adverted, and to that responsibil- 
Senate may interpose their absolute negative, and ity which the President owes to the power of 
thereby detend themselves and the Constitution. impeachment and to his country. As to the 
But could they do more? Could they take it general power of appointment, the salutary con- 
upon themselves to censure the House of Repre-| trol of the Senate, through their absolute power 
sentatives, when that branch is co-ordinate and | to negative, is effectual—it is perfect. Not empty 
wholly independent of this? and unavailing as are the resolutions in question; 
So too as it regards the general power of ap-! which if adopted we have no power to enforce; 
pointment. The wisdom of the Constitution has | which in their nature are not susceptible of any 
placed this in the hands of the President and the | beneficial or practical result. Send them to the 
Senate. It has given tothe President the sole} President—he reads them, and is of the same 
power of nomination—to the Senate simply the; opinion still, And can these resolutions con- 
power of concurrence and of the negative. If.) strain him to alter his opinion? After the ma- 
therefore, the President submits a nomination | turest deliberation he adheres to his Opinion, and 
which in the opinion of the Senate, is improper | sits down and wriles a counter protest in support 
or uncoustitutional, the Senate through their con-!of it. Then, sir, we shall have protest against 
trolling powerof the negative, may reject the nom- | protest, and the whole amount of the matter will 
ination. But can they do more? “Has not prea ae that a question is raised between one depart- 
President the right to determine for himself with | ment and another co-ordinate department of the 
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bunal exists. 

If there be any force in these preliminary re- 
marks, the propriety of the course taken by the 
honorable mover may, to say the least, be doubted. 
If doubtful, ought a measure so extraordinary to 


be adopted? A measure, acknowledged to be 
without precedent. To justify one department, 
if it can be justified at all, to pass a vote imply- 
ing censure upon the conduct of another de- 
partment, the case ought to be clear, the condust 
gross. Nota point about which intelligent men 
may fairly entertain opposite opinions. Where 
the construction, even if wrong, may have been 
nothing worse than an error of judgment; an 
error into which the party may have been led by 
a practical interpretation of the Constitution for 
more than sixteen years, if not from the com- 
mencement of the Government. 

The honorable mover, sir, has touched upon 
delicate ground. The relations subsisting be- 
tween the President and the Senate are near and 
highly important. We ought to do nothing cal- 
culated to endanger that harmony and dignity 
which should always characterize this body in 
their intercourse with the Executive. 

In this the public as well as ourselves have an 
interest. ‘he utmost delicacy and deference I 
should hope would always be observed towards 
each other, ape with a fixed, and tirm 
purpose to maintain all the rights and powers 
belonging to great and independent branches of 
the Government. P 

Mr. President, I have said, if the point were 
doubtful, even if the President were in the wrong, 
it is to my mind very questionable whether we 
ought to pass the resolutions. But l humbly 
think the question is not doubtful. 1 believe, 
verily believe, that the President has given the 
just and true, and at the same time the most fit 
and practicable construction to the Constitution. 
This, to my mind, is susceptible of the clearest 
and most conclusive demonstration, 

An instrument drawn with so much brevity 
and in such general terms as the Constitution of 
the United States, could not specify every power 
which might be necessary and indispensable to a 
due and practical administration of the Govern- 
ment. Indeed to have made such specifications, 
would have required attributes with which it 
has not been the pleasure of the Deity to endow 
imperfect man. The Government, therefore, and 
the several departments, in the execution of their 
powers, of necessity resort in many instances to 
the doctrine of construction. Hence the powers 
of the Government are either specified or con- 
structive. The power of the President to dis- 
place from office is nota specified, but a con- 
structive power—a power of greater magnitude 
and much more doubtful construction than the 
one in question. The power of the Congress to 
establish a National Bank is not an express but 
a constructive power. The power of the Execu- 
tive to recall or supersede at pleasure a public 
Minister, without consulting the Senate, though 
but just appointed by their advice and consent, is 


ner, and the temper of the negotiation—to con- 
tinue or break it off—are all constructive powers, 
involving the relations of peace and war. The 
powers of the President to dismiss a foreign Min- 
ister—to acknowledge the Government and inde- 
pendence of a foreign nation—are powers of the 
greatest magnitude, involving the best interests 
of society, and yet more constructive powers. It 
is, therefore, sir, apparent that the Constitution 
is an instrument which in practice does not ad- 
mit of that strict and literal interpretation which 
the honorable mover contends for. You cannot 
give it life or effect if you interpret it, like a 
penal statute, according to the dead letter. In- 
deed there are parts of the Constitution which 
will not beara literal construction. Take, for 
instance, article 4, section 1—“ Full faith and 
¢ eredit shall be given in each State to the public 
acts, records, and judicial proceedings of every 
‘other State. And the Congress may, by gen- 
‘eral laws, prescribe the manner in which such 
‘ acts, records, and proceedings shall be proved and 
t the effect thereof.” Congress has undertaken to 
prescribe the manner in which such acts, records, 
and proceedings, shall be proved, but they have 
not undertaken, and probably never will under- 
take, to prescribe the effect they are to have. 
What is the true import of the words “full faith 
and eredit,” isa question that has puzzled the bar 
and the bench, and about which a contrariety of 
opinion exists among the learned in the law. But 
the word “ effect,” take it literally and it conveys 
a most extraordinary power to Congress. A pow- 
er which would swallow up the State sovereign- 
ties. An act of the Legislature of any one State 
is a public act, and by this section Congress has 
the power, by a general law, to declare what 
effect such an act shall have in another State. 
‘he Legislature of Virginia, for instance, pass 
an act limiting the rights of suffrage to freehold- 
ers; take this section literally, and Congress may 
declare that such act shall have the same effect 
in Pennsylvania or Massachusetts as it has in 
Virginia, and vice versa. An effect which I am 
sure would not be very kindly received either in 
Pennsylvania or Massachusetts. 

To give a liberal and beneficial construction . 
to the Constitution has ever been a favorite doc- 
trine with me, especially in relation to the powers 
of the Executive, which in ordinary times is the 
feeblest branch of the Government. The com- 
mon rules of equitable construction applicable to 
statutes and other instruments, apply with greater 
force to the Constitution of the United States, 
because it is more general in its terms and less 
specific in its provisions. I hold it therefore, sir, 
that we ought so to construe the Constitution as 
will best answer the intention which the makers 
had in view. ‘That whatever is within the in- 
tent or equity of the Constitution, is within the 
Constitution, although it be not within the strict 
letter. And e contra, whatever may be within 
the letter, if it be not within the intent and spirit 
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manifest technical positive rule of law to the: 
contrary. i 

1 now, Mr. President, approach the main ques- 
tion. It arises under the second section of the j 
second article of the Constititution. 
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by a sudden rupture. 
‘ neither the Constitution or laws have prescribed 
i the duties, because the duties must necessarily 
depend upon the course of events and the partic- 


“The President shall have power, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to make ireaties, | 
provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur ; | VMES A ž t 
and he shall nominate, and, by and with the advice! ular state of our foreign relations. The duties 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint Ambassadors, , are left with the discretion of the Executive. In 
other public Ministers and Consuls, Judges of the Su- | short, it is an oflice not created by the Constitu- 
preme Court, and all other officers of the United | tion, nor by any municipal law, but emanates 
States, whose appointments are not herein otherwise j from the laws of nations and is common to all 
provided for, and which shall be established by Jaw. | civilized Governments. The Minister is subject 
But the Congress may by law vest the appointment | to these laws, and he is under the protection of 
of such inferior officers, as they think proper, in the | these laws. The Constitution barely directs the 
President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads; modes in which the Minister shall be appointed. 
of departments. But when appointed, when he shall depart, how 

“The President shall have power to fill up all] Jong he shall continue, what duties he is to per- 
vacancies that may happen during the recess of the! form, the nature of his instructions, in short, 
Senate, hy granting commissions, which shall expire | everything that is vital, depends solely upon the 
at the cnd of their next session.” | Executive and the laws of nations. 

It is manifest, from the first cited clause of this; [t isan office, if it may be so called, sui generis. 
section, that the President and the Senate possess | The number may be multiplied to any extent, or 
conjointly the general power of appointment. : diminished. It is brought forth with the occasion, 
It is equally manifest, from the second cited clause i and disappears when the occasion ceases. When 
of the section, that the President alone possesses į not filled, if it exists at all, it is only in contem- 
a modified power of appointment. :plation. Where is the office which you, Mr. 

The main question then is, had the President! Vice President, and your associates filled, when 
an authority, under the modified power, to issue; Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
the commissions, during the recess of the Senate, | tiary tothe French Republic ? Can the honora- 
to the Ministers named in the resolutions, to con- | ble mover lay his hand upon it, or ean the pow- 
tinue in force to the end of the next session of | ersof man reproduce it? In short, where arc all 


the Senate and no longer. 

First. Is the authority within the letter of the 
Constitution ? 

Secondly. Is it within the intent and policy of 
the Constitution? 

I beg gentlemen to remember that it has been 
the wisdom of most Governments to intrust the 
management of their foreign affairs to the head 
or chief. That. under this Government, the 
President, as the supreme executive officer, is 
charged with this subject. That a Minister is 
no more than an agent through whom these con- 
cerns are managed. ‘hat, to manage them with 
success and advantage, secrecy and immediate 
despatch are oftentimes necessary, in negotiations 
particularly. 

The office then of a public Minister is the me- 
dium through which the Executive is enabled to 
manage our foreign relations, and particularly to 
conduct negotiations. It is an office wholly dif- 
ferent from the ordinary offices created by the 
Constitution or by law. Itis an office without 
limitation as to number, or duration of tenure, with 
regard to which neither the Constitution or laws 
have prescribed the duties. It is without limita- 
tion as to number, because the nature of the 
office renders it necessary thatthe number should 


i the offices which our Ministers respectively have 
| filled at the Court of London, anterior to the dec- 
| laration of war? They have merged and can 
| never again be called into action. When the 

relations of peace shall be restored, we shall have 
' new appointments and new offices. 
| The office of a public Minister, therefure, de- 
| pends upon events, upon the state of foreign af- 
į fairs, and is authorized by the laws of nations. 

Any Government may use it, which recognises 

these laws, and none can which does not. For 
j it is an office which requires the assent of foreign 
| Powers, and depends upon the common laws of 
nations for protection. 

Upon the whole, it is an office not durable and 

: permanent, as are the ordinary oflices established 
| by the Constitution and by law—but ephemeral, 
| existing no longer than the occasion which gave 
| birth to it, and dependent upon the transitions of 
j ime and events. The office in truth attaches 
| whenever the occasion arises to use it, and the 
‘act of appointment is the consummation of the 
į law. 

Tf therefore the occasion arises whilst the Sen- 
ate are in session, the office must be consummated 
by the concurrent act of the President and the 
Senate. If itarises during the recess of the Sen- 
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‘Constitution. 

To apply the argument to the case before us: 
‘On the 8th of March. 1813, in the recess of the 
Senate, M. Daschkoff, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of His Majesty the Em- 
peror of Russia, by letter addressed to the Secre- 
tary of State, communicates to the President, 
officially, the disposition of His Majesty the Em- 
peror to offer his mediation to His Majesty the 
King of Great Britain and the United States of 
America. and at the same time declares that he, 
M. Daschkoff. is charged to propose it to the Pres- 
ident of the United States. On the lith of the 
same month, the Secretary of State writes to M. 
Daschkoff, informing him that the President wil- 
lingly accepts the offered mediation, to promote 
peace between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, and, further, that such arrangements would 
be made, without delay, as would afford His Im- 
perial Majesty the opportunity he invited, to in- 
terpose his good offices for the accomplishment 
.of so important an event. This then is the occa- 
sion for instituting the mission to Russia. It 
happened in the recess of the Senate. The office 
then attached, and with it the vacancy, which 
was filled and the office perfected by issuing the 
commissions which must have expired with this 
session of the Senate. As the office and the va- 
-eancy happened during the recess, necessarily the 
office could not have heen before full, as the first 
resolution would seem to require, as a pre-requi- 
site to a vacancy happening. | 

Whether the letter of M. Daschkoff, of the Sth 
of March, conveyed the first official information 
to the President of the offered mediation—whe- 
ther there was any preconcert to delay the official 
letter till the Senate had closed their session— 
whether it was expedient or inexpedient to ac- 
cept the proposed mediation—whether it com- 
ported with the honor and character of this Gov- 
ernment to appoint and despatch the Commis- 
sioners, upon the mere presumption that Great 
Britain would accept the mediation, and also ap- 
point commissioners to mect ours, are questions 
not involved in this discussion. If they were, 
they are questions which rather concern the 
abuses, than the rights of power. 

I am aware, sir, that the ground which I have 
discussed, is not withuut its difficulties. To bring 
the case within the dead letter, is a task of no 
very easy performance. But, in my view, all 
difficulties and doubts vanish before the second 
ground, which I am about tu enter upon, and 
upon which I principally found my opinion. 

The primary objects of the Constitution are, 
the public peace and general welfare. Whatever 


interpretation may be calculated to insure the 


| Constitution. 

What, sir, is the intent and policy of the Con- 
| stitution upon this subject? The general power 
| of appointments is given to the President and the 
| Senate. But from the peculiar constitution of 
the Senate, a body composed of members coming 
from every State in the Union however distant, 
a body not permanently in session, but out of ses- 
sion in common times eight months in the year, 
the framers of the Constitution at once saw, that 
the power, as a general power of appointment, 
was defective. Hence it became necessary to 
provide a modified power to remedy this defect, 
and to represent the general power, when the 
i general power was not in a condition to act. 

This was indispensable, or else the mischiefs and 
embarrassments resulting to the Government and 
the public must have been intolerable. The 
modified power was therefore intended as a sub- 
stitute for the general power, when the general 
power was not in session, and unable to perform - 
its functions. In constituting this modified pow- 
er, however, the convention was extremely guard- 
ed by placing over it the important checks to 
which I have before adverted, namely; first, 
that it shall be exercised only when the general 
power is not in session: secondly, that the com- 
missions issued by it shall endure no longer than 
necessary to give the general power an opportu- 
nity to act upon them, All I contend for is, that 
we ought not so to restrict the modified power 
as to defeat the remedy or render it short of its, 
object ; that the modified power ought to be able 
so to act, as to supply the defect of the general 
| power, and that whatever authority is necessary 
fairly to this purpose is within the intent and 
equity, if not the letter of the Constitution. A 
case, not within the letter of a statute, is some- 
times holden to be within the meaning, because 
itis within the mischief for which the remedy 
is provided. It is an established rule of law that 
l such a construction ought to be put upon a reme- 
dial statute, as will tend to suppress the mischief 
intended to be remedied. 

Let us now test the construction contended for 
by the honorable mover, by these rules and prin- 
| ciples. Let us see, if, according to his construc- 
tion, the remedy is calculated to suppress the 
mischief. Illustrations to show its inadequacy 
are innumerable. 

Take the case of the ordinary offices estab- 
lished by the Constitution and by law. Suppose 
any one of them to become vacant by death dur- 
ing the session of the Senate, and that no account 
|of the death reaches the President before the 
i Senate close their session. Here the vacancy 
does not happen during the recess, but during 
the session. Suppose the Collector of the port of 
New Orleans to die on this day, and that the in- 
telligence of his death does not reach this place 
before we adjourn. Jn this case the vacancy 
surely does not happen in the recess. What is 
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to be done? The Collector is an officer whose 
services are necessary to the daily operations 
of the Government. Are the Senate to be 
convened? Well. The Senate are convened 
from all parts of this extended empire, at great 
expense to the nation and personal inconvenience 
to the members. To do what? To appoint a 
Collector! Well. The Collector is appointed 
and the Senate are adjourned ; but, before many 
of the members get to their distant homes, it is 
announced that the Distret Judge in the State of 
Vermont is dead, and that he died while the Sen- 
ate were in session appointing the Collector for 
New Orleans. Sir, where is this expense and 
perplexity to end? 

Mr. President, if these ordinary occasions illus- 
trate the incompetency of the remedy, as the 
honorable mover would restrict it, the extraordi- 
nary oflices of public Ministers still more forcibly 
and irresistibly illustrate it. 

In the management of the foreign affairs of a 
great commercial nation, having intercourse with 
all the commercial Powers of the earth, in order 
to keep up this intercourse to advantage, and to 
preserve the relations of peace and friendship, 
many agents, diplomatic and consular, are ne- 
cessary. In the appointment of these the utmost 

` secrecy and despatch are oftentimes of vital im- 
portance. 

In seasons of war everything may depend on 
time. The event of a single battle may present 
a happy moment for negotiation. Great and 
sudden changes are perpetually taking place in 
the affairs of nations. A sudden war may break 
out between one nation and another, between a 
foreign Power and the United States; and will 
the honorable mover have it that there is no 
power in this Government competent to act with 
all the secrecy and promptitude which such an 
emergency might require ? 

Sometimes it may so happen that the time for 
instituting a negotiation may not depend on our- 
selves, but other Powers. Suppose a General 
Congress, to treat of a general peace, be agreed 
upon, and the United States are invited to join. 
The delay incident to the invitation would be 
long enough, but if the preparatory steps are to 
be retarded until the Senate could be called, it is 
more than probable that the other Powers con- 
cerned would not have the patience to wait for 
us. Indeed their views and situation might not 
admit of it. 

Take the doctrine of the honorable mover, and 
if a decisive battle be fought in Canada, resulting 
in our favor, and the enemy offer peace on our 
own terms, there is no power to appoint a com- 
missioner even to conclude the preliminary arti- 
cles, without a delay of at least two months, if 
the Senate happen not to be in session! In the 
mean time the enemy may be reinforced, or other 
changes happen, and the advantageous moment 
to end the war be lost, perhaps, forever. 

If the late despatch from Lord Castlereagh had 
arrived in the recess of the Senate, as it well 
might have done, was the President to wait till 
the Senate could be convened, without taking 


even a preparatory step? Must the war be 
waged two months longer, and must the enemy 
wait our own time? 

Suppose England had in good faith accepted 
the offered mediation of Russia, and that the ac- 
ceptance had been announced with the offer to 
us, were we to wait until the Senate could be 
got together? Were two precious months to be 
lost ? 

If your citizens are in captivity in Algiers—if 
your seamen are unjustly and cruelly confined in 
a foreign port, and the intelligence happen to 
arrive during the recess, the President has not 
even the power to appoint even a Consul to go to 
their immediate relief! 

Surrounded as we are with Indian tribes, if a 
war suddenly break out, in the recess of the 
Senate, there is no power to send a commissioner 
to make explanations or to treat with the hostile 
tribe—nor to make friends with the neighboring 
tribes, but we must wait until the Senate are 
summoned; and in the mean time those we 
might have gained over to us are by the delay 
turned against us. 

Sir, the construction contended for by the 
honorable mover, is fraught with mischievous 
consequences, with evils and embarrassments in- 
calculable. ‘There is a passage in one of the 
numbers of the Federalist (by Mr. Hamilton) so 
applicable to this subject, that I will, with the 
permission of the Senate, trouble them while I 
read it— 

“It seldom happens in the negotiations of treaties, 
of whatever nature, but that perfect secrecy and im- 
mediate despatch are sometimes requisite, They who 
have turned their attention to the affairs of men, 
must have perceived that there are tides in them. 
‘Tides very irregular in their duration, strength, and 
direction, and seldom found to run twice exactly in 
the same manner or measure. To discern and profit 
by these tides in national affairs, is the business of 
those who preside over thom; and they who have had 
much experience on this head inform us that there 
frequently are occasions when days, nay, when even 
hours are precious. The loss of a battle, the death of 
a Prince, the removal of a Minister, or other circum- 
stances intervening to change the present posture and 
aspect of affairs, may turn the most favorable tide into 
a course opposite to our wishes. As in the field, so 
in the cabinet, there are moments to be scized as they 
pass, and they who preside in cither should be left in 
capacity to improve them. So often and so essentially 
have we herctofore suflered from the want of secrecy 
and despatch, that the Constitution would have been 
inexcusably defective, if no attention had been paid to 
those objects. ‘Those matters which in negotiations 
usually require the most secrecy and the most despatch, 
are those preparatory and auxiliary measures which 
are not otherwise important, in a national view, than 
as they tend to facilitate the attainment of the objects 
of the negotiation.” 


I contend for no more than, that the President, 
in the absence of the Senate, should possess the 
power to adopt those preparatory and auxiliary 
measures, without which, to use the language 
of the accomplished statesman just quoted, the 
Constitution would have been inexcusably de- 
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step towards negotiation. 
essential part is the treaty. It is this which is 
the most important in a national view. This 
cannot be finally ratified and confirmed, without 
the advice and consent of the Senate, and that 
too with the concurrence of two-thirds of the 
members present. If the Senate arc not in ses- 
sion when the treaty is concluded, they must be 
convened; and in most instances the President, 
who is always advised of the progress and proba- 
ble issue of the negotiation, may so manage as to 
call the Senate and have them in session at or 
about the time the treaty arrives. At any rate, 
alter a treaty is signed a reasonable time is 
always allowed for its ratification and exchange, 
and in fixing thistime regard would always be paid 
to the distance and nature of ratifying powers. 

lt appears to me, then, that the construction 
for which I contend, to continue the language of 
the same author just quoted, gives to negotiations 
every advantage which can be derived from tal- 
ents, integrity, and a deliberate investigation on 
the one hand, and from secrecy and despatch on 
the other. lt is a construction founded in fitness 
and convenience and supported by contempora- 
neous interpretation. 

It has been the practical construction of the 
Constitution from the earliest stages of the Gov- 
ernment, and upon experience was found to be 
essential to its dueadministration. 1tcommenced 
with General Washington, was continued by Mr. 
Adams, and became much more prevalent with 
Mr. Jefferson, as appears by the numerous cases 
to be found in the Department of State, and upon 
the Executive Journal of the Senate. (a) 

The honorable mover has cited the case of Mr, 
Monroe while Minister at the Freoch Republic, 
from the Life of Washington by Marshall. The 
conduct of Mr. Monroe had not been satisfactory 
to General Washington; atthe same time he did 
not wish to recall him, but rather preferred send- 
ing another Minister to be associated with him. 
The difficulty was, inasmuch as Mr. Monroe was 
in the office, there could be no vacancy, so as to 
authorize the President to fill it up during the*re- 
cess of the Senate. This seems to have been the 
opinion of General Washington, and therefore, to 
obviate the difficulty and ereate the vacancy, Mr. 
Monroe was recalled and a successor appointed in 
the recess. The case therefore does not apply. 

As to the form of the commissions which issued 
to the Commissioners named in the resolution, I 
do not attach so much importance as the honor- 
able mover has done. The objections, that these 
commissions were not limited to expire at the end 
of the next session of the Senate, but are general 


and without limitation. And the honorable mover | 


has read some commissions issued by General 
Washington, to show that he had always introdu- 
ced the limitation. 

But it seems that the honorable mover was mis- 
taken; for, upon a more particular search, com- 


missions are found wherein General Washington 
has omitted the limitation. 


But what to my mind is a conclusive answer 
to this objection is, that there is no form preseri- 
bed by the Constitution or law, in which com- 
missions are to issue, and therefore the form de- 
pends upon the pleasure of the Executive, who 
alone is authorized to issue them. 

Can the addition or omission of the limitation 
vary the nature of the commission ? Ifa commis- 
ion issue to A, appointing him Chief Justice of the 
United States, is it material to say, to hold the 
same during good behaviour, or that A, is invested 
with all the powers and entitled to all the emolu- 

; ments of right belonging to a Chief Justice of the 
United States? J apprehend not. 

Iam aware, sir, that commissions usually issue 
‘ju some such form, but the greater part is empty 
| verbiage. Does the judge derive the tenure of his 
; office from the commission? No. But from the 

Constitution. Does he derive his powers and 
| emoluments from the commission? Surely not. 
| But from the Constitution and the laws. He 
| derives nothing from the commission but the 

Inere appointment, which can be made as well in 
i three lines as thirty. 

So if a commission issue in the recess of the 
; Senate, whether it express the limitation or not, 

it necessarily expires at the time limited by the 
| Constitution ; for it is the Constitution, not the 
į commission, that is operative as to the limitation, 
; Mr. President, it appears to me that most of the 
arguments of the honorable mover proceed from 
the abuse, rather than a just and proper exercise 

of the power. These are arguments which prove 
too much, and, if admitted, would go to takeaway 
from the Government all power. An argument 
against the abuse ofa thing is no argument against 
the use of it. If such arguments are admitted, 
there is no power, uo institution, however sacred, 
which may not be assailed. Religion, the altar 
‘itself, would not be exempt. For we know that 
they afford masics for hypocrites and impostors. 
| You have already, sir, given a construction to 
| the Constitution, conferring upon the Lixecutive 
[e power infinitely more liable to abuse than the 


one in question, and a construction, too, give me 
leave to say, vastly more doubtful than that for 
; which I contend. I refer, sir, to that power by 
| which the President undertakes to remove an 
! officer, at his pleasure, without consulting the 
Senate. This we know was not Mr. Hamilton’s 
understanding of the Constitution; and we be- 
lieve that such a construction would never have 
‘been put upon the Constitution, but for the un- 
| limited confidence in General Washington. This 
l construction has opened the door to an abuse 
| which if practised, would virtually destroy the 
‘controlling power of the Senate over appoint- 
ments. The President nominates A, Minister to 
the Court of St. Petersburg, to-day, and the nomi- 
[sal is approved by the Senate. The Senate 


will close their session ina few days. The Presi- 
dent then supersedes A, and, it being in the recess, 
appoints B, his particular favorite, but who would 
not have passed the Senate. Bs commission 
is good to the end of the next session of the Sen- 
ate. Just before the end of the next session the 
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President nominates C, wh 
Senate, but, as soon as the Sena jou 
he supersedes C, and renews the commission to 
B. Thus, by an abuse of this power to super- 
sede or remove. the President may virtually de- 
prive the Senate of their undoubted right to par- 
ticipate in the general power of appointment. 

Sir, what is the power for which I contend 
compared to this power? A power of all others 
the most susceptible of abuse; and when abused, 
a most cruel engine of proscription and oppression. 
What is it, compared to the power to recall your 
foreign Ministers at pleasure; to receive all for- 
eign Ministers; to dismiss foreign Ministers; to 
acknowledge the sovereignty and independence 
of foreign Governments; to instruct your own 
Ministers ;—what is it, compared to the power to 
reject a treaty ? 

These are all powers which the President con- 


te have adjourned, 


fessedly pussesses. Powers involving the relations j 


of peace and war, and every interest which de- 
pends upon foreign connexion and Intercourse 
Powers compared to which the one in question 
sinks into utter insignificance. 

And does it follow that the Preside 


nt ought not 
> 


to have these extraordinary powers, because, in | 


the hands of wicked and unprincipled meu, they 
may be abused? Does it follow, because the Pres- 
ident may rashly reject an honorable and advan- 
tageous treaty, and thereby involve the nation in 
restrictions and war, that therefore the President 
ought to have no concern in the treaty-making 
power? Does it follow, because a President may 
petulantly dismiss a foreign Minister, and thereby 
break off an important negotiation, that therefore 
he ought not to be intrusted with such a power ? 
Tf he will not receive a foreign Minister, and ac- 
knowledge a foreign Government, in every case 
where the public interest requires it, does it follow 
that he ought not to have the power to do so at 
all? 

What is the power for which I contend? A 
mere power to make temporary appointments 
when the general power is not in capacity to act. 
This is denied. But, when the agent is once ap- 
pointed, it is admitted that when he is to act, how 
‘he is to act, what he is to do, his instructions, his 
correspondence—all depend upon the Executive | 
pleasure. In short, when the agent is once con- į 
stituted, you surrender him up to the President, | 
with everything else that is vital on the subject ; 
of negotiation or foreign intercourse. ! 

Before I conclude, Mr. President, permit me to | 
remark, that the Constitution has wisely divided i 
the powers of the Government among the several . 
departments, taking care to adapt each depart- | 
ment to the powers assigned it; that it is highly : 


important that every department should maintain ` 


its powers free from encroachment, and unim-! 
paired. 
While, therefore, it is the duty of the Senate; 
to defend their rights aud powers, let the Senate ! 
take care that they do not encroach upon therights _ 
and powers of the Executive. Let it be remem-. 
bered that the Executive is constitutionally the : 
feeblest branch of the Government. I speak not, 


o is approved by the f sir, in re 


ference to the present disordered state of 

the body politic, when even Congress seem to 
| bave forgotten themselves, and surrendered their 
i powers (and even more) into the hands of the 
| President—when they have made him almost as 
absolute asa Dictator. But, I speak of those rights 
and powers which legitimately belong to him, ac- 
cording to the great principle of the Constitution. 

The Senate, as an integral branch of the Gov- 
ernment, are more permanent and independent. 
The individual members are chosen for a longer 
term. If the President abuses his powers in a 
manner amounting toa misdemeanor, he is liable 
to impeachment, and this body constitutes the 
High Court which is to try him, and. if convict- 
ed, which is to remove him from office. When. 
on the other hand, the Senate are permanent and 
independent, as an integral body, they are answer- 
able to no power on earth, but a revolutionary 
power. 
| In ordinary times, therefore, the danger is, that 
į the Senate will encroach upon the Executive, 
| and not the Executive upon the Senate; thatthe 
pamonger will trench upon the weaker, and not 

the weaker upon the stronger power. 

Mr. President, I would be the last man upon 
this floor, knowingly, to surrender any one power 
which the Constitution has deposited here. Iam 
tou deeply impressed with the importance of this 
branch of the Government. TI believe it to be the 
sheet anchor of the Constitution and the bulwark 
of our liberties. It is this nation’s best and last 
| hope. When the other ramparts of the Consti- 
‘ tution shall have been broken down, here will be 

made the last stand against the assaults of party 
spirit and the storms of faction, 
I regret that the honorable gentleman from 
: Georgia, (Mr. Bins.) in his concluding remark, 
should have made an intimation calculated to 
take this discussion off its true abstract ground. 
I have treated it, after the example of the honor- 
able mover, as an abstract question, and so itought 
| to be treated. Ido not see that inconsistency in 
| the conduct of the honorable mover, which has 
| been imputed to him by the gentleman from 
| Georgia. The honorable mover had said noth- 
| ing against the expediency of the mission, nor the 
fitness of commissioners. ‘I'here is now no ques- 
tion about the regularity of the proceeding, after 
the nominations were submitted de novo to the 
Senate. The question only relates to the pro- 
ceeding of the Executive in the recess, which ts 
wholly unconnected with the subsequent proceed- 
ing of the Senate. The question involved is a 
qnestion of general power, not confined to this 
particular case. 


Norr ux Mn. Honszy. 

(a) The following list of original appointinents 
of Ministers, Secretaries of Legation, Consuls, and 
other officers, made by the several Presidents of the 
United States, in the recess of the Senate, shows what 
has been the practical construction of the Constitution 
from the year 1792: 

June, 1792.—-John Paul Jones, Minister Plenipetea- 
tiary, to negotiate a Treaty of Peace with Algiers, 

June 1, 1797.—John Q. Adams, Minister Plonipo- 
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tentiary, to negotiate a renewal of the treaty with | upon in support of the honorable movers resolutions, 
Sweden. is, to say the least, of doubtful application, if it has any 
December 31, 1799.—Rufus King, Commissioner, to | application atall. ‘I'he case was, George Read, a Sen- 
negotiate an explanatory article in relation to the sixth | ator from the State of Delaware, resigned his seat on 
article of the treaty of 1794. the 18th day of September, 1793, and during the recess 
1801.James Wilkinson, Benjamin Hawkins, and | of the Legislature of that State. ‘That the Legislature 
Andrew Pickens, Commissioners, to treat with the | of that State met in January, and adjourned in Febru- 
Cherokees, Chickasaws, Choctaws, and Creeks, con- | ary, 1795, without making any appointment. That, 
cerning a road, with a view to open a communication | upon the i9th March, and subsequent to the adjourn- 
between the States of Georgia and Tennessce and the | ment of the Legislature, Kensey Johns was appointed 
Mississippi Territory. by the Governor to fill the vacancy occasioned by the 
June, 1802.—Rufus King, Commissioner, to negoti- resignation of Mr. Read. 
ate an additional article in relation to the boundaries The Senate decided that Mr. Johus was not entitled 
between the United States and certain parts of the ter- | to his seat; not upon the ground that no vacancy had 
ritories of the King of Great Britain. happened during the recess of the Legislature, but upon 
April 18, 1803.—James Monroe, Commissioner to | the ground thata session of the Legislature had inter- 
Spain, to treat of and concerning the boundaries of | yened between the resignation of Mr. Read and the 
Louisiana, and the cession of adjoining territories, &c. į appointment of Mr. Johns by the Executive. This 
1801.—William R. Davie, Commissioner, to hold a | Jccision was probably correct, under the third section 
treaty between North Carolina and the ‘luscaroras. | of the first article of the Constitution, which provides, 
October 1, 1808.—William Short, Minister Plenipo- : that, “ If vacancies happen [in the seats of Senators} 
tentiary to the Court of St. Petersburg. Mr. S. was | by resignation, or otherwise, during the recess of the 
rejected by the Senate, not upon the ground that the Legislature of any State, the Executive thereof may 
President had no right to appoint him in the recess, make temporary appointments, until the next meeting 


but that it was then inexpedient to send a Minister to , of the Legislature, which shall /hen fill such vacancies.” 
This case is rather against the gentleman who cited 


Russia. 
May 12, 1801.—Thomas Sumpter, Secretary of Le- | it, (Mr. Weruts.) Tt shows that the Constitution has 
gation to France. | not received a strict interpretation, according to the 
August 13, 1801.—John Graham, Secretary of Le- | letter. For, if such had been the construction, the va- 
gation to Spain. ! cancy of Mr. Read, after a session of the Legislature 


June, 1792.—John Paul Jones, Consul to Algiers. had intervened, could not have been filled, even by the 

March 27, 1799.—James Read, Vice Consul to Legislature, and the State must have lost, one of its 
Canton. Senators. The letter of the Constitution is peremp- 

June 2, 1801.—Edw. Jones, Commercial Agent to tory, that the Legislature at their next meeting after 
Guadaloupe. the vacancy happens shall then fill it. 


June 2, 1801.-- Thomas Aborn, ditto to Cayenne. The further consideration of the motion was 

June 3, 1801.—John J. Murray, ditto to Glasgow. postponed uatil Monday next. 

June 10, 1801.—James Blake, ditto to Antwerp. 

July 1, 1801.—Joseph Pulis, ditto to Malta. 

And many other like cases. Rea scry ine ; 

1801.—Sundry marshals and district attorneys, whose | Moxpay, April 4. ; 
offices were created by the act for the more convenient ! Mr. Gore presented the memorial of Israel 
organization of the courts of the United States, passed | Thorndike, of Beverly, in the State of Massa- 
the 13th February, 1801, but which gave no power to | chusetts, praying to be allowed the drawback of 
the President to make the appointments in the recess. | duties on certain goods exported in his ship, called 

1801.—-District attorney, marshal, and sundry jus- | the Hope, as is stated in the memorial; which 
tices of the peace, for the District of Columbia, whose | was read, and referred to the Committee on For- 
offices were created by the act concerning the District | eign Relations, to consider and report thereon by 
of Columbia, passed the 27th February, 1801, and ! bill or otherwise. 
which gave no power to the President to make the | The bill. entitled “An act granting to the Pres- 
appointments during the recess. i ident and Directors of the New Orleans Naviga- 

Care has been taken to put down no cases on this | tion Company, and their successors, a lot of 
list but what are unequivocally original missions or | ground,” was read the second time. 
appointments, instituted by the several Presidents dur- i The hill, entitled “An act concerning the pay 
ing tho recess of the Senate. i of officers, seamen, and marines, in the Navy of 

‘The resolution of the Senate, of the 1st of January, | the United States,” was resumed ; and, on motion 
1791, advising the President to take such measures as | by Mr. Gartarn, referred to the Committee on 
he should deem proper for the redemption of the citi- | Naval Affairs, to consider and report thereon. 
zens of the United States in captivity at Algiers, read | A message from the House of Representatives 
by the honorable mover, not to justily, but to explain | informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the appointment of Tonm man donee cis eae a bill, entitled “An act authorizing a subscription 
no material bearing on the dueshon i scanne gbe ‘or the laws of the United States, and for the 
resolution gives no authority to appoint a Minister A sir bunon th fe als hillen tiled “A 
2, Because the power of the Senate to advise and con- į ist DULONAEreO Ts” tate HLERANEI G tage 
sent to the appointment of public Ministers cannot be į for the renewal of a lan warrant ig reorge 
delegated ; 3. Because no appointment was made until | Shannon; in which bills they request the concur- 
June, 1792, seventeen months after the date of the ' rence of the Senate. f ; 
resolution, after a session of the Senate had intervened. | The two bills last mentioned were read, and 

T'he case of Mr. Johns, also cited, and much relied passed to the second reading. 
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On motion of Mr. Hor 
the Treasury to subscribe in behalf of the United 
States for seven hundred and fifty shares in the 
capital stock of the Chesapeake and Delaware 
Canal Company, was postponed to the first Mon- 
day in November next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to incorporate the subscribers to 
the stock of the Union Bank of Alexandria; and 
the consideration thereof was further postponed 
to, and made the order of the day for, Saturday 
next. 

The Senate resumed. as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to establish 
an additional Military Academy. 

On motion, by Mr. Smrrn, that the further 
consideration thereof be postponed to the first 
Monday in November next, it was determined in 
the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 16, as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Chace, Condit, Daggett, German, 
Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Howell, Hunter, King, 
Lambert, Mason, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Varnum, 
and Wells, 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb 
of Georgia, Brent, Brown, Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
Giles, Horsey, Morrow, Roberts, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
and Worthington. 

The Scnate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the better organization of the courts of 
the United States within the State of New 
York.” 

On motion of Mr. German, that the further 
consideration thereof be postponed to the first 
Monday in December next, it was determined in 
the negative. Aud no amendment having beeu 
offered, the bill was ordered to a third reading. 


Tuespay, April 5, 

The bill, entitled “An act for the renewal of a 
land warrant to George Shannon,” was read the 
second time, and referred to the committee ap- 
pointed the 4th of Fcbruary, on the memorial of 
Thomas Cooper and others, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. Brown presented the memorial of William 
Thornton, Superintendent of the Patent Office, 
praying an increase of salary, and other regula- 
tions in relation to said office, as is stated in the me- 
morial; which was read, and referred to a select 
committee, to consider and report thereon by 
bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Brown, Varnum, 
and Mason, were appointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing a sub- 
scription for the laws of the United States, and 
for the distribution thereof,” was read the second 
time, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon ; and Messrs. ROBERTS, 
Cuace, and Grues, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Lacock, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act to alter and 
establish certain post roads,” reported it with 
amendments, 
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Mr. Fromentin, from the committee appoint- 
ed on the subject, reported a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of State to liquidate certain claims 
therein mentioned; and the bill was read, aud 
passed to the second reading. í 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
James Lloyd; and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the appointment of certain officers for the flotilla 
service; and Mr. GalLLarp submitted sundry 
amendments to the bill. On motion, it was 
agreed that the further consideration thereof be 
postponed, 

The bill, entitled “An act for the better organ- 
ization of the courts of the United States within 
the State of New York,” was read a third time. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 6, 
as follows : 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Brown, 
Condit, Daggett, Fromentin, Gaillard, Gore, Horsey, 
Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, Morrow, Roberts, 
Robinson, Stone, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Chace, German, Lacock, Smith, Var- 
num and Worthington. 

So it was resolved that this bill pass. 

The motion submitted by Mr. Gore, as is 
stated on the 7th of February, was resumed ; and, 
on motion by Mr. Mason, the consideration there- 
of further postponed to, and made the order of 
the day for, Thursday next. 

The resolution fixing the time for an adjourn- 
ment of the present session of Congress was re- 
sumed; and, on motion by Mr. ANDERSON, the 
consideration thereof was further postponed to, 
and made the order of the day for, Saturday 
next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the augmentation of the marine corps, together 
with the amendments reported thereto by the 
select committee; and the amendments having 
been agreed to, the President reported the bill to 
the House accordingly ; and it was ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a 
bill, entitled “An act concerning invalid pension- 
ers ;” in which bill they request the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to lessen the 
compensation for marshals, clerks, and attorneys, 
therein mentioned; and, after debate, the further 
consideration thereof was postponed to, and made 
the order of the day for, Thursday next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill entitled “An act for the final ad- 
justment of land titles in the State of Louisiana 
and Territory of Missouri;” and, on motion by 
Mr. Froaentin, the further consideration there- 
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of was postponed to, and made the order of the | certain claims to lands in the Illinois Territory, 


day for, to-morrow. 

The consideration of the bill, entitled “An act | 
for the relief of Seth Russell and Sons,” was re- 
sumed; and, no amendment having been pro- 
posed, it was ordered toa third reading. The bill 
was then read a third time, by unanimous con- 
sent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An | 
act for the relief of William H. Savage ;” and, 
no amendment having been offered, it was or- 
dered to a third reading. The bill was then read 
a third time, by unanimous consent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Commiltee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill. entitled “An 
act for the relief of Mary Chevers 5” and the bill 
having been amended, the President reported it 
to the House accordingly. —'The amendments were 
ordered to be engrossed, aud the bill read a third 
time as amended. 

Mr. Biss, of Kentucky, asked and obtained 
leave to bring in a bill to prolong the charters of 
the banks in the District of Columbia, upon cer- 
tain conditions; and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Biss of Kentucky, the pe- 
tition of William Simmons, presented the 14th of 
March, was referred to a select committee, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise: 
and Messrs. Biss of Kentucky, VARNUM, and 
Smiru, were appointed the committee. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, directing the 
disposition of money paid into the courts of the 
United States; and the bill having been amend- 
ed, the President reported it to the House ac- 
cordingly. 

On motion, by Mr. Brown, that the further 
consideration thereof be postponed to the first | 
Monday in December next, it was determined in 
the negative; and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time as amended. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Stephen Girard;” and, an | 
amendment having heen proposed, the considera- 
tion thereof was postponed. 

Mr. GarLLaRD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, entitled 
“An act concerning the pay of officers, seamen, 
and marines, in the Navy of the United States,” 
reported it with an amendment. 


Weopnespay, April 6. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “ An act for the relief 
of Dennis Clark,” 1eported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Brows, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
newal of a land warrant to George Shannon,” 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. Brown, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act confirming 


and providing for their location; 
amendments, 

On motion, by Mr. GAILLARD, a committee was 
appointed to inquire into the state of the public 
buildings, with leave to report thereon by bill or 
otherwise; and Messrs. GAILLARD, GILES, and 
Smera, were appointed the committee. 

The bill directing the disposition of money 
paid into the courts of the United States, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
for the relief of Mary Chevers,” having been re- 
ported by the committee correctly engrossed, the 
bill was read a third time as amended. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amended ? 
it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 20, 
nays 4, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Chace, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, 
Gaillard, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Howell, 
Hunter, Lambert, Mason, Smith, Stone, Tait, Taylor, 
Varnum, Wells, and Worthington. 

Nays——Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Condit, Morrow, 
and ‘Turner. 

So it was resolved that this bill pass with 
amendments. 

The bill authorizing the augmentation of the 
marine corps was read a third time ; and, on mo- 
tion by Mr. Fromentin, was amended by unani- 
mous consent; and, on motion, by Mr. Tarr, the 
title was amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act authorizing the augmentation 
of the marine corps, and for other purposes.” 

The bill, entitled “An act concerning invalid 
pensioners,” was read the second time; and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
consider and report thereon. 

The bill for the relief of James 
the second time. 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of State to 
liquidate certain claims therein mentioned was 
read a second time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the final adjustment of land titles in the 
State of Louisiana and Territory of Missouri,” 
together with the amendments reported thereto 
by the select committee ; and, the amendments 
having been further amended, the President re- 
ported the bill to the House accordingly ; and, on 
the question, Shall the amendments be engrossed 
and the bill read a third time as amended ? it 
was determined in the affirmative. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill fixing the 
salary of the Paymaster of the Army, and allow- 
ing a sum for the em ployment of additional clerks 
in his office for the year 1814, and sundry amend- 
ments having been proposed by Mr. WORTHING- 
ron, on his motion, the further cousideration of 
the bill was postponed to, and made the order of 
the day for, Friday next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the appointment o 


Lloyd was read 


f certain officers for the flotilla 
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journed. 


Tuorspay, April 7. 
Mr. RoserTs, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act authoriz- 
ing a subscription for the laws of the United 


States and for the distribution thereof.” reported | 
: rep i 


it without amendment. 

On motion, by Mr. Dacarrt, the committee to 
whom were referred the memorials of William 
Hart and others, non-resident proprietors of lands 
and houses in the State of Ohio, on the subject 
of the direct tax, were discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the said memorials, and 
they were postponed to the first Monday in De- 
cember next. 


On motion, by Mr. Daccrrr, the committee į 
appointed the 12th January to inquire into the 


expediency of making further provision by law 


relative to the jurors to be summoned to attend - 


the courts of the United States were discharged. 


The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act ! 


for the final adjustment of land tiles in the State 


of Louisiana and Territory of Missouri,” having | 


been reported by the committee correctly en- 
grossed, the bill was read a third time as amended, 
and passed. 

Mr. Lacock presented the petition of Thomas 
Parker and others, woollen manufacturers of Phil- 
adelphia, praying that measures may be adopted 
to encourage the manufactures of the United 
States, and secure them from the injuries which 
may arise from the recent changes in Europe; 
and the petition was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to consider and 
report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

The bill to prolong the charters of the banks 


in the District of Columbia, upon certain condi- : 


tions, was read the second time, and referred toa 
select committee, to consider and report thereon ; 
and Messrs. Biss, of Kentucky, Tarr, CHACE, 
Daaeer', and TayLor, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

Ordered, That the motion submitted by Mr. 
Gors, as is stated on the 7th March, be postponed 
to, and made the order of the day for, Monday 
next. 

Ordered, That the bill to lessen the compensa- 
tion for marshals, clerks, and attorneys, therein 
mentioned, be postponed to, and made the order 
of the day for, Saturday next. 

Mr. Turner submitted the following motion, 
which was read and passed to the second reading : 

Resolved, That two dollars a day be paid, out of the 
contingent fund, to cach of the messengers of the Sen- 


| service, together with the amendments proposed 
į thereto; and the bill having been amended. the 


: On the question to agree to the amendment 
| made in Committee of the Whole, and strike out, 
| from section one, line 4, the word * captains,” and 


: Yras—Messrs. German, Gilman, Goldsborough, 
j Gore, Horsey, Lambert, Mason, Smith, Stone, Var- 
| num, and Worthington. 
' Nays—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb of Georgia. 
: Chace, Condit, Daggett, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, King, 
1 Lacock, Morrow, Roberts. Robinson, Tait, Taylor, and 
: Turner. 
| And. the bill having been further amended, it 
| was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
' as amended. 
: The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
-act supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An act for 
the relief of the officers and soldiers who served 
‘in the late campaign on the Wabash,” 
* On the question, Shall this bill be read a third 
i time? it was determined in the negative. 
: On motion, by Mr. Cuacw, it was agreed to 
reconsider the vote; and, on motion by Mr. 
| Worruineron, the further consideration of the 
| bill was postponed until to-morrow. 
| The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, the consideration of the bill to incorpo- 
rate a company for the purpose of supplying 
i Georgetown with water; and the bill having 
‘been amended, the President reported it to the 
i House accordingly. 
| On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
jand read a third time as amended? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 7, as fol- 
! lows: 
j Yras— Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Fromentin, Gail- 
lard, German, Gilman, Gore, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, 
| Lacock, Lambert, Mason, Morrow, Roberts, Smith, 
and Worthington. 
Nays—Messrs. Chace, 
| Stone, ‘l'urner, and Varnuin. 


sondit, Daggett, Dana, 


Fripay, April 8. 

| Mr, Fromenrin gave notice that to-morrow he 

- Should ask leave to bring in a bill to grant dona- 
tion rights to certain claimants of land in Louis- 

j iana. 

The resolution for increasing the compensation 

lof the messengers of the Senate, was read the 

: second time. 

| The bill creating the office of Comptroller for 
ithe War and Navy Departments was read the 


ate for their services during the present session of second time. 


Congress. 


Mr. Gore, from the committee to whom was 


Mr. Worrratincron, from the Committee on j referred the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Military Aflairs, reported a bill creating the office ' Henry Malcolm,” reported it witi amendment. 
of Comptroller for the War and Navy Depart-; The bill authorizing the appointment of cer- 
ments; which was read, and passed. j tain officers for the flotilla service, was read a 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | third time, and passed. 
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“An act supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An 
act for ascertaining the titles and claims to lands 
in that part of Louisiana which lies east of the 
river Mississippi and island of New Orleans ;” a 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Benjamin 
W. Crowninshield;” a bill, entitled “An act for 
the relief of John P. Williamson and Thomas 
Rice ;” also, a bill, entitled “An act to provide for 
the collection and preservation of such flags, 
standards, and colors, as shall have been, or may 
hereafter be, taken by the land and naval forces 
of the UnitedjStates from theirenemies;” in whicn 
bills they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The eight bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Tayior, the committee to 
whom was referred the petitions of Robert E. 
Cochran; also, of the heirs of Leonard Jarvis, 
were discharged from the further consideration 
thereof. 

The bill to incorporate a company for the pur- 
pose of supplying Georgetown with water, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill fixing the 
salary of the Paymaster of the Army,and allow- 
ing a sum for the employment of additional 
clerks in his office for the year 1814, together 
with the amendments proposed thereto; and the 
amendments having been further amended, the 
President reported the bill to the House accord- 
ingly, and it was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time as amended. 


SHIP ALLEGANY. 


Mr. Gouipsporovan, from the committee to 
whom was referred the memorial of Bowie and 
Kurtz, and others, made report, which was read. 
He also reported a bill for the relief of Bowie 
and Kurtz, and others; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The report is as follows: 

That on the twenticth of January, in the year 
cighteen hundred and twelve, Richard Forrest, as 
agent on the part of the United States, chartered the 
ship Allegany, (Captain Ebenezer Evelith,) of the 
house of Bowie & Kurtz and others, of Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia, for the purpose of con- 
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veying a cargo of naval and military stores to the Dey 
of Algiers, in pursuance of an existing treaty between 
that Regency and the United States of America. That 
the port of departure, the place of destination, and the 
time allowed for loading and unloading, were all speci- 
fied and agrecd to, as will more fully appear by refer- 
ence to the charter party. That in consequence of 
terms more favorable to the Government than those 
first stipulated by the contracting parties for the freight, 
the owners, Bowie & Kurtz and others, were pernil- 
ted, by the President of the United States, to put on 
board of the ship Allegany a smali adventure of their 
own, adapted to the markets in the Mediterranean, 
consisting of coflec, spices, &c. That the cargo con- 
tracted to be delivered at Algiers to the agent of the 
United States arrived in good time, order, and condi- 
tion, conformably to contract. That the Dey of Al- 
giers, being displeased at some part of the assortment 
of the cargo, refused to receive it; in consequence of 
which refusal, Captain Evelith was prevented from un- - 
lading and delivering the cargo. ‘That this fact took 
place in the view and with the knowledge of Colonel 
Tobias Lear, Consul General of the United States at 
Algiers, and consignee of the Allegany’s cargo. That 
Colonel Lear conversed with Captain Evelith on the 
subject the next day after the occurrence, and at the 
same time informed him (Captain Evelith) of the order 
of the Dey, that he, the Consul General and family, 
together with all the Americans at Algiers, and the 
ship Allegany, cargo and crew, should depart and 
leave the port of Algiers in three days, under penalty 
of slavery to the persons, and confiscation of the ship 
and cargo. That, in consequence of this order, Colonel 
Lear, having no other alternative, directed Captain 
Evelith to have his ship ready to receive the passen- 
gers on board, and to sail by the limited time. That 
in this state of coercion, Captain Lvelith could not 
hesitate to obey the directions of Colonel Lear, regard- 
ing him as the Consul General und agent for the 
Government of the United States, placed in a most 
critical aud disastrous situation, and accordingly re- 
plied tv Colonel J.car that he must obey his orders ; 
declaring to him, at the samc time, that he should con- 
sider the vesscl as abandoned to the service of the 
United States, and himself under the commands of ` 
Colonel Lear. That, upon the departure of the Alle- 
gany from Algiers, Colonel Lear, influenced as he very 
properly was by a sense of duty to the interests of the 
United States, and by general important commercial 
considerations, ordered the ship to Gibraltar. The 
Allegany arrived at Gibraltar on the 4th of August, 
and, remaining there until the 8th following, the ship 
and cargo were then seized, in consequence of the ar- 
rival of intelligence of the declaration of war by the 
United States against Great Britain ; and on the 30th 
of December next after, they were condemned, and the 
crew imprisoned. 


Upon this undisputed statement of facts, the com- 
mittee are of opinion that the contract was completely 
and satisfactorily fulfilled on the part of the owners of 
the ship Allegany, but that the United States failed to 
perform theirs; from which the owners sustained the 
entire loss of their contemplated voyage up the Medi- 
terranean. That Colonel Lear, in the orders given to 
Captain Evelith to hold his ship ready to receive his 
family and the American citizens under his protection 
on board, and to sail at a given time, must be consid- 
ered as the agent of the United States, acting in their 
behalf. That the abandonment of the ship Allegany, 
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with her owners’ adventure, by Captain Evelith to the [This course requires, by a rule of the Senate, 
United States, was proper and discreet ; because the | an unanimous consent. | 
ship was to be totally diverted from her destined Objection was made to this course by Mr. Sura, 
course, in violation of express orders, and to the dam- | and afterwards by others. , 
age of her owners; to which violation no other con- Mr. Kina suggested to the gentleman the expe- 
sideration could have induced Captain Evelith toj diency of withdrawing his opposition to the course 
agree, but that of the extreme necessity of the case, to proposed. lf the bill should pass, was it not de- 
save the Consul General and his family, together with sirable. be suggested, that it should pass as speed- 
a number of ame citizens, from he poron $ ily as possible S 
Algerine slavery, aud to rescue properly of the Unite ; $ i - : : a a 
Stace to a considerable smout ISA certain loss. eh Samira declined withdrawing his opposi- 
That, from the statement of Colonel Lear himself, as ? j : er 
well as from that of Captain Evelith, there was sub- Mr. Horsey conceived that if the bill did pass, 
stantially a perfect understanding between them, that | 45 nO doubt it would, it would be of the highest 
the ship and adventure were abandoned by Captain | advantage to the mercantile interest that it should 
Evelith to the United States, at the time that he sub- | Pass speedily. He therefore moved, though with 
mitted himself to the direction of Colonel Lear; and | much regret, to dispense with that rule of the 
the destination of the Allegany to Gibraltar, under the | Senate which requires that bills shall receive their 
direction of Colonel Lear, was exclusively for objects | three several readings on different days. 
of great national interest. Mr. Daccrrr said he hoped that rule would not 
1. Gibraltar was considered the best place to dis- | be suspended. It had been dispensed with when 
pose of the cargo of the United States to most ad- | the embargo law passed, much against his consent; 
vantage. and he could not consent to suspend it now, even 
2. Gibraltar was supposed by the Consul General | when a repeal of that measure was in contempla- 
to be the best station from which to give the earliest | tion, 
and most effective intelligence of the recent rupture | Mr, Fromen‘rin said he could not see so urgent 
with Algiers, for the protection of American com- | , necessity for the prompt passage of this bill as 


merce on those seas; and, bias es Y 
3. It was highly necessary for Colonel Lear to go | t2 Tequire the suspension of the rule. It was now 


to Gibraltar, as the United States’ cargo on board was well known every where that this measure was in 
his only dependence to meet the bills he had drawn | as'tation ; and, whether the bill should pass to-day 
on Gibraltar from the money he had obtained from | OF to-morrow, he did not believe a single sail 
Jacob Coen Bacii of Algiers, to pay off the balance of would depart for a foreign port sooner than if it 
the annuities claimed by the Dey. received its three readings iu the usual form. Per- 

It appears to the committee, that the equity of the | sons interested were now geting ready to take 
claim is strengthened by the consideration, that from | advantage, as soon as possible alter its passage, of 
the date of the charter-party, (20th January, 1812,) it | the provisions of the bill; but none could be ready 
is evident that the owners had no reason at that time | before it passed in the usual form. He would not 
to apprehend a war; in consequence of which, the | dispense with the rule in question, unless substan- 
freight contracted for was at a peace value. But be- tial benefits were to arise from so doing; and as 


fore the Allegany sailed,an embargo had been laid, on | he could not see the benefits which would arise. 
the 4th of April, in contemplation of wer; and on the | he hoped the rule would not now be suspended. i 
27th following, a special act was passed to permit the Mr. Horsey said he did not see any possible 
teen oi vesele coorte ed by the npa Siale inconvenience which could result from a suspen- 
ee ee pe lh Avent cad AA a sion of the rule. He did not wish to precipitate 
3 A need i Sap be this bill through the Senate in a day, but merely 

ders were given, in case of war, to sell the ship Alle- to refer it to-day to the Committee of Foreign 
gany at all events, rather than incur the risk of re- Relat } he Hous iot . fini 
turning. ‘he intended destination of the Allegany | *¥© ations; that the tiouse might acetone lt de nis 
tively to-morrow, which is the last day of the 


was such as to have enabled the captain to have availed k 
himself of these orders, but the change made in his week. If this course were not pursued, the House 


route by the events at Algiers, and the commands of 
the agent of the United States, prevented it, and threw 
the ship into the immediate power of the enemy, hy 
going into an enemy’s port. 7 
Under this view of the subject, the committee do 


could not act on the bill till Monday. Meanwhile, 
a painful state of suspense would prevail in the 
community in relation to its fate; and great spec- 
ulation would go on during the pendency of the 


question, because many might be incredulous 
not hesitate to recommend the claim of the memorial- | enough to believe that the bill would not pass this 


i 

{ 
ists to the prompt indemnity of Congress, as they z body, though no gentleman on the floor could en- 
sider it clearly and unequivocally founded upon the | tertain a doubt of it. 


soundest principles of justice and propriety. i Mr. Dana said that. for himself. he had no idea 

They therefore beg leave to present a bill for their | of that sort of legislation which resembled a race. 
relief. The rules of the House had been often enough 
suspended; it was time a stopshould be put to the 
procedure. Be it that there are speculations, 
said he; be it that merchants are enduring un- 


REPEAL OF THE EMBARGO. 

When the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives to repeal the embargo, non-importation, &c. 
had been read a first time,a motion was made by | pleasant suspense; are we to forget the principles 
Mr. Anperson, that the usual rules of proceeding | on which we ought to make laws, merely because 
be dispensed with by general consent, and the bill | men are impatient in the coffee-houses? It was 
be read a second time this day. time this rapidity of legislation should be arrested, 
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and that this House should not suffer its proceed- | surprise. On all great subjects, the reason of the 
ings to be regulated by a regard to speculations | rule ceased, and there might be a propriety in dis- 
among the merchants. It was in cases of import- | pensing with the rule. The speech of the gentle- 
ance like the present, that this rule ought to be | man last up. of itself showed that the reason had 
most adhered to, &c, in this ease ceased; that the minds of gentlemen 
Mr. Bree of Georgia, said if this question to | had been drawn to the subject—and of course that 
suspend the rule turned on the point whether the | his theory in relation to this rule did not apply. 
bill which was before the Senate should or should | The provisions of this bill had been a subject of 
not pass without consideration. the remarks of the | conversation ever since the reception of the Pres- 
honorable gentleman from Connecticut would | ident’s Message of yesterday week; and, even if 

| 

I 


certainly be entitled to very great weight. Buti the bill contained as many more principles as had 
the object of the motion was, if he understood it, | been enumerated, gentlemen had made up their 
to enable the Senate to deliberate on the measure} minds on it. At this stage of the business, Mr. 
without delay, by referring it to a select commit- | T. appeared to think that the only question to ex- 
tee for the very purpose of deliberation, which | ereise the judgment of the Senate was, whether 
would be delayed under the ordinary rule of pro- | the bill should or should not be committed, and if 
ceeding for one day. committed, to what commitiee it should go. As 

Mr. Gries was opposed to a suspension of the | to sending with the bill a codicil of instructions 
rule in question. If that rule meant anything, it | to the committee, as had been hinted at, the course 
was intended asa check against the excitement of | was unprecedented on the first reference of a bill 
particular occasions, like the present. Dispense | to a committee. Even the opposition this morn- 
with the rule, said he, and you yield to that ex- | ing to the progress of the bill might give a false 
citement against the effects of which the rule was | coloring to the views of this House in relation to 
intended to guard. He had no objection to this | it, and tend to deceive and injure, not the coffee- 
bill’s going to a committee in the usual form, i house politicians, but the honest citizens through- 
though there were peculiar and strong reasons, | out the country who are not gencrally as well in- 
growing out of the nature of the bill, against its | formed as the merchants on public matters. 
going to a standing committee, as well as against ‘ Mr. Dacerrr rose to defend his objection to the 
dispensing with the usual rule of proceeding. | suspension of the rule, in support of which he 
There were three distinct, separate, and independ- | quoted Jefferson’s Manual of Parliamentary Prac- 
ent principles contained in this one bill, in regard | tice. He held the principle of adherence to the 
to which it might be a subject of very serious de- Í rule to be important; because the rule that might 
liberation whether they ought all to be included | be suspended because of the maguitude of a bill, 
in one bill. The first of these was the repeal of | was no reasonat all. Though he should probably 
the embargo, a principle important enough ef it- | be in favor of the bill, he found himself bound to 
self to form one bill; the second was a repeal of | oppose the suspension of this rule in relation to it. 
the whole non-importation system, a very import-! Mr. GILES rose to ask the gentleman from South 
ant measure; and the third was a prohibition to | Carolina, who had observed that it was not usual 
our seamen from going out of the United States, i to accompany the first reference of a bill with in- 
which would also operate asa prohibition on their ; structions to the committee, whether he had ever 
coming in. Every one of these subjects required ! before known an instance in which two important 
a separate and distinct consideration. Mr. G.said | substantive acts were proposed to be repealed in 
he had always observed that legislation was most ; one bill containing also another very distinct prin- 
correct, when the bill before the T.egislature em- | ciple? It was certainly a very novel proceeding. 
braced distinct principles, and least so when it! Mr. Dana said, that he wished time to reflect 
contained a combination of principles frequently | on this bill—a bill containing more in a small 
at war with each other. The principal reason of | space than any bill ever before presented to the 
the objection to read this bill a second time to-day, | House, some of the provisions of which were in 
he presumed was, that the bill contained so many | his opinion very objectionable. As to the idea of 
distinct principles. And, if there was any one | referring the bill to a committee for the purpose 
bill which ought to lie on the table one day for i of deliberation, he did not for his part wish to de- 
consideration, it was such a bill as this, presenting | liberate by delegation. He wished time to delib- 
such a complexity of principles and provisions. | erate ; for, although he was perfectly fixed in the 
He therefore objected to the suspension of the rule, | principle of repealing our commercial prohibi- 
first, because it would be treating the rules of the ‘ tions, he wished time to deliberate on the other 
House with unnecessary levity; and, secondly, | provisions—and especially since the President had 
because of the generality of the reference it was | referred the decision of the question to the discre- 
proposed to give to this bill, embracing several ` tion of Congress, &c. 
distinct provisions. There was, he said, a great | Mr. Horsey said, as it appeared, from the re- 
difference between a repeal of the embargo and a! marks of gentlemen that they were not prepared, 
repeal of the non-intercourse; and, though he , as he had supposed all were, to act on the bill to- 
might favor both, he inclined to think that they : day, he would withdraw his motion. 


ought to be separated into distinct bills. | ‘The motion to suspend the rule having been 
Mr. Tayor spoke in favor of a suspension of | withdrawn, the bill passed to a second reading. 
the rule. The ordinary business of legislation.) Aud on motion, the Senate adjourned until to- 


he said, required such a rule as a remedy against | morrow. 
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Sarurpay, April 9. | the year 1814, and providing for the appointment 
; | of assistant district paymasters. 

Jesse Waarvron, appointed a Senator by the j The bill, entitled “An act for ascertaining the 
Executive of the State of Tennessee, In place of | tides and claims to lands in that partot Louisi- 
George W. Campbell, resigned. produced his cre- | ana which lies east of the river Mississippi and 
dentials, was qualified, and took his seat in the; island of New Orleans.’ was read the second 
Senate. ; ; i time. and referred to the committee appointed the 

Mr. GAILLARD, from the committee appointed 4th February, on the memorial of Thomas Coop- 


on the state of the public buildings. reported, in 
part, a bill making an appropriation for repairing 
the Presidents House; and the bill was read, and 
yassed to the second reading. 

The bill to repeal an act, entitled “An act lay- 
ing an embargo on all ships and vessels in the 
ports and harbors of the United States,” and so 


er, and others, to consider and report thereon, 
The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Ben- 
jamin W. Crowninshield,” was read the second 
| time. 
+ The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
jactenutled ‘An act to provide for the widows 
and orphans of militia slain, aud for militia disa- 


much of any act or acts as prohibit the importa- | bled in the service of the United States,” was read 
lion of goods, wares, and merchandise, of the | the second time. and referred to the Committee 
growth, produce, or manufacture of Great Britain | on Military Affairs, to consider and report thereon. 
or Ireland, or of any of the colonies or depen- A message from the House of Representatives 
dencies thereof, or of any place or country in the | informed the Senate that they do not concur in 
actual possession of Great Britain, and for other: the amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
purposes,” was read the second time, and referred | “An act declaring the assent of Congress to an 
to the Committee on Forcign Relations, to con- ; act of the Gencral Assembly of ths State of Ten- 
sider and report thereon. F nessee, therein mentioned.” ‘hey have passed a 

Mr. Fromentin asked and obtained leave in bill, entitled “An act to authorize the subdivision 
bring in a bill to grant donation rights to certain | of the quarter sections of the land of the United 
claimants of land in the State of Louisiana; and | States;” also, a bill, entitled “An act extending 
the bill was read, and passed to the second reading. | relief to certain purchasers of public lands in the 


The bill, entitled “An act to provide for the! Mississippi Territory;” in which bills they re- 


collection and preservation of such flags, stand- 
ards, and colors, as shall have been. or may here- j 
afier be, taken by the land and naval forces of the: 
United States from their enemies,” was read the- 
second time, and referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Smuru, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, reported a bill, in further addition to an} 
act, entitled “An act more effectually to provide j 
for the national defence, by establishing an uni- j 
form militia throughout the United States;” and į 
the bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John 
P. Williamson and Thomas Rice,” was read the: 
second time. | 

The bill, entitled “An act tixing the time for the i 
next meeting of Congress,” was read a second j 
time. | 

The bill. entitled “An act for the relief of Jar- ; 
vis Cutler,” was read the second time, and refer- | 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs, to con- į 
sider and report thereon. i 
The bill for the relief of Bowie and Kurtz, and } 
others, was read the second time. | 

The bill fixing the salary of the Paymaster ofi; 
the Army, and allowing asum for the employ- ! 
ment of additional clerks in his office for the year : 
1814, having been reported by the committee cor- ; 
rectly engrossed, was read a third time, and the! 
blanks were filled with the words * two thonsand | 
four hundred dollars,” the Pay master’s salary, and i 
* five thousand five hundred and forty-seven dol- | 
lars,” for additional clerk hire. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title: 
thereof be, “An act fixing the salary of the Pay- 


quest the concurrence of the Senate. 

The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 


“tives to the bill, entitled “An act deelaring the as- 


sent of Congress to an act of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Tennessee, therein men- 
tioned.” 

On motion. by Mr. ANDERSON, 

Resolved, That they insist on their amend- 
ments, and ask a conference on the disagreeing 


| votes of the two Houses. 


Ordered, That Messrs. ANDERSON, W HARTON, 
and Binn, of Georgia, be the managers at the said 
conference on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. Smrru presented the petition of John Hil- 
len, and others, manufacturers, of the city and 
neighborhood of Baltimore, praying a revision of 
the law imposing duties on the importation of 
foreign articles; and, also, the prohibition of the 
importation of cotton goods, the inauufacture of 
countries beyond the Cape of Good Hope, for rea- 
sons stated at large in the petition; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Foreiga 
Relations, to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the resolution fixing 
the time for an adjournment of the present ses- 
sion of Congress. 

On motion, it was amended, by striking out 
“eleventh,” and inserting “eighteenth,” and by 
striking out “next.” and inserting “one thousand 
eight bundred and fourteen.” 

On the question, Shall the amendments be en- 


master of the Army, and allowing a sum for the | grossed, and the resolution read a third time, as 
employment of additional clerks in his office for | amended? it was determined in the affirmative ; 
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and the amendments having been reported by the | agree to the conference proposed on the subject, 
committee correctly engrossed, the resolution was land have appointed managers on their part. 
read a third time asamended, by unanimous con- | They have passed the bill, entitled “An act to in- 


sent, and passed. corporate a company for the purpose of supplying 

The following Message was received from the | Georgetown with water,” with an amendment, 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: | in which they request the concurrence of the Seu- 
To the Senate of the United States : rate. They have passed a bill, entitled “An act 


I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of | for the relief of Augustus McKinney and Lazel 
State, complying with their resolution of the 2d instant. Bancroft,’ also, a bill, entitled ‘An act authoriz- 
Apurt 9, 1814. JAMES MADISON. ling the Secretary of State, during the continu- 
jance of the present war, to make an additional 

The Message and documents were read, and! allowance to the owners and masters of vessels 
ordered to be printed. for bringing back to the United States destitute 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | and distressed American seamen;” in which bills 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to incorporate | they request the concurrence of the Senate. 


the subscribers to the stock of the Union Bank of | The two bills last brought up for concurrence 
Alexandria. | were read, and passed to the second reading. 

On motion, by Mr, German, that the further! ‘The bill in further addition to an act, entitled 
consideration thereof be postponed to the first i“An act more effectually to provide for the na- 
Monday in December next, it was determined in j tional defence by establishing an uniform militia 
the negative; and, after debate, the Senate ad- į throughout the United States,” was read the sec- 
journed. ‘ond time. 

The bill making an appropriation for repairing 
į the Presidenv’s house was read the second time. 

: On motion, by Mr. Varnum, the bill to incor- 
| porate subscribers to a bank in the town of Al- 
!exandria, in the Distriet of Columbia, by the 
i name and style of the Union Bank of Alexan- 


Monpay, April 11. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, 
entitled “An act concerning invalid pensioners,” 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. Worruineron, from the same committee, 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act | On motion, the Senate proceeded to consider 
for the relief of Jarvis Cutler,” reported it with- | the amendment of the House of Representatives 
out amendment. k j to the bill, entitled “An act to incorporate a com- 

Mr. Worrnincron, from the same committee, | pany for the purpose of supplying Georgetown 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act! with water ;” and concurred therein: 
to provide for the collection and preservation of | [he bill, entitled “An act extending relief to 
such flags, standards, and colors, as shall have! certain purchasers of public lands in the Missis- 
been, or may hereafter be, taken by the land and | sippi Territory ;” was read the second time, and 
naval forces of the United States from their ene- i peferred to the committee appointed the 4th of 
mies,” reported it also without amendment. February on the memorial of Thomas Cooper, 

Mr. Bion, from the Committee on Foreign Re- | and others, to consider and report thereon. 
lations, to whom the subject was referred, reported ' The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the sub- 
a bill for the relief of Israel Thorndike; and the! division of the quarter sections of tbe lands.of 
bill was twice read by unanimous consent, and the United States,” was read the second time, 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. | and referred to the committee last mentioned, to 

Mr. Surry, from the committee to whom the | consider and report thereon. 
subject was referred, reported a bill to incorporate | The bill to grant donation rights to certain 
the subscribers to a bank in Georgetown, in the | claimants of land in the State of Louisiana, was 
District of Columbia, by the name and style of | read the second time, and referred to the com- 
«The Farmers and Mechanics’ Bank of George- | mittee last mentioned, to consider and report 
town,” and the bill was read; and, on the ques- | thereon. 
tion, Shall this bill be read a second time? itwas! Ou motion, by Mr. Gorm, the consideration of 
determined in the negative. l his motion, as is stated the 7th of March was 

Mr. Sarra, from the committee to whom was | further postponed to, and made the order of the 
referred the bill, entitled “An act in addition to : day for, to-morrow. 


the act, entitled ‘An act to provide for calling oe 
forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, REPEAL OF THE EMBARGO. | 
suppress insurrections, and repel invasions, and | Mr. Bras, of Georgia, from the Committee at 
to repeal the act now in force fur those purposes,” ; Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill, 
reported it with amendments. ; entitled “An act to repeal an act, enine Anact 
A message from the House of Representatives i laying an embargo on all ships and vessels in the 
informed the Senate that the House insist on their | ports and harbors of the United States, and so 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to ; much of any act or acts as prohibit the importa- 
the bill, entitled “An act declaring the assent of ; tion of goods, wares, and merchandise, of the 


Congress to an act of the General Assembly of j growth, produce, or manufacture of Great Britain 


D 


the State of Tennessee therein mentioned.” They | or Ireland, or of any of the colonies or dependen- 
13th Con. 2d Suss.—24 


dria, was postponed to the first Monday in De- 
cember next. 
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or country in | The bill, as amen 


report of the select committee on the bill last | 
mentioned, which was to strike out the 3d and , r i 
4th sections, as follows: | borough, Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Lambert, Ma- 
«Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That no foreign | son, Morrow, eel Smith, Stone, Tait, 
ship or vessel, during the continuance of the present | Wells, W oH ton, mH l de Rae a i Su 
war between the United States and Great Britain, shall! Naxs—Messrs. Howell, Lacock, Turner, and Var- 
receive a clearance, or be permitted to depart from the | Pum- 
United States, whose oflicers and crew shall not con- 
sist wholly of the citizens or subjects of the country to 
which such ship or vessel shall belong, or of a country 


Turspay, April 12. 


in amity with the United States; and no citizen of the 
United States shall be permitted to depart in such ship 
or vessel without a passport or permission therefor, 
furnished under the authority and direction of the Pre- 


On motion, by Mr. Smiry, the committee to 
| whom was referred the petition of the President 
and Directors of the Bank of the Metropolis, 
were discharged from the further consideration 


sident of the United States. thereof’; also, on his motion, the committee to 
“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That it shall ; whom was referred the petition of Jacob Gerard 

be the duty of the President to transmit to the several ; Koch, and others, praying an act of incorporation 

collectors of the customs, such numbers of blank pass- i for a national bank, were discharged from the 

ports as he may judge necessary, to be by them filled ! further consideration thereof. 

up and delivered to citizens of the United States in- | Mr. ANDERSON, from the committee of confer- 

tending to embark for foreign countries, under such | ence on the amendments to the bill, entitled “An 


regulations as shall be prescribed by the President of | act declaring the assent of Congress to an act of 


the United States.” 


On the report of the committee a question of 
order was made, and the President asked the de- 
cision of the Senate on the mode in which the 
question should be taken ; and, on motion, by Mr. 
Bins of Georgia, it was agreed that the question 
he, Will the Senate coneur in the report of the 
committee? 

Wherenpon, Mr. Gounsrorouen requested the 
yeas and nays; and, on the call of Mr. Ronerts, 
the question was divided, and taken on that part 
of the report which goes to strike out the 3d sec- 
tion; and it was passed in the affirmative—yeas 
29, nays 3, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb 
of Georgia, Brown, Chace, Condit, Daggett, Dana, 
Fromentin, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gilman, Golds- 
borough, Gore, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, King, La- 
cock, Lambert, Mason, Morrow, Smith, Stone, Tait, 
Wells, Wharton, and Worthington. : 

Nars—Messrs. Roberts, Turner, and Varnum. 


And on the question, Will the Senate concur 
in the residue of the report of ‘the committee, 
which goes to strike out the-4th section 7 it was 
determined in the affirmative. 

On motion, by Mr. ANDERSON, to amend the 
bill, by inserting, section 1, line 6, after the word 
“thirteen,” the following words: “excepting so 
much thereof as prohibits the exportation of pro- 
visions,” it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 9, nays 24, as follows: 

¥uas—Messrs. Anderson, Chace, Howell, Lacock, 
Roberts, Robinson, Turner, Varnum and Wharton. 

Naxys—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb of Georgia, 
Brown, Condit, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, Gaillard, 
German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Horsey, 
Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, Morrow, Smith, Stone, 
Tait, Wells, and Worthington. 


| the General Assembly of the State of Tennessee 
i therein mentioned,” reported that the conferees 
‘had agreed toa modification of the amendments. 
' On the question, Will the Senate concur in 
i the report of the committee of conference, it was 
{determined in the affirmative. Whereupon, 

| Resolved, That the Senate so far recede from 
| their amendments as to adopt the report of the 
‘managers at the conference. 

| A message from the House of Representatives 
‘informed the Senate that they have passed a bill. 
j entitled “An act granting pensions to the ofh- 
{cers and seamen serving on board the revenue 
| cutters in certain cases ;” a bill, entitled “An act 
authorizing the President to cause certain parts 
of the coast of the United States to be sur- 
veyed ;” also, the bill, entitled “An act concern- 
ing certificates of confirmation of claims to lands 
in the State of Louisiana;” in which bills they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. . 

The three bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the Sec- 
retary of State, during the continuance of the 
present war, to make an additional allowance to 
ans owners and masters of vessels for bringing 
{back to the United States destitute and dis- 
| iressed American seamen,” was read the second 
l time. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Au- 
gustus McKinney and Lazel Bancroft,” was read 
the second time. 

The PRESIDENT communicated a letter from 
| James Lloyd; which was read. Whereupon, it 
į was agreed to postpone the several orders of the 
day ; and the bill for the relief of James Lloyd 
was resumed, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole; and, no amendment having been 
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proposed, on the question, Shall this bill be en- | Mr. Pres 


ident, when these resolutions were sub- 


grossed and read a third time? it was determined | mitted to the consideration of this House, I dis- 
in the affirmative; and it was agreed by unani- | tinctly stated why they were not brought forward 


mous consent that the bill have a third reading 
on this day. 

Mr. Kina presented the petition of William 
Shotwell and Arthur Kinder, inhabitants of the 
city of New York, stating that they have, at 
great labor and expense, discovered an easy and 


atanearlier day, and why, at the time, they were 
offered. That the subject was introduced into 
the argument on considering the nomination of 


j Messrs. Gallatin, Bayard, and Adams; that it 


was then remarked, and justly, in my judgment, 
that the President having commissioned these 


expeditious method of manufacturing the hair of gentlemen in the recess was not an evidence of 
neat cattle, either by itself or mixed with wool, j unfitness in them for the office to which they 
by which an excellent article for clothing, car- | were named; that the advice and consent of the 


peting, &c., is made, and praying such an exten- 
sion of duties on coarse woollens as may effec- 
tually protect and encourage their manufacture, 
as is stated in the petition; which was read, and 
laid on the table. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
to repeal an act, entitled ‘An act laying an em- 
bargo on all ships and vessels in the ports and 
harbors of the United States,” and so much of 
any act or acts as prohibit the importation of 
goods, wares, and merchandise, of the growth, 
produce, or manufacture of Great Britain or Ire- 
land, or of any of the colonies or dependencies 
thercof, or of any place or country in the actual 
possession of Great Britain, and for other purpo- 
ses” having been reported correct, the bill was 
read a third time. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
26, nays 4, as follows: 


Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb 
of Georgia, Brown, Chace, Condit, Daggett, Dana, 
Fromentin, German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, 
Gore, Horsey, Hunter, King, Mason, Morrow, Rob- 
erts, Robinson, Smith, Stone, Wells, Wharton, and 
Worthington. 

Nays—Messrs. Howell, Lacock, Turner, and Var- 
num. 

On motion, by Mr. Bigg of Georgia, the title 
was-amended, by striking out“ and for other 
purposes,” ae i 

So it was resolved that this bill pass with 
amendments. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Israel 
Thorndike was read a third time. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 7, 
as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Daggett, Fro- 
mentin, German, Giles, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, 
Horsey, Howell, Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, 
Smith, Stone, and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb of Geor- 
gia, Chace, Condit, Morrow, Roberts, and Turner. 

So it was resolved that this bill pass. 

The bill for the relief of James Floyd was 
read a third time, and the first blank filled with 
the words 1st day of July, 1813.” 

EXECUTIVE APPOINTMENTS. 

The consideration of the motion submitted by 
Mr. Gore, as is stated the 7th of March, was re- 
sumed. š 

Mr. Gore addressed the Chair as follows:— 


Senate would give validity only to the commis- 
sion that should issue after such advice and con- 
sent; that the nomination was sufficiently per- 
plexing, without the introduction of anything 
not necessarily involved in its consideration ; 
that the discussion of the subject then, might have 
an improper weight in deciding in the appoint- 
ment, and the desire to appoint these gentlemen 
might have an improper influence in deciding 
this question. It was, therefore, waived until the 
nomination was finally acted upon, and was then 
brought to the notice of the Senate. 

It was not expected that having voted on this 
nomination would be adduced as a conclusive 
objection against the Senate’s assertion of their 
rights at this time, without showing some error in 
the statement or in the reasons that were consid- 
ered satisfactory for not intermingling a question 
on the right of the President to appoint in the 
recess, to a vacancy that did not happen at that 
time, with the fitness of the gentlemen for an 
office, to which they were nominated, when they 
might be rightfully appointed. t 

The resolutions were supported on the grounds 
and provisions of the Constitution exclusively ; 
and the construction of the words of this instru- 
ment, according to their plain sense and meaning, 
was not attempted to derive decisive support or 
confirmation from any acts or doctrines of others, 
except from the solemn and deliberate acts of the 
whole Congress, and from the practice of Presi- 
dent Washington during his Administration. I 
made no comparison between that great man and 
his successors; I predicted no consequences from 
an assumption of the whole of the powers of 
the President and Senate by the President alone. 
I endeavored to repress every feeling, and to re- 
frain from any suggestion that could have the 
most remote tendency to excite a temper hostile 
toacalm and deliberate discussion of the ques- 
tion involved in these resolutions. But, the mere 
attempt to bring into consideration whether the 
President had trenched on the rights of the Sen- 
ate, and whether any exercise of power by him 
could be controlled, or even examined by a co- 
ordinate branch of the Government, is declared 
erroneous and extraordinary. 

The resolutions, and the support of them, are 
deemed extraordinary. Since 1 have heard the 
reasons that have been offered against them, I do 
not wonder at the manner in which they have 
; been characterized. They are extraordinary, 
| for they are grounded on the Constitution, and 
] every argument offered in their support is derived 
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My motives, too, have been directly or indi- 
rectly arraigned, and I am supposed to be quali- 
fied to object to this assumption of power by the 
President, from the part I have borne in the trans- 
action, from the conduct of the part of the coun- 
try from which I came, and of the party to which 
I belong. 

lam not sensible that I can be influenced in 
the part I have taken by any considerations of 
friendship or resentment; but really, sir, the mo- 
tives of the mover, whatever they may be, can- 
not alter the nature of the propositions submitted, 
nor vary their truth or falsity. 

One honorable member has kindly interposed 
to vindicate my motives, both against himself and 
others who have taken part in this debate. Iten- 
der to him my acknowledgments for his good in- 
tentions, but, on this occasion, I want not the 
interposition of any shield. JI stand on the con- 
scious purity of my own motives, supported and 
confirmed, beyond the effect of any assault, by 
the Constitution of my country, which we are 
all bound to respect. In virtue of that charter, 
and of my rights as a Senator, Iam authorized 
toinquire if the privileges of this body have been 
infringed. By my duty to the State whose rep- 
resentative I am, and to this Senate, intrusted 
with the rights of independent and sovereign 
States, | am obligated by all the means in my 
power to preserve inviolate the rights and privi- 
leges delegated to this department of Govern- 
ment, 

I agree that a great portion of the people of the 
country which I inhabit were opposed to entering 
into the war; that they predicted from it dis- 
tress and disgrace to the nation; and to the States 
and the people, an invasion of their Constitu- 
tional rights. 

It was not to be expected thet, at a time when 
almost every man in the Government, if not 
almost every man on the soil, most sincerely 
wishes that the like sentiments had pervaded 
every branch of the Administration, their oppo- 
sition to the war could be insinuated against 
them. They never countenanced the idea that 
the path of national degradation could lead to 
honorable peace, and that in the pursuit of such 
an object any department of the Government 
had a right to disregard the provisions of the 
national Constitution. The party to which I am 
supposed to belong needs not my support. ‘Their 
character is deeply marked in the history of their 
conduct, both when they administered the Gov- 
ernment and since they have been excluded ; in 
the creation and support of public credit; in the 
economical expenditure of the public treasury ; 
in the perfect safety of public and personal lib- 
erty; in the unexampled’ wealth and prosperity 
of the whole community ; in the honor and glory 


which accompanied the name of America at 
home and abroad. I forbear to contrast this by 
the shades of night that have succeeded the lus- 
tre of Washington and his Administration. 

The Senate ought not to decide in these resolu- 
tions, say gentlemen, because they area party. The 
President and Senate are co-ordinate branches, 
as to the power of appointment. He judges and 
assumes the whole power—the Senate being the 
other branch, cannot even examine whether he 
has usurped their rights. Then the Senate can 
have no privileges—no powers, but at the will and 
by the courtesy of the President. Such are not 
rights. Another objection of the same class is, 
that the Senate cannot act on this subject now, 
because this body is to judge on impeachment. Do 
gentlemen seriously believe there exists any dan- 
ger of their being ensnared in the discharge of 
any of their judicial functions by an assertion of 
their right in the manner proposed? The gen- 
tlemen who gravely make this objection, declare 
that we are precluded from even examining the 
subject, because we voted on the nomination, and 
because we did not seriously object to any approu- 
priations of money for defraying the expenses of 
the Envoys., Ifit could be supposed there was 
any reason to apprehend an impeachment by the 
House of Representatives, no one here believes it 
would have the least countenance in this body, 
especially from those who now argue that the 
President was absolutely correct, and that prece- 
dents, sanctioned here, support their doctrine. As 
one honorable gentleman who makes this objec- 
tion was last year a member of the other House, 
perhaps he discovered there such an overbearing 
disposition to protect and guard the authorities 
of the Senate against any supposed invasion 
thereof by the Supreme Magistrate as to excite 
some fears in his mind on this point; but as the 
rest of us have no such information, as to induce 
the smallest apprehension, that our judicial qual- 
ity can be entangled in the mode now proposed 
for asserting our rights, we may safely proceed 
without alarm on account of any collision of our 
duties. 

It is said this proceeding of the Senate must 
be without effect. 1 do not so lightly value 
the weight and influence of this department, and 
I think it not very respectful tothe President. If 
a co-ordinate branch of the Government with his 
office, especially iu the power of appointment, 
should present to him an opinion that in the exer- 
cise of his powers he had infringed theirs—he 
might beled to examine the course pursued by him, 
and how far it was supported by that instrument, 
which defines his powers as well as those of the 
other departments, and if he should entertain 
doubts, it is but just towards his character to pre- 
sume he would refrain from a similar conduct, 
and thus there would be an end of the evil. If 
no other effect, this would certainly follow from 
adopting the resolutions; it would prevent the 
particular act now under consideration from be- 
ing quoted asa precedent against the rights of 
the Senate. Gentlemen who will reflect on the 
weight that is now attempted to be given to pre- 
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ate to proceed, because the President is not heard. | 
When they who make the objection will take | 
the trouble to consider the broad grounds of con- | 
struction by which they have measured his pow- ; 
ers, and the very limited scale on which they | 
have meted out those of the Senate, I think they | 
will be satisfied that no one actually exercising | 
this high office could have claimed more for him- 

self, or have shown greater strictness in limiting 

the powers of this body. At least they may be 

consoled that their arguments have refuted their 

assertion and quieted the apprehensions of all 

who believed that the President’s powers would 

not be vindicated in the Senate. 

Gentlemen object that not having discussed 
this question on the appropriation of money to 
defray the expenses incurred prior to the advice 
and consent of the Senate to the appointment of | 
these Envoys, precludes all discussion afterwards. ; 
The expense must have been a few thousand dol- 
lars—and as this was incurred by these gentle- 
men at the instance of the President, whether 
they had heen commissioned or not. and with the 
expectation that they would be appointed, I should | 
have doubted the validity of any objection to this 
item in the appropriations; and no one believes | 
now, or could then, that evils of this kind would | 
have heen listened to a moment by those who 
were appropriating millions, regardless of all op- 
position from members who thought such expen- 
diture worse than useless. Protesting, as the res- 
olutions propose, seems peculiarly odious to some 
gentlemen. The Senate the last Summer com- 
mitted this nomination to five of their body, and 
directed them to confer with the President on the | 
subject thereof. This, President Madison declined. | 
It was the course pursued in the days of President | 
Washington, and was supposed to be attended | 
with advantage to the public interest, without | 
derogating from the dignity of his elevated rank. j 

As the President will not confer with you on 
a supposed invasion of your rights, and there is į 
no power authorized to judge between the Pres- 
identand the Senate, you can rely only on an im-{ 
peachment by the House of Representatives for | 


own privileges—to protest against any invasion 
of them by the King. the acknowledged head of 
the nation, or by the Parliament of Great Britain, 
which assumed a control of them; that the differ- 
ent departments of the provincial legislatures were 
authorized to exercise the same rights against the 
Governors, the supreme executives of the prov- 
inces. This right was freely and fully exercised, 
and were it not for its liberal use, we should have 
remained provinces to the present day. Most of 
our State constitutions assert the right in all cor- 
porations and individuals to examine freely all 
public measures, and to remonstrate against such 
as they may think tend to impair their privileges. 
Such a right has been claimed and does still exist 
in the States, and is practised by them, as regards 
the Governmentof the United States collectively, 
or in their several departments. 

The Commonwealth of Virginia asserts and 
supports, by very strong arguments, the right in 
that State to examine into the constitutionality 
of any act of the Federal Government, and, if 
in their judgment unconstitutional, to protest 
against the same; and the General Assembly did 
particularly protest against two acts of Congress 
as palpable and alarming infractions of the Con- 
stitution, and called on all the other States in the 


: Union to co-operate with them in that measure. 


The State of Kentucky, then one of, if not the 
youngest in the Union, did enter her protest in 
the following terms, viz: “In order that no pre- 
‘text or arguments may be drawn from a sup- 
t posed acquiescence on the part of this Common- 
‘wealth, in the constitutionality of those laws, 
‘and be thereby used as precedents for their simi- 
‘lar future violations of the Federal compact, 
‘ this Commonwealth do now enter against them 
‘its solemn protest.” 

The authority of the States was founded on 


any infringement of your privileges, which mode į the ground, that the States were parties of the 


of redress you cannot and certainly ought not toi Federal compact, 


influence you if you could. 
absurdity of imposing an utter incapacity on a 
body intrusted with rights and obligated to per- 


Besides the extreme | powers in the Federal Government, 


that they had vested certain 
and had re- 
tained all which were not included in the grant, 


| and that, as protectors of their own rights, they 


form duties, even to complain to the department | were authorized to examine if Congress had not 


who has interfered, there must be one objection 


Now, if gentlemen think there is such an utter 
incompatibility between the quality of judge and 


party, that the Senate cannot even inquire whe- | 


ther a co-ordinate branch of the Government | 
has disregarded their rights and assert tbe fact, | 
to the end, at least, that it might not be pleaded 
as a precedent against them: they would think 


! transcended their powers, and to protest against 
in the minds of gentlemen who now say it is im- | 


proper to protest, which would prove conclusive ; 
to the Senate’s sitting in judgment on such an, 
impeachment, viz: they would be judge and party. | 


any infringement of the rights of the States, in 
order to arrest the progress of the evil, and thereby 
preserve the Constitution itself, and to provide 
for the safety of the parties to it. Did not the 
States profess and exercise this right, says the 
illustrious Commonwealth of Virginia, “there 
‘would be an end to all relief from usurped 
t power, and a direct subversion of the rights spe- 
‘ ecified and recognised under all the State con- 
€ stitutions.” 

Under the Confederation, the States possessed 
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the sovereignty of the United States. e 
their Representatives to the Congress, with au- 
thority to recall them at pleasure. In Congress 
each State had equal rights; the power of the 


They sent | on me for authority to show that the office must 


have been before full. i 
The answer is, that the plain sense and mean- 
ing of the terms will admit of no other interpre- 


small, though respectable States of Rhode Island ; tation. 


and Delaware, was as great as that of the two! 


large States. 

The States consented to surrender great and 
important powers, and immense sources of wealth, 
then exclusively at their command. They ex- 
pected to find their indemnity in the Senate of | 
the United States, where was deposited their | 
rights, of which this body was to be the guardian 
and support. The exclusive power of the Uni- | 
ted States was altogether in the representatives į 
of the States, under the Confederation. Under; 
this Constitution, the Senate, still the representa- | 
tives of the States, was to participate in the Ex- 
ecutive power to as great an extent as, and in all : 
cases where, it could possibly act. j 


Yet we are told that all the States combined | 
and assembled together in this Senate, the de- į 
pository of the rights, the dignities, and the au- , 
thorities of these free and independent sovereign- | 
ties, cannot assert their right against a co-ordinate 
branch of the Government, which has invaded 
them, and protest against the exercise of a power 
usurped on their privileges, while any State, the 
smallest as well as the largest, every corporation | 
however limited, and every individual, however 
humble, possesses this right in the greatest lat- j 
itude, uncontrolied and unquestioned. j 

Having, as I trust, sir, satisfactorily answered > 
all the objections to the Senate’s proceeding in 
the manner proposed by these resolutions, let us! 
again examine this question by the Constitution, į 
which is superior to, and ought to guide, direct, | 
control, and limit, all the acts of the Govern- | 
ment, and of every department thereof. All the 
powers and authorities communicated to this 
Government are contained, defined, and limited, 
to this compact. If any are claimed which this: 
grant does not authorize, they do not exist. Nei- 
ther the whole Government, nor any department | 
thereof, can rightfully exercise such, however : 
convenient, expedient, or necessary they may be | 
thought. The safety of the Constitution depends ; 
essentially on the organization of the Govern-: 
ment, and on the preservation of the rights and ` 
privileges of each department, and especially on 
guarding agaiust an union of the powers of two; 
or more of the departments of Government in one. į 

The power of appointing Ambassadors and | 
other public Ministers is vested in the President! 


and Senate, without any authority or possibility : 
of changing this power and vesting it absolutely i 
in either of them, or in any other branch of Gov- 
ernment, except in the case of a vacancy which | 
may happen during the recess of the Senate, | 
when the President may fill up such vacancy, by | 
granting comroissions, which shall expire at the | 
end of their next session. | 


| cess of the Senate. 


: grant of the 
| the President to 


It is a sound principle of construction, that in 
every instrument you must give sense and mean- 
ing to every word, if possible. : 

The time of the Senate consists of two periods, 
viz: their session and their recess. 

The Constitution expressly provides for all ap- 
pointments during their session, by vesting them 
in the President and Senate jointly. In their 
recess, it provides for a particular class of vacan- 
cies only, viz: such as may happen during their 
recess; and one of the honorable gentlemen who 


l oppose this resolution expressly acknowledges, 


that, if a vacancy occur during the session, it 
cannot be within this grant of power to the 
President. 

If this resolution be untrue, the three words, 
that may happen, are of no use. The vacancy 
could not happen during the recess, unless the 
office was full during the session, for there being 


. only two periods of time as respects the existence: 


of the Senate, when you say it happened at one 
time, you necessarily include the idea it did not 
exist at the other, and that the office was in its 
opposite state, viz., full. 

Offices are vacant or full. You cannot with 
grammatical propriety say a vacancy happened 
therein, on such a day, without conveying the 
idea that it was full the day before, any more 
than you can say a man died within a certain 


: hour, without Hely ing, necessarily, that he was 


alive the hour before. 

If the construction contended for by gentlemen 
who oppose this resolution be true, the words, that 
may happen, are useless; and surely if the Con- 
stitution intended to convey the power like that 
exercised by the President, in the present case, it 
might and would have said, the President shall 
have power to fill up ail vacancies during the re- 
This is precisely the con- 
struction contended for, and thus it is insisted 
that the special power contains a general grant, 
which renders the special nature of the delega- 
tion useless, at the same time that it renders null 
and void the authority contained in the general 
Presidentand Senate, and authorizes 
annihilate all the privileges of 


i the Senate in respect to the power of appoint- 


ment. I may surcly return the question,and ask 
the honorable gentleman whence he obtained au- 


| thority for such a construction, 


The construction which I have considered ob- 


į vious and unavoidabie has been confirmed by 


repeated acts of Congress, authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint to offices, that were created dur- 
ing the session of the Senate, and remained va- 
cant until the recess commenced, which acts 
would have heen unnecessary if the President, 
Senate, and House of Representatives, had not 


The first resolution declares the opinion of the | coneurred in opinion that the offices must have 


Senate, that no such vacancy can happen in any 


been before full, to have vested a power in the 


office not before full. One of the gentlemen calls | President to fill up vacancies during the recess. 
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vacancies had happened during the session of the 
Senate. 

The third section of the first article of the 
Constitution, in speaking of the Senate, declares 
that “if vacancies happen by resignation or other- 
t wise, during the recess of the Legislature of any 
t State, the Executive thereof may make tempo- 
‘rary appointments, until the next meeting of 
‘the Legislature, which shall then fill such va- 
‘cancies.” No instance can be cited, where the 
Executive of a State has made a temporary ap- 
pointment during the recess of the Legislature, 
unless the office had been before full, and such 
person, so appointed, was admitted to a seat in 
the Senate. 

During the recess of the Legislature of Dela- 
ware a vacancy happened in the representation of 
that State, in the Senate of the United States, 
The period for the session of the Legislature be- 
ing near, the Governor did not appoint. The 
Legislature met, and, from some difference be- 
tween the two Houses, the session terminated 
without choosing a Senator. The Governor then 
appointed Mr. Johns to fill the vacancy, and, 
upon his presenting his credentials, the Senate 
were of opinion that he was not constitutionally 
appointed, because the vacancy had not happened 
during the recess, when the appointment was 
made, but only existed, having taken place pre- 
vious to that recess. 

A case was stated: suppose Congress create an 
office, to be occupied at a future day, may not 
the President appoint at such day, if in the re- 
cess? the answer is, he cannot—and the genile- 
man who supposed the cas gave the answer by 
showing the judgment of Congress, in providing, 
by the tax acts, the last session, which were to 
be executed at a future day, that the President 
should have authority to appoint the officers dur- 
ing the recess, which would have been superflu- 
ous and useless, if he had the power under the 
Constitution. ; 

An attempt is made to escape from the obvious 


and natural meaning of the words of the Consti- | 
tution by declaring there is a difference between | 


offices internal and external—and that the clause 
which limits the power of appointment in the 
President to vacancies which may happen dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, applies only to in- 
ternal offices, that is, to offices to be executed 
within the United States. his is susceptible of 
several answers which are conclusive. If the 
President has not the power, under this clause, 
with its limitations, he possesses no power to 
appoint during the recess; for the first clause 
grants the power to the President only with the 
advice and consent of the Senate; and he has no 
power on this subject but in these two clauses. 
The Constitution makes no difference between 
officers who are to execute their functions, whe- 
ther in or out of the United States. There is no 
pretence or color for such distinction in any sen- 
tence or word in the Constitation. 


apply to all the officers of the army; and would 
in all cases apply to the officers of the navy, who 
| necessarily are to execute most of their dutics 
jou: of the United States. They go from this 
| country, and so do your public Ministers, and 
; their operations are principally out of the territo- 
: rial limits of this nation. 
It is said that in peace with a foreign nation 
! the office exists; that in war it ceases. Peace is 
i restored, or a mediation offered, as in the present 
| case, and the office happens, and the vacancy 
‘happens at the same moment. Without making 
‘any remarks which naturally arise on this queer 
i fancy, it will be considered a sufficient answer to 
| say that if the Constitution could have intended 
‘such a meaning, it would have said, in all cases 
| where offices happen, &c. Besides, it is import- 
l ant for this supposition, that however destructive 
| war may be, the office of Ambassador is always 
| an exception, and is never destroyed by war; be- 
ing an office by which war itself is extinguished. 

Much pains have been taken to show that the 
| office of Ambassador and public Minister results 
Í from the law of nations or from the Constitution, 
and not from statute. Having alread stated my 
| own opinion on this subject, it is quite needless 
to examine further the question, and more so, as, 
let their creation or existence be according to 
i whatever any imagination may suggest, the Con- 

stitution equally applies to them; and it does 

especially so by name. Another objection of a 
like kind has been made, susceptible of like reply, 
viz: that the function or employment of an Am- 
| bassador or publie Minister is not an office. Itis 
i treated as an office, and by this name, in the civil 
llaw and by all the writers on English law from 
the days of Lord Coke to the present time. Will 
it be contended that an Ambassador cannot be 
impeached? And can any one but an officer be 
impeached? Bat if gentlemen were correct in 
this remark, it is not of the smallest consequence ; 
| for the clause which grants a power to the Presi- 
| dent to fill up vacancies does not use the term 
‘office, but says the President shall have power to 
fill up all vacancies that may happen during the 
| recess of the Senate, and must apply to all the 
appointments named or included in the preceding 
clause; and, if it do not, the President has no 
power, except in connexion with the Senate; for 
i that says the President shall nominate, and by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint Ambassadors and other public Min- 
isters. 

It is said that the precedents of all the Ad- 
ministrations, including General WasHincron’s, 
are against the construction contained in these 
resolutions. No precedents can weigh against 
the plain sense and meaning of the Constitution 
and its express provisions. A contrary position 
would involve this palpable absurdity, viz: tu 
render the Government superior to the Con- 
stitution; which is contrary to the fundamental 
{ principle of all society, that the Constitution is 
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direct and control all the 
ernment. 

“ Precedents,” says the respectable Common- 
wealth of Virginia, “ are so much positive power, 
‘and the nation that once reposes on the pillow 
* of political confidence, will sooner or later end 
‘its political existence in a deadly lethargy. We 
“are all bound to look for security, not from the 
‘personal probity of man, but from the barriers 
t of the Constitution.” 

If precedents are already established, which 
can in any degree be brought to sanction the ex- 
ercise of power now claimed by the President, it 
behooves us to be more vigilant, and to endeavor 
to arrest the progress of the evil, by all means in 
our power. 

The cases cited as precedents in the time of 
General Washington are, first, one or more, 
where he appointed in the recess of the Senate, 
to a vacancy that happened during the recess, by 
the person’s not accepting the office to which he 
was appointed by the President and Senate. T'he 
gentleman who cites this as a precedent, is com- 
pelled to make a construction, which I contend 
is not warranted by the spirit and meaning of 
the Constitution, viz: that the office is not full 
until a person has been appointed to and accepts 
the office. 

The intent and meaning of the Constitution 
evidently was, that the President and Senate 
should fill the office; that the Senate should ad- 
vise and consent thereto. In the case of a person 
being so appointed, the Senate has consented to 
the office, and to its being filled by an officer 
nominated by the President; their authority has 
been as completely exercised, as though he had ac- 
cepted and performed the duties of the office. 
These two departments of Government have done 
all on their part to fill the office, and as relates to 
them the office may truly be said to have been 
full, 

In case of resignation during the recess, no 
doubt is entertained of the happening of a va- 
cancy. Is not every declining of an office con- 
ferred, before or after accepting it, a resignation ? 
To decline to accept, or to continue to execute, 
are in substance the same thing. 

A commission is stated to have been made to 
Mr. Short by President Washington during the 
recess, The fact is, Mr Short was at that time 
the Resident Minister at the Court of Madrid, to 
which office he had been duly appointed by the 
President and Senate; and upon there being a 
prospect of an amicable adjustment of the boun- 
daries between the United States and Spain, a 
commission was issued to him for this particular 
settlement, and was not only in the nature of an 
instruction, but also an authority to conclude this 
particular business, that it might be necessary to 
proffer to the Spanish Court, to evince to them 
that he was duly authorized to perform that which 
he was instructed to do. He was equally the 
Minister of the United States before, as after, he 
received this commission ; and the President was 
no more obliged to advise with the Senate on 


lt is customary after the appointment of a Min- 
ister to grant to him, from time to time, special 
commissions to conclude particular business—his 
general commission establishes his character, his 
special commission his authority in particular 
cases. 

The other cases are those of John Paul Jones, 
appointed to negotiate with the Dey of Algiers, 
June 1792. David Humphreys, for the same 
purpose, 21st March, 1795. Mr. Barelay, Consul 
at Morocco, 31st March, 1791. 

Our concerns with the Barbary Powers had 
been negotiated and settled by persons appointed, 
and authorized by the Ministers of the United 
States, residentat the Courts of Spain and France, 
who were authorized to employ such agents. 
Mr. Barclay was so appointed by Doctor Frank- 
lin, Mr. Adams and Mr. Jefferson, then at Paris. 
In 1790, many citizens of the United States were 
prisoners at Algiers, and our affairs at Morocco 
were in an unsettled state. 

The whole subject was submitted to the Sen- 
ate by President Washington, whereupon the 
Senate appointed a committee to confer with 
him, and after a conference, the committee re- 
ported resolutions relative to the whole subject, 
which authorized the President to take measures 
for confirming the treaty, existing between the 
United States and the Emperor of Morocco ; and 
Mr. Barclay, who was probably then at Mo- 
rocco, aud had made the treaty referred to, under 
the direction of our foreign Ministers at Paris, 
received the appointment, as stated by the gentle- 
mau from Georgia, and for the purpose enjoined 
by the Senate. 

The Senate also authorized the President to 
take measures to conclude a convention or treaty 
with Algiers, for the establishment of a peace 
with them, on certain specified terms, containing 
the sums, beyond which they did not authorize 
the President to stipulate, for the ransom of 
American prisoners, and for the annual tribute to 
be paid to the Dey ; and the Senate resolved that 
if the President made such a treaty they would 
ratify the same. 

The President commissioned Mr. Humphreys. 
then Minister at Madrid, to make such treaty; 
and he, according to the custom formerly adopted 
by the Ministers of the United States, employed 
Mr. Donaldson, who madea treaty on those terms, 
which treaty the Senate did afterwards ratify, 

The President and Senate agreed on a com- 
pact which they were willing to make with the 
Dey of Algiers, and the Senate authorized the 
President to execute it, and for this purpose he 
employed Colonel Humphreys, an officer of the 
United States, whom the Senate had approved 
as a public Minister at the Court of Madrid. He 
received no new appointment, and no additional 
emolument, but a commission or power to carry 
into effect that, which these two departments had 
agreed upon. 
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I think it may be fairly presumed, that the gen- 
tleman, who cited these cases, will not, on reflec- 
tion, conclude that they form any precedent to 
justify President Madison’s issuing the three com- 
missions in April last, to Messrs.-Gallatin, Adams, 
and Bayard. 

T'he case cited of Mr. Morris, is that of a per- 
son holding no public character, but merely a 
private agent to confer with, and learn from gen- 
tlemen of distinction in England, whether the 
Government of that country was disposed to 
settle the differences subsisting between the two. 
and for this parpose to exchange Ministers. He 
had no letters of eredence, commission, power or 
authority whatever, whereby he could bind the 
nation. 

With respect to precedents in the time of Mr. 
Jefferson, the gentleman who adduced them sup- 
posed they would not weigh much in my mind. 
As regards them, and the very few that are quoted 
to have occurred in the Administration of Mr. 
Adams, I make no remark, except that if the 
Constitution be yet considered superior to the 
Government, and if the construction I have given 
of it be just, and it appears to me unavoidable, 
precedents of this kind, however numerous, by 
whomsoever introduced, and by whatever motives 
they were suffered to pass, cannot be of the small- 
est avail. 

A mode of construction has been adopted by 
some gentlemen, in order to defend and support 
the power of the President, that cannot fail of 
creating just alarm in the mind of every one at- 
tached to the Constitution of his country, and 
who supposes its liberties depend in any degree 
on an observance of the provisions of that instru- 
ment. 

It is said the Constitution consists of general 
phrases, and must receive a construction accord- 
ing to expediency or necessity, supposed to exist 
by those who claim the power. 

“As the powers of the Federal Government are} 
‘ defined, powers inherent, implied or expedient, 
‘are obviously the creatures of ambition. The care 
‘expended in defining powers, would otherwise 
t have been superfluous. Powers extracted from 
‘ such sources will be indefinitely multiplied by the 
‘aid of armies and patronage, which, with the im- 
t possibility of controlling them by any demarea- 
‘tion, would presently terminate reasoning, and 
‘ ultimately swallow up the State sovereignties.” 
This is the doctrine of the great State of Virginia, ! 
as declared to the world in the year 1799. That 
powerful Commonwealth, which has afforded to 
the United States almost all the precedents as! 
well as most of the axioms and political creeds 
that regulate our faith and rule our destinies, 
further expresses its deep regret, ‘That a spirit 
‘has in sundry instances been manifested by the 
‘ Federal Government to enlarge its powers, by 
t forced constructions of the Constitutional charter 
* which defines them, and that indications have ap- 
t peared of a design to expound certain general 
t phrases, so as to destroy the meaning and effect 
‘ of the particular enumeration, which necessarily 
‘ explains and limits the phrases, so as to consoli- 


t date the States by degrees into one sovereignty ; 
* the obvious tendency of which would be to trans- 
‘form the present republican system of the United 
‘ States into an absolute or at best a mixed mon- 
“archy.” 

The general phrase which alone can apply to 
the President, is that which says, the Executive 
power shall be vested in a President of the Uni- 
ted States of America. 

The Government and its various Departments 
possess all the powers that are granted to them by 
this Constitution, and all incidental powers ne- 
cessary to carry into execution powers expressly 
granted. All general phrases are defined and 
limited by the particular enumeration of powers 
which would otherwise have been embraced by 
the general phrases. The power to appoint Am= 
bassadors and other public Ministers, which might 
have been included in the declaration that vests 
the Executive power ina President of the Uni- 
ted States of America, is unquestionably limited 
by that section, which enumerates the offices and 
defines the manner in which officers shall be ap- 
pointed. 

The President shall be Commander-in-Chief 
of the Army and Navy of the United States. His 
power of appointment under this general grant is 
also limited by the manner in which this authority 
is ordered to be exercised. 

If this principle be not true, the whole enume- 
ration and definition of powers granted by the 
Constitution are absolutely superfluous. 

We are told that necessity may be pleaded for 
the exercise of the power claimed by the Presi- 
dent. There never was a Government that was 
less authorized to make a plea of this kind than 
the present, for it seems to be a matter of perfect 
ease to procure any amendment or alteration that 
the dominant party may think advisable. And 
notwithstanding all that we have heard of the ex- 
pediency and necessity of this power being ex- 
elusively in the President, we have never known 
of any material inconvenience during the very 
critical times in which General Washington and 
Mr. Adams administered the Government, from an 
observance of the provisions of the Constitution. 

Difficulties are suggested in the case of an ar- 
mistice or truce being proposed or intended, when 
the Senate is not in session. The President has, 
in his capacity of Commander-in-Chief of the 
Army and Navy, an unquestioned right to nego- 
tiate and settle a truce. This is necessary to carry 
into execution his functions as supreme Com- 
mander of the military force of the nation, and it 
is not limited or defined by any provision of the 
instrument. 

The case of Admiral Warren’s proposal to ne- 
gotiate, is mentioned as involving difficulties, if 
the President had chosen to listen to any offers of 
peace. The statute, however, which creates the 
Department of State, authorizes the principal offi- 
cer of that Department to execute such duties re- 
lative to negotiations with public Ministers from 
foreign States or Princes. Indeed the Secretary 
of State did in fact act and correspond with, and 
offered to negotiate with Admiral Warren. 
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even expediency have as yet required any other 
power than what is granted according to the plain 
.senseof the instrument. Necessity al ways authori- 
zes what it requires—but it will not be asserted 
that the appointment under the offered mediation 
of Russia was necessary, as the mission itself was 
wholly useless. But gentlemen assume a latitude 
of construction for which they have not the small- 
est authority. They argue from what their im- 
aginations suggest ought to be in the Constitu- 
tion that it really is there by construction. 

If any particular power be claimed by the 
Government, or any Department thereof, the 
only way to ascertain if it can be lawfully exer- 
cised, is to examine if it be expressly granted by 
the Constitution—if not, whether it be necessary 
to carry into execution any express power that is 
granted. If the power cannot be found under 
either of these heads, it does not exist, and re- 
sponsibility rests upon the Government. They 
are not auswerable for mischiefs that flow from 
a want of power, which the people did not choose 
to delegate. But there is no reason to believe 
that any such mischiefs are to be apprehended. 

What powers it would be expedient or proper 
for the Government to possess, is one question 
totally distinct from that which asks what pow- 
ers it does possess ; and the latter is the only one 
which those who administer the Government 


have a right to make in order to regulate their | 


conduct. he first is settled by the Convention 
of 1787, and the Congress of the same year, and 
by the States who accepted and ratified the Con- 
stitution proposed by the Convention of Phila- 
delphia. The other must be decided by the plain 
import of the words of the Constitution. 

One time we are told the President is weak in 


flairs with her’s? To this the Sen- 


the President is to be thus exercised, it would 
not to my mind be any recommendation of this 
mode of construction. If this doctrine be main- 
tained, it would seem that the Constitution is to 
be construed not according to the intention and 
| meaning of the instrument, but according to the 
events of convulsed Europe, the rise and fall of 
nations, the victory and defeat of armies on the 
great continent; and the powers of the President 
are to be moulded and fashioned, not even ac- 
cording to his will,nor that of one multitudinous 
diplomacy in Europe, but according to the vicis- 
| situdes of human affairs there, and the estimate 
| which fallible men may make of them. Surely 
| then, the Federal compact, instead of being the 
| palladium of our rights, isa model of wax, sub- 
i ject to be reshaped by the rudest hands and the 
| most changeable events of the old as well as the 
I New World. 

The President intimates no necessity or urgent 
expediency as an excuse for this appointment. 
Ie commissions these gentlemen to act without 
any regard to the Senate, or any limitation in 
time of the commission of the Ministers—and if 
it is asked why was it uecessary that the Constitu- 
tional limitation should be inserted in the com- 
'mission; the answer is obvious, viz: that the 

nation with whom they were to treat might 
i know the extent of their authority. Itis a conclu- 
| sive argument against the commissioning these 
Envoys without the advice and consent of the 
i Senate, that any commission which the Presi- 
dent had the smallest color of right for issuing, 
: must necessarily have been of no valigity before 
i they could possibly act under it; there being a 
‘moral certainty that the session of the Senate 
| succeeding the recess in which they were com- 
paon would have ended before even their 
arrival at the intended scene of their operations; 
jand by the time they came to act, if it was ever 


4 
i 
1 
| 
i 


power, and requires strengthening at our hands; | expected they would or could act, their commis- 
but in the course of half an hour’s speech, he | sion would be of no avail, and they would have 
becomes possessed of terrific authorities which | no more power to negotiate than any individual 
transcend imagination, and it is said the circum- ! who walked the streets of St. Petersburg. This 
stances of the times are changed, and that the jis a striking evidence of the consequences of 
Constitution is to be construed according to these | promptitude of action, the benefits of which are 
changes, and especially according to the great: presumed to justify any construction that the 
and passing events of Europe; and I am most į Executive may choose to adopt. 

triumphantly asked what could bedone under the: The other two commissions which the Presi- 
construction of the powers of the Government; dent was pleased to issue to these gentlemen, 


as stated with respect to the Congress of Man- 
heim; and I might also be asked what in respect 
to the Congress of Prague, or the Congress of 
Chatillon. Í confess, sir, these hints suggest to 
my mind new doubts and new apprehensions. 
have seen that the Emperor of France took, or 
rather continued his care of us last June, and 
proposed our mingling the affairs of the United 
States with those of all Europe, in the Congress 
of Prague. And are the five American Minis- 
ters, instead of being sent to treat either directly 
with England as approved here, or as formerly 
pretended under the mediation of Russia, now 
.to follow the fortunes of France, and to com- 


I. 


| are in the same terms as to the extent of their 
i power on the subject of trade with Great Britain 
land Russia, and no one has pretended there was 
i the smallest occasion for haste on these two ne- 
` gotiations. They eutirely disregard the Senate, 
:as though they were no more entitled to a voice 
‘in the appointment than any stranger to the 
|! Government. 

The necessity now pretended in argument, is 
perfectly idle; and a case more pertectly free 
: from any reason or apology than the one which 
i has given rise to these resolutions cannot be well 

imagined. 
The proposed mediation was officially made 
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on the Sth day of March, it was informall 

in Webruary—the Senate was to convene on the 
25th May following, the Ministers were com- - 
missioned on the 17th of April. If any circum- 
stance in the President’s mind required a depar- 
ture of the Envoys before the day when the Senate 
was to assemble, there was time enough to sum- |! 
mon the Senate seasonably to meet this urgency, | 
i 


after he knew and accepted the mediation; and 
beside this particular business, there were a great 
many appointments, which he was authorized į 
to make in the recess, and which were to be sub- ; 
mitted to the Senate at their next session; that! 
their time might have been fully occupied before : 
the other House would have met according to the! 
time of adjournment. 

Further: the precipitaney of these appoint- ; 
ments, which so unfortunately took place in this i 
case, cannot fail, when we reflect upon the result, 
of being matter of deep regret to every man who 
feels the honor of the country. 

The Emperor of Russia offered his mediation, | 
without any intimation that Great Britain had | 
or would accede to it. i 

It is the practice of all nations not to accept a | 
mediation otherwise than bya convention ne- i 
gotiated, concluded and signed, which shall de- | 
termine for what end, upon what object, and in 
what manner it shall be exercised. i 

The Emperorof France, the last Summer, when | 
his fortunes appeared at their luwest ebb, when 
he was assailed by the combined force of the! 
most powerful nations, and had reason to tremble | 
for the safety of all his dominions, received an 
offer of mediation from his potent friend and ally 
the Emperor of Austria. At this dreadful crisis 
of his alfairs, he declined this much desired medi- 
ation, which seemed to offer the best prospect of ' 
relief, until such a convention should be negoti- | 
ated, concluded and signed, with all the necessary jį 
stipulations; and the Courtof Vienna immediately | 
furnished a person with instructions and powers | 
to negotiate, conclude and sign a convention rela- 
tive to the mediation which she offered. | 

On the part of the United States, so soon as a 
mediation was offered by the ally of England, the | 


President instantly accepted it, without any stip- | 


ulation of the end, the object, or the manuer of |: 


exercising such mediation, for the avowed pur- | 
pose of terminating a war, which only nine months 

before we had most rashly commenced. We | 
then sue to a British admiral, who blockades onr | 
ports, for permission to send the most distin- 

guished officers of our Government to the frozen 

regions of the North, there to hope for some sort 
of aid from the most intimate ally of Great Brit- 
ain, in conciliating his master to grant us that 
peace whieh only six months before, when ten- 
dered at our own doors, was spurned at, and re- 
jected with disdain. Nine months after this pre- 
mature acceptance of the mediation, and not be- 
fore, we arc indebted to our proud enemy for the 
knowledge, that she would not treat with Envoys 
under this offered mediation, and that she had de- 
clined the proposal of Russia. Who is there that 
does not feel that the honor of the nation has 


-tousk gentlemen to reflect on the state of the 


y made | been tarnished, that its character has been soiled 
. in the face of the world? All this we have suf- 


fered without attaining the smallest benefit. The 
degradation which the nation has borne is the 
only consequence of that boasted promptitude of 
action, which was to justify this total disregard 
of the rights of the States, and the privileges of 
the Senate. 

I have endeavored to answer the objections 


i which have heen made to my understanding of 


the Constitution, and also to demonstrate, that 
the reasons which are offered to justify this act 
of the President are totally unfounded, and can- 
not be admitted by any who feel bound to admin- 
ister the Constitution according to its obvious 
sense and meaning. 

In days past, when the revenues of the coun- 
try were small, its officers few, the Army of the 
United States not a tenth part of what it now is, 
and the patronage of the Executive might be 
considered paltry indeed to what now exists, and 
the powers of the President limited by the strict 
letter of the Constitution, great fears were enter- 
tained and expressed of the Republic being sub- 
verted, and a monarchy instituted in its stead. 

Without attempting to excite apprehensions 
by any suggestions of my own, I take the liberty 


Government in those days and in these, and then 
to read the observations of the Commonwealth 
of Virginia, in the address of their Legislature, 
made in January, 1799, and sanctioned, if not 
written by Mr. Madison, then a member of that 
Legislature: 

“If measures can mould governments, and if 
‘an uncontrolled power of construction is surren- 
‘dered to those who administer them, their pro- 
“gress may be easily seen, and their end easily 
‘foretold. A lover of monarchy, who opens the 
‘ treasury of corruption by distributing emoluments 
‘among devoted partisans, may at the same time 
‘ be approaching his object and deluding the peo- 
‘ ple with professions of republicanism. He may 
‘confound monarchy and republicanism by the art 
‘ of definition. He may varnish over the dexterity 
‘which ambition never fails to display, with the 
‘ plianey of language. the seduction of expediency, 
or the prejudices of the times. Measures have 
already been adopted which may lead to these 
consequences. They consist in fiscal systems 
and arrangements, which keep an host of com- 
‘mercial and wealthy individuals embodied, and 
obedient to the mandates of the Treasury. In 
armies and navies, which will, on the one hand, 
enlist the tendency of man to pay homage to his 
fellow creatures, who can feed or honor him, and 
‘on the other, employ the principle of fear, by 
punishing imaginary insurrection, under the pre- 
* text of preveulive justice. In the extensive es- 
tablishinent of a volunteer militia, rallied to- 
gether by a political ereed, armed and officered 
‘by the Executive power, so as to deprive the 
‘States of their Constitutional right to appoint 
‘ militia officers. and to place the great bulk of the 
‘ people in a defenceless situation. In swarms of 
‘ officers, civil and military, who can inculcate po- 


‘ 
‘ 


f reason. I 
‘ portant legislative powers, particularly the power 
‘ of raising armies, and borrowing money without 
t limitation of interest. In establishing by suc- 
t cessive precedents, such a mode of construing the 
‘Constitution, as will rapidly remove every re- 
t straint upon federal power. Let history be con- 
‘sulted; let the man of experience reflect, nay let 
‘ the artificers of monarehy be asked, what further 
t materials they can need for buildiog up their fa- 
£ vorite system.” 

When Mr. Gore had concluded, the further 
consideration of the motion was postponed until 
the first Monday in December next. 


Wenpnespay, April 13. 

Mr. Smita. from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, entitled 
“An act supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An 
act to provide for the widows and orphans of the 
militia slain, and for the militia disabled in the 
service of the United States,” reported, that the 
bill involves principles requiring more consider- 
ation than can he conveniently afforded during 
the present session; and therefore recommend 
that the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned to the next session of Congress. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act supplementary 
to an act, entitled ‘An aet for ascertaining the 
titles and claims to lands in that part of Louisi- 
ana which lies east of the Mississippi and island 
of New Orleans,” reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Brown, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act to 
grant donation rights to certain claimants of land 
in the State of Louisiana,” reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. Brown, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act to 
authorize the subdivision of quarter sections of 
land of the United States,” reported it amended. 

The bill, entitled “An act granting pensions to 
the officers and seamen serving on board the rev- 
enue cutters, in curtain cases,” was read the sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee un Na- 
val Affairs, to consider and report thereon, 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the 
President to cause certain parts of the coast of 
the United States to be surveyed,” was read the 
second lime. 

The bill, entitled “An act concerning certifi- 
cates of confirmation of claims to lands in the 
State of Louisiana,” was read the second time, 
and referred to the committee appointed the 4th 
of February, on the memorial of Thomas Coop- 
er and others, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Dana, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill concerning evidences of natural- 
ization, reported it without amendment. 

The third reading of the bill for the relief of 
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James Lloyd was resumed, and the remaining 


ftesolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act for the relief of James Lloyd.” 

The Senate resumed. as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act confirming certain claims to land in the Illi- 
nois Territory, and providing for their location,” 
together with the amendments reported thereto 
by the select committee ; and, on motion, by Mr. 
Kine, the further consideration thereof was post- 
poned to the first Monday in December next, the 
Senate being equally divided, the Presipent 
determined the question in the affirmative. 

On motion, by Mr. Turner, one of the major- 
ity, it was agreed to reconsider the last vote; 
and, on the question, Shall this bill be postponed 
to the first Monday in December next, it was de- 
termined in the negative—yeas 9, nays 11, as 
follows: 

YzEas—Messrs. Daggett, Gilman, Goldsborough, 
Gore, Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, and Varnum. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Brown, 
Chace, Fromentin, Lacock, Morrow, Smith, Turner, 
Wharton, and Worthington. 


And the consideration of the bill, together with 
the amendments, were resumed, as in Committee 
of the Whole; and, the amendments having 
been agreed to, the PRESIDENT reported the bill 
to the House accordingly. 

On the question. Shall the amendments be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time as amend- 
ed ? it was determined in the affirmative. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Stephen Girard ;” and, on motion, that the fur- 
ther consideration thereof be postponed to the 
first Monday in December next, it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative—yeas 11, nays 10, as 
follows : 


Yxras—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Gilman, Goldsbo- 
rough, Gore, Hunter, King, Lambert, Mason, Var- 
num, and Wells. 

Nays—-Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Georgia, Chace, 
Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Roberts, Turner, Wharton, 
and Worthington. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the resolution for 
increasiug the compensation of the messengers 
of the Senate; and the resolution was amended, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
lime as amended; and, on motion, it was agreed, 
by unanimous consent, that the resolution be 
read a third time this day. The resolution was 
read a third time and passed, as follows: 

Resolved, That Robert Tweedy, Benjamin G. 
Bowen, and ‘Tobias Simpson, assistants to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, 
be paid out of the contingent fund two dollars a 
day for each day they may have attended the Sen- 
ate during the present session of Congress; and 
that Charles Tims be allowed seventy-five dol- 
lars for his attendance during the present session. 

Mr. Dana reported, from the committee towhom 
was referred the memorial of James Hillhouse, 
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a bill, entitled “An act incorporating the Colum- 


bian Manufacturing Company of Alexandria, in | 
the District of Columbia ;” also a bill, entitled | tional defence by 


“An act to authorize the President of the United 
States to accept the service of vulunteers who may 
associate and organize themselves for the defence 
of the United States ;” in which bills they request 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The three bills last brought up for concurrence 
were read, and passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Henry Malcolm ;” and the further consideration 
thereof was postponed to the first Monday in 
December next. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill in further ad- 
dition to an act, entitled “An act more effectually 
to provide for the national defence, by establish- 
ing an uniform militia throughout the United 
States 7? and no amendment having been pro- 
posed, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An Í to their places of rendezvous, 


i act in addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to pro- 


SENATE. 


pointed the committee. 

_ The bill in further addition to an act, entitled 
“An act more effectually to provide for the na- 
establishing an uniform militia 


| throughout the United States,” was read a third 
| time, and passed. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to lessen the 
compensation for marshals, clerks, and attorneys, 
therein mentioned; and the bill having been 
amended, the President reported it to the House 
accordingly ; and it was ordered to be engrossed, 
and read a third time as amended. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill entitled “An 


vide for calling forth the militia to execute the 
laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and 
repel invasions, and to repeal the act now in force 
fur those purposes.” , 
On motion, by Mr. German, to strike out the 
tenth section of the bill, amended as follows : 
| “Sec. 10. And beit further enacted, That the ex- 
i ponses incurred, or to be incurred, by marching the 
| militia of any State or Territory of the United States 
in pursuance of a requi- 


act in addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to pro- | sition of the President of the United States, or which 


vide for calling forth the mi 
laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, 
repel invasions, 
for those purposes ;” and the bill having been 
amended, on motion, by Mr. GILES, 
consideration thereof was postponed to, and made 
the order of the day for, to-morrow. 


Tuespay, April 14. 


On motion, by Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to lay before Congress a state- 
ment of the several sums of money paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States, since the com- 
mencement of the present war, for the services of 
the militia of the respective States or Territories, 
previously ordered out by the Governors of the 
same, or by any other State or Territorial author- 
ity, without the direction of the President; spe- 
cifying the particular State or Territory, and the 
amount to each. 

The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the Pre- 
sident of the United States to accept the service 
of volunteers who may associate and organize 
themselves for the defence of the United States,” 
was read the second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to consider and 
report thereon. ; 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Ar- 
chibald McCall,” was read the second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to consider and report thereon. 


litia to execute the | shall have been or may be incurred in cases of calls 
and | made hy the authority of any State or Territory, which 
and to repeal the act now in force | shall have been or may be approved by him, shall be 
| adjusted and paid in like manner as the expenses in- 
the further | curred after the arrival at such place of rendezvous, on 


the requisition of the President of the United States: 


| Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 


| sidered as authorizing any species of expenditure pre- 

| vious to arriving at the place of rendezvous, which is 
not provided by existing laws to be paid for after their 
arrival at such place of rendezvous :” 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 8, nays 
17, as follows: : 

Yuas—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb of Georgia, 
German, Gilman, Howell, Lambert, Mason, and Stone. 

Navs—Messrs. Anderson, Chace, Condit, Daggett, 
Fromentin, Giles, Goldsborough, Horsey, Hunter, La- 
cock, Morrow, Roberts, Robinson, Smith, Varnum, 
Wharton, and Worthington. 

On motion, by Mr. Bras of Kentucky, to strke 
ont, of section 10, lines 5, 6, 7, the following 
words, “or which shall have been, or may be 
incurred, in cases of calls made by the authority 
of any State or Territory, which shall have been 
or may be approved by him,” it was determined 
in the negative—yeas 11, nays 15, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb of Georgia, 
Chace, German, Gilman, Howell, King, Lambert, Ma- 
son, Stone, and Worthington. 

Nayvs—Messrs. Anderson, Condit, Daggett, From- 
entin, Giles, Goldsborough, Horsey, Hunter, Lacock, 
Morrow, Roberts, Robinson, Smith, Varnum, and 
Wharton. 

And the bill having been further amended, the 
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President reported it to the House a 
And on the question, Shall the amendments be 
engrossed, and the bill be read a third time as 
amended ? it was determined in the affirmative. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act į 
confirming certain claims to land in the Nlinois | 
Territory, and providing for their location,” hav- ! 


additional appro- 
priations for the service of the year one thousand 
eight hundred and fourteen ;” in which bills they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The two hills last mentioned were read and 
ssed to the second reading. 


pa 
The bill, entitled “An act to amend the act lay- 


ing been reported correct, the bill was read a third! ing duties on licenses to retailers of wines, spirit- 


time as amended, and passed. 
The bill to lessen the compensation for mar- 


shals, elerks, and attorneys, therein mentioned, | 


having been reported bythe committee correctly 
engrossed, was reada third time by unanimous 
consent. and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives į 


ı uous liquors, and foreign merchandise, and for 
| other purposes,” was read the second time by 
unanimous consent, and referred toa select com- 
mittee to consider and report thereon; and Messrs. 
Kina, Ronents, and Sarru, were appointed the 
: committee. 

Mr. Biss, of Georgia, from the Committee on 


informed the Senate that the House concur in; Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill, 
the bill, entitled “An act authorizing an augmen- | entitled“Anact for the relief of Archibald McCall,” 
tation of the marine corps, and for other purposes,” | reported it without amendment; and the bill was 
with an amendment; in which they request the | considered as in Committee of the Whole; and, 


concurrence of the Senate. They have passed a | 
bill, entitled “An act allowing compensation’ for ; 
horses owned by militia or volunteers, and killed | 
or lost in the service of the United States ;” 
also, a bill, entitled “An act authorizing the pur- 
chase of the vessels captured on Lake Erie ;” in 
which bills they request the concurrence of the 
Senate, 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill creating the 
office of Comptroller of the War and Navy De- 
partments ; and, after debate, adjourned. 


Fripay, April 15. 

Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the bill, entitled, “An act grant- 
ing pensions to the oflicers and seamen serving 
on board the revenue cutters, in certain cases.” 
amended, i 

The two bills brought up yesterday for concur- 
rence were read, and passed to tbe second reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the pur- 
chase of the vessels captured on Lake Erie,” was 
read the second time by unanimous consent, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
consider and report thereon. 

T'he Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill. 
entitled “An act authorizing an augmentation of 
the marine corps;” and concurred therein. 

On motion, by Mr. Gries, the committee ap- 
pointed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing permanent rules for regulating and con- 
ducting the printing and supply of stationery for 
the Senate and House of Representatives, were 
discharged from the further consideration thereof. 

The bill, entitled “An act making additional ap- 
propriations for the service of the year, 1814,” was | 
read the second time by unanimous consent; and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
consider and report thereon. 


| 

R | 

A message from the House of Representatives | 
E 


informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled, “An act to amend the act laying duties 
on licenses to retailers of wines, liquors, and for- 
eign merchandise, and for other purposes ;” also, 


no amendment having been proposed, it was or- 
dered to a third reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Rozinson, the Committee 
of Foreign Relations were instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of prohibiting by law the ex- 
portation and transportation of sheep from the 
United States, with leave to report by bill or oth- 
erwise. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act in 
addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to provide for 
calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions, 
and to repeal the act now in force for those pur- 
poses,” having been reported by the committee 
correctly engrossed, the bill was read a third time 
as amended, 

On motion, by Mr. Bins of Kentucky, that the 
bill be referred to a committee further to consider 
and report thereon, it was determined in the neg- 
ative. 


On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
16, nays 14, as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Brownr 
Chace, Condit, Fromentin, Giles, Howell, Lacock, 
Morrow, Roberts, Robinson, Smith, Varnum, Whar- 
ton, and Worthington. 

Nars—Messrs. Bibb of Georgia, Daggett, Dana, 
German, Gilman, Goldsborough, Horsey, Hunter, King; 
Lambert, Mason, Stone, Tait, and Turner. 


So it was resolved that this 
amendments. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill creating the 
office of Comptroller for the War and Navy De- 
partments ; and, sundry amendments having been 
agreed to, the President reported the bill accord- 
ingly. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time? it was determined in the 
affirmative—yeas 14, nays 12, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb 
of Georgia, Chace, Condit, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, 
Roberts, Smith, Tait, Turner, Wharton, and Worth- 
ington. 

Nars—Messrs. Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, German, 


bill pass with 
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Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, King, Lambert, Mason, 
Stone, and Varnum. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, from the committee to 
whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act in- 
corporatiog the Columbian Manufacturing Com- 
pany of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia,” 
reported it amended. 

Mr. Worrutneron, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, 
entitled “An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to accept the service of volunteers 
who may associate and organize themselves for 
the defence of the United States,” reported it 
without amendment. 


Satunvay, April 16. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act concerning the pay of officers, seamen, and 
marines, in the Navy of the United States,” to- 
gether with the amendment reported thereto by 
the select committee; and the amendment hav- 
ing been agreed to with an amendment, the Pres- 
IDENT reported the bill to the House accordingly. 

On the question, Shall the amendments be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative. 

The amendments to the bill last mentioned 
having been reported by the committee correctly 
engrossed, the bill was read a third time as 
amended, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act granting pensions to the officers and seamen 
serving on board revenue cutters in certain cases;” 
and the bill having been amended, the PRESIDENT 
reported it to the House accordingly. 

On the question, Shall the amendment be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the aflirmative. 

The amendment to the bill last mentioned 
having been reported by the committee correctly 
engrossed, the bill was read a third time asamend- 
ed by unanimous consent, and passed with an 
amendment. 

Mr. Tarr, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An 
act making additional appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the year 1814,” reported it with amend- 
ments, which were considered as in Committee 
of the Whole and agreed to; and, on motion, by 
Mr. Smrevu, the bill was further amended, and the 
Present reported it to the louse accordingly. 

On the question, Shall the amendments be en- 
grossed and read a third time as amended ? it 
was determined in the affirmative; and it was 
agreed, by unanimous consent, that the bill be 
read a third time this day. 

‘The bill creating the office of Comptroller of 
the War and Navy Departments, having been 
reported by the committee correctly engrossed, 
was read a third time, and laid on the table. 

Mr. Kino, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act to amend the 
act laying duties on licenses to retailers of wines, 


spirituous liquors, ' 
for other purposes,” reported it without amend- 
meni. 


and foreign merchandise. and 


Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 


referred the bill, entitled “An act concerning cer- 
tificates of confirmation to lands in the State of 
Louisiana,” reported it amended. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to alter and establish certain post roads,” to- 
gether with the amendments reported thereto by 
the select committee ; and, having agreed to the 
amendments with furtier amendments, the Pres- 
wENT reported the bill to the House accordingly. 


On the question, Shall the amendments be en- 


grossed and the bill read a third time as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative. 
bill was read a third time as amended by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 


The 


The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Ar- 


chibald McCall,” was read a third time, and 
passed.” 


‘Ihe Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act fixing the time for the next meeting of Con- 
gress.” 


On motion, by Mr. Bian of Georgia, to strike 


out “last Monday,” and insert “second Monday;” 
the Senate being equally divided, the PRESIDENT 
determined the question in the negative. 


On bis motion, to strike out “last,” and insert 
“third”? the Senate being equally divided, the 


Presivent determined the question in the nega- 
tive; and, no further amendment having been 
proposed, the bill was ordered to the third read- 
ing. 
unanimous consent, and passed. 


The bill was then read a third time by 


A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate that the House concur in the 
bill, entitled “An act fixing the salary of the Pay- 
master of the Army, and allowing a sum for the 


employment of additional clerks in his olfice for 
the year 1814, and providing for the appointment 
ot Assistant District Paymasters,” with amend- 
ments; in which they request the concurrence 
of the Senate. They also concur in the bill, en- 
titled “An actin further addition to an act, en- 
titled ‘An act more effectually to provide for the 
national defence by establishing an uniform mil- 
itia throughout the United States,” with amend- 
ments; in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. They have passed a bill, entitled 
“An act to establish the permanent residence of 
the Attorney General of the United States at the 
seat of the General Government;” a bill, entitled 
“An act for the relief of John D. Hay ;” also, a 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of George 
Hamilton ;” in which bills they request the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The three bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
entitled “An act fixing the salary of the Paymas- 
ter of the Army, and allowing a sum for the em- 
ployment of additional elerks in his office for the 
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year 1814, and providing for the appointment of | State, complyin 


Assistant District Paymasters,” and concurred | February and 9th of March. 


therein. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments to the bill, entitled “An act in further ad- 
dition to an act, entitled ‘An act more effectually 
to provide for the national defence by establish- 
ing an uniform militia throughout the United 
States.” and concurred therein. 

Mr. Fromenrin, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, entitled 
“An act authorizing the purchase of the vessels 
captured on Lake Erie,” reported it with an 
amendment, which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and agreed to, and the 
Presipent reported the bill to the House accord- 
ingly. 

On the question, Shall the amendment be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative. The 
bill was then read a third time as amended by 
unanimous consent, and passed with dn amend- 
ment. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of John P. Williamson and Tho- 
mas Rice ;” and, no amendment having been pro- 
posed, the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
The bill was tlen read a third time by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief uf Augustus McKinney and La- 
zel Bancroft;” aud, no amendment having been 
proposed, the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
The bill was then read a third time by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act for the relief of John Whitney 
and Joseph H. Dorr,” in which they request the 
concurrence of the Senate. i 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed to 
the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Jarvis Cutler;” and, no amend- 
ment having been proposed, the bill was ordered 
to a third reading. The bill was then read a 
third time by unanimous consent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act concerning invalid pensioners; and the bill 
having been amended, the President reported it 
to the House accordingly. 

On the question, Shall the amendments be en- 
grossed, and the bill be read a third time as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative; and it 
was agreed, by unanimous consent, that the bill 
be read a third time this day. 


RETALIATION. 


The following Message was received from 
the PRESIDENT or Tue Unrrep STATES : 


To the Senate of the United States : 


Arnry 16, 1814. JAMES MADISON. 
The following is the report : 


The Secretary of State, to whom was referred several 
resolutions of the Senate of the 2d of February and 
9th of March last, has the honor to submit to the 
President the following report : 

Although these resolutions are of different dates, 
and refer to subjects in some respects distinct in thoir 
nature, yet, as they are connected in others of consid- 
erable importance, which bear essentially on the con- 
duct of the parties in the present war, it is thought 
proper to comprise them in the same report. 

The first of those resolutions calls for the names of 
the individuals who were sclected from the American 

i prisoners of war and sent to Great Britain for trial; 
j their places of residence in the United States; the 
‘times when and the courts by which they were ad- 
| mitted to become citizens; the regiments to which 
they belong; when and where they were taken ; with 
copies of any official correspondence respecting the 
treatment of prisoners of war, and of any orders for 
retaliation on cither side. 

T'he other resolutions request information of the con- 
duct of Great Britain towards her native subjects, 
taken in arms against her, and of the general practice 
of the nations of Europe relative to naturalization, 
and the employment in war, cach, of the subjects of 
the other; of the cases, with their circumstances, in 
which any civilized nation has punished its native sub- 
jects taken in arms against it, for which punishment 
retaliation was inflicted by the nation in whose service 
they were taken. And, lastly, under what circum- 
stances and on what grounds Great Britain has re- 
fused to discharge native citizens of the United States 
impressed into her service ; and what has been her 
conduct towards American seamen on board her ships 
of war, at and since the commencement of the present 
war with the United States. 

The paper marked A contains the names of the 
American prisoners who were sent to England for trial 
by the British commander in Canada ; of the corps to 
which they belong; of the times when and of the 
places where they were taken. Of their places of 
residence in the United States; of the times and the 
courts in which they were admitted to become citizens, 
there is no evidence in this Department, nor is there 
any to show whether they were naturalized or native 
citizens of the United States. ‘This paper contains 
also a copy of the orders of both Governments for re- 
taliation, and of the correspondence between their re- 
spective Commissaries concerning the treatment of 
prisoners. 

The paper marked B states various grounds on 
which the British Government has refused to deliver 
up American seamen impressed into the British ser- 
vice, on the application of the agents of the United 
States, regularly authorized to demand them, with the 
correspondence relating to the same. It communi- 
| cates, also, such information as this department has 
been able to obtain of the conduct of the British Gov- 
ernment towards American seamen on board British 
ships of war, at and since the commencement of the 
present war. Among the causes assigned for their 

detention, the following are the most deserving of 

notice : 

1. That they had no documents, or that their docu- 


I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of | ments were irregular. 
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3. That they were exchanged as British subjects. 
4. Were said to be impostors. 
5. To have married in England. 
6. Did not answer the descriptions given of them 
in their protections. 
7. Had attempted to desert. 
8. Were sent into the service for smuggling. 
9. Were not to be found on board of the ship 
stated. 
10. Had voluntarily entered into the British service. 
11. Were natives of foreign countrics—Prussia, 
Sweden, Italy, &c. i 
It is probable that some of the seamen, whose dis- 
charges were demanded, may not have been native 
citizens of the United States, but very presumable that 
the greater part were. Indeed, the pretext assigned 
for their detention seems to admit it. Had they been 
native subjects of England, being there, their origin 
might have been traced. But that is the ground in 
few instances only. In urging that some had no pro- 
tections. or that their protections were irregular; that 
others had been exchanged as British prisoners; were } 
impostors ; had attempted to desert; did not answer 
the protections given them; were natives of Prussia, 
Sweden, &c,, it is fairly to be inferred that the public 
authority in England, to whom this duty is assigned, | 
sought rather tu evade the application than to justify į 
the refusal. ‘The pretext that some were natives of | 
Prussia, Sweden, &c., deserves particular attention. j 
On this circumstance the Secretary will remark ouly, | 
_that, in extending impressment in American vessels | 
to persons who could not be mistaken for British sub- | 
jects, and refusing to surrender them, on application, | 
to the voluntary service from which they were taken, ' 
it is evident that the recovery of British seamen has | 
not been the sole object of the practice. 


By the report of the American Commissary of pris- 
oners in England, it appears that a considerable num- į 
per of our scamen had been transferred from British : 
ships of war to prisons; that their exchange for Brit- ; 
ish seamen taken in battle was demanded, in the first 
instance, but that that claim seems to have been since | 
waived. It might have heen expected that the British 
Government, on being satisfied that these men, 
any of them, were American citizens, would have lib- 
erated and sent them home at its own charge. They 
are, however, still held prisoners in confinement. 
That many of them, if not all, are native citizens, 
cannot be doubted, for had the proof not been irresisti- | 
ble, it cannot be presumed, while so many others are 
detained on board British ships of war, that these | 
would have been exempted from that service. That j 
many are still detained on board British ships of war | 
may be fairly inferred, even without other evidence, | 
from the indiscriminate manner of British impress- | 
ment; from the distant service in which the men thus į 
impressed are often necessarily employed, depriving 
their friends of an opportunity to communicate with 
them ; and froin the inconsiderable number discharged | 
compared with that which has been demanded. With- 
out relying altogether on the reports heretofore made , 
to Congress by this Department, the letter of Commo- į 
dore Rodgers, hereunto annexed, affords data from i 
which an estimate may be formed. On this point, the | 
correspondence between General Taylor and the Cap- 
tain of the British ship the Dragon, and Commodore | 
Decatur and the commander, Capel, deserve also par- 
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ticular attention. If the British Government would . 
order a strict search to be made, through the British 

navy, for American seamen, it would then be seen 

how many of our native citizens have participated in 

the lot of the unfortunate men mentioned in the cor- 

respondence referred to. 

The contrast which these documents present, in the 
pretensions and conduct of the United States, cannot 
fail to make a deep impression in favor of the latter. 
The British Government impresses into its Navy na- 
tive citizens of the United States, and compels them 
to serve in it, and, in many instances, even to fight. 
against their country, while it arrests as traitors and- 
menaces with death persons suspected to be native . 
British subjects, for having fought under our standard 
against British forces, although they had voluntarily 
entered into our Anny after having emigrated to the 
United States and incorporated themselves into the 
American society. The United States, on the other 
hand, have forced no persons into their service, nor ` 
have they sought, nor are they disposed to punish, any 
who after having freely emigrated to any part of the 
British dominions and settled there, may have entered 
voluntarily into the British army. f 

The remaining inquiries relate to objects other than 
the immediate conduct of the parties in the present 
war. They demand information of the conduct of 
Great Britain, and of other Powers in past times, with- 
out limitation in the retrospect, in circumstances bear- 
ing on the question of retaliation. ‘The information 
required relates to the following points: i 

1. The conduct of Great Britain and the other na- 
tions of Europe, as to naturalization, and the employ- 
ment in war, each, of the subjects of the other. 

2. As to the punishment of their native subjects 
taken in arms against them, in the service of other 
Powers. 

3. Examples of retaliation by the latter in such 
cases. f 

These inquiries necessarily involve an extensive re- 
search into the history and jurisprudence of the na- 
tions of Europe. For so important a task the other 
duties of the Secretary of State have altogether dis- 
qualified him since the call was made. ‘I'he approach- 
ing close of the session does not leave him time for 


or that ! more than the following observations : 


That all the nations of Europe naturalize foreign- 
ers; that they al! employ in their service the subjects 
of each other, and frequently against their native coun- 


| tries, even when not regularly naturalized; that they 


all allow their own subjects to emigrate to foreign 
countries; that, although examples may be found of 
the punishment of their native subjects taken in arms 
against them, the examples arc few, and have cither 
been marked by peculiar circumstances, taking them 
out of the controverted principle, or have proceeded 
from the passions or policy of the occasion. Even in 
prosecutions and convictions, having the latter origin, 
the final act of punishment has, with little exception, 
been prevented by a sense of equity and humanity, or 
a dread of retaliation. It is confidently believed that 
no instance can be found in which the alleged pur- 
poses of the enemy against the twenty-three prisoners 
in question, under all the circumstances which belong 
to their case, even though any of them may not have 
been regularly naturalized, are countenanced by the 
proceedings of any European nation; that, if no in- 
stances occur of retaliation in the few cases requiring 
it, or in any of them, by the Governments employing 
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such persons, it has been, as is presumed, because the 
punishment which had been inflicted by the native } bill was then read a third time as amended by 
country might be accounted for on some principle | unanimous consent, and passed. ` 
other than its denial of the right of emigration and! The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
naturalization. Had the Government employing the : Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
persons, so punished by their native country, retal- tact authorizing a subscription for ke Caws BE che 
lated in such cases, it might have incurred the reproach ; United States, and for the distribution. thereof” 
either of counteni ag acknowledged CTIMAS7 OT oij and, no amendment having been proposed, the 
following the example of the other party m acts of | Bill was ordered to a third reading. The bill was 


cruelty, exciting horror, rather than of fulfilling its : . R : 
pledge to innocent persons in support of rights fairly ee a third time by unanimous conscut, and 


obtained, and sanctioned by the general opinion and l Ia p 
practice of all the nations of Europe, ancient and The Senate resumed, as in Committce of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 


modern. : : à 
All which is respectfully submitted. act concerning certificates of confirmation of 
JAMES MONROE. claims to lands in the State of Louisiana,” to- 
Deranruenr or Stars, April 14, 1814. į gether with the amendments reported thereto by 


i : i the s ittee; ring agreed to the 
The Message and accompanying papers were j the select committee; and, having ag c 
“2 pany ee Pap amendments, the President reported the bill to 


read. : 
“The Senate adjourned to 5 o’clock this evening | the House accordingly. 
NE ; : -! On the question, Shall the amendments be ens 
Five o'clock in the evening. | grossed, and the bill read a third time as amend- 
The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act} ed? it was determiaed in the affirmative. The 
making additional appropriations for the service | bill was then read a third time as amended by 
of the year 1814,” having heen reported correct, | unanimous consent, and passed. 
the bill was read a third time as amended, and | The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
passed. | Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
On motion, the title was amended, as follows: | act to provide for the collection and preservation 
“An act concerning the settlement of accounts of l of such flags, standards, and colors, as shall have 
the War and Navy Departments, and making ad- | been, or may hereafter be, taken by the land and 
ditional appropriations for the service of the year | naval forces of the United States from their ene- 
1814.” i mies; and, no amendment having been proposed, 
The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act | the bill was ordered to the third reading. The 
concerning invalid pensioners,” having been re- j bill was then read a third time by unanimous con- 
ported correct, the bill was read a third time as ' sent, and passed. 
amended, and passed. The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of } Whole, the consideration of the bill making an 
George Hamilton.” was read the second time, | appropriation for repairing the President’s house ; 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole; | and, on motion, by Mr. GERMAN, the bill was 
and, no amendment having been proposed, the | amended, and the President reported it to the 
bill was ordered to a third reading. The bill was | House accordingly. 
then read a third time by unanimous consent, and} On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
passed. . and read a third ume as amended? it was deter- 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | mined in the affirmative. The bill was then read 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An | a third time by unanimous consent, and passed. + 
act for the relief of Benjamin W. Crowninshield;”| A message from the House of Representatives 
and, no amendment having been proposed, the bill informed the Senate that the House concur in the 
was ordered to a third reading. The bill was) amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
then read a third time by unanimous consent, and | “An act to alter and establish certain post roads,” 
passed. with an amendment; in which they request the 
“The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | concurrence of the Senate. 
Whole. the consideration of the bill, entitled “An The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
act for the relief of Dennis Clark;” and, no | Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
amendment having been proposed, the bill was | act extending relief to certain purchasers of pub- 
ordered to a third reading. The bill was then j lic tands in the Mississippi Territory;” and, no 
read a third time by unanimous consent, and ;amendment having been proposed, the bill was 
assed. ordered to a third reading. It was read a third 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | time by unanimous consent, and passed. 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “Ani ‘The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
act to amend the act laying duties on licenses to | Whole, the consideration of the bill to authorize 
retailers of wines, spirituous liquors, and foreign | the Secretary of State to liquidate certain claims 
merchandise, and for other purposes ;”_ and, on j therein mentioned; and, no amendment having 
motion, by Mr. Kine, the bill was amended. and | been proposed, it was ordered to be engrossed and 
the President reported it to the House accord- | read a third time; and was read a third time by 
ingly. unanimous consent, and passed. 
On the question, Shall the amendment be en- On motion, by Mr. Biss of Georgia, the Mes- 
grossed, and the bill read a third time as amend- | sage of the President of the United States and the 
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accompanying documents, this day received, to- 
gether with the resolutions which called for the 
information eontained in the Message, were or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. Bise, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, reported a bill to prohibit the 
exportation of specie, gold or silver coins, or bul- 
lion; and the bill was read and passed to the sec- 
ond reading. On motion that it now be read the 
second time, it was objected to as against the rule. 

On motion, by Mr. Bins of Georgia, to sus- 
pend the twelfth rule for conducting business in 
the Senate, the Senate being equally divided, 
yeas 12, nays 12, the President determined the 
question in the affirmative. 

Yxas—Messrs. Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb of Georgia 
Chace, Condit, German, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, Ro- 
berts, Tait, Varnum, and Wharton. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Daggett, Dana, 
Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Hunter, King, Lambert, 
Mason, and Smith. 

The bill was read the second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole; and, on 
motion, by Mr. Smrra, the bill was amended, and 
the President reported it to the House accordingly. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time? it was determined in the 
negative—yeas 12, nays 14, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Auderson, Bibb of Kentucky, Bibb 
of Georgia, Chace, Condit, Howell, Lacock, Morrow, 
Roberts, Robinson, Varnum, and Wharton. 

Nays—Messrs. Brown, Daggett, Dana, Fromentin, 
German, Gilman, Goldsborough, Gore, Hunter, King, 
Lacock, Mason, Smith, and Wells. 


Monnpay, April 18. 


On motion, by Mr. Smitn, the committee to 
whom was referred the memorial of the Justices 
of the Peace for the District of Columbia, was 
discharged from the further consideration thereof. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act supplemental to an act, entitled ‘An act for 
ascertaining the titles and claims to lands in that 
part of Louisiana which lies east of the river 
Mississippi and island of New Orleans ;” and, no 
amendment having been proposed, the bill was 
ordered toa third reading. It was then reada 
third time by unanimous consent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act allowing compensation for horses owned by 
ynilitia or volunteers, and killed or lost in the 
service of the United States; and, no amend- 
ments having been proposed, the bill was ordered 
to the third reading. The bill was then read a 
third time by unanimous consent. On motion, 
by Mr. Mason, the further consideration thereof 
was postponed to the first Monday in December 
next. 

On motion, by Mr. Bins of Georgia, the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill, entitled “An act to prohibit the 
ransoming of ships or vessels of the United States, 
and the goods or merchandise on board the same, 


captured by the enemies thereof,” were discharged 
from the further consideration thereof. 


On his motion, the same committee, to whom 


was referred the memorial of C. A. Rodney and 
others, citizens of Delaware, praying a continu- 
ance of the embargo, were discharged from the 
further consideration thereof. 


On motion. by Mr. Garuuarn, the Committee 


on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the sev- 


eral petitions of John Brazer, of Boston, of Charles 


B. Cochran, of Charleston, South Carolina, and 
of George P. Stevenson, and others, of Baltimore, 
were discharged from the further consideration 


thereof. 
Mr. Gaillard asked and obtained leave to lay 


on the table a roll of the commissioned officers of 


the United States’ marine corps. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John 
Whitney and Joseph H. Dorr, was read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole; and, no amendment having been pro- 
posed, it was ordered to a third reading, and was 
read a third time by unanimous consent, and 
passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John 
D. Hay, was read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole; and, no amend- 
ment having been proposed, it was ordered to a 
third reading, and was read a third time by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the renewal of a land warrant to to George 
Shannon;” and, the biil having been amended, 
the President reported it to the House accord- 


ingly. 


On the question, Shall the amendment be en- 


grossed and the bill read a third time as amended ? 
it was determined in the affirmative. 


The bill 
was then read a third time, as amended, by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to authorize the President of the United 
States to accept the service of volunteers who 
may associate and organize themselves for the 
defence of the United States;” and, no amend- 
ment having been proposed, the bill was ordered 
to a third reading. On motion, that the bill be 
now read a third time, it was objected to as 
against the rule. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to authorize the subdivision of the quarter 
sections of land of the United States, together 
with the amendment reported thereto by the 
select committee; and the amendment having 
been disagreed to, the PRESIDENT reported the 
bill to the Ilouse accordingly; and, no further 
amendment having been proposed, it was ordered 
to a third reading, The bill was then read a 
third time by unanimous consent; and, on mo- 
tion, by Mr. Kine, the further consideration 
thereof was pustponed to the first Monday in De- 
cember next. 
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have passed a bill, entitled “An act for the relief 
of John Pitchlyn ;” in which bill they request the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was three times read 
by unanimous consent, and passed. 

The Senate proceeded to consider their amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “An act making addi- 
tional appropriations for the service of the year 
1814.” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That they recede therefrom. 

On motion, by Mr. Fromentin, 

Resolved, That in future all the documents 
printed by order of either House of Congress, 
during each session, be bound together at the end 
of every session, and delivered to each member 
of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. Smiru, the bill concerning 
evidences in cases of naturalization, was post- 
poned to the first Monday in December next. 

Ordered, That the bill, entitled “An act sup- 
plementary to an act, entitled ‘An act for the re- 
lief of the officers and soldiers who served in the 
late campaign on the Wabash,” be postponed to 
the first Monday in December next. 

Ordered, That the bill authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Department of War to purchase of 
William Tatham military models and apparatus, 
and topographical charts, be postponed to the first | 
Monday in December next. 

On motion, by Mr. Gotpszoroven, the bill, 
entitled “ An act incorporating the Columbian 
Manufacturing Company of Alexandria, in the 
District of Columbia,” was postponed to the first 
Monday in December next. 

Ordered, That the bill, entitled “An act au- 
thorizing the appointment of agents for paying 
military pensions,” be postponed to the first Mon- 
day in December next. / 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act authorizing the Secretary 
of State, during the continuance of the present 
war, to make an additional allowance to the own- 
ers and masters of vessels, for bringing back to 
the United States destitute and distressed Ame- 
rican seamen,” he postponed to the first Monday 
in December next. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act supplementary to an act. 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the widows and 
orphans of militia slain, and for militia disabled 
in the service of the United States,” be postponed 
to the first Monday in December next. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act authorizing the President 
to cause certain parts of the coast of the United 
States to be surveyed,” be postponed to the first 
Monday in December next. 

A message from the House of Representatives 


Messrs. ANDERSON and SMITH were appointed the 
committee on the part of the Senate. 

On request, Mr. Smitu was excused; and Mr. 
Wuarton being the next highest on the ballot, 
was substituted in his place. 

On motion, by Mr. GoLpssorouca, the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill for the relief of 
Bowie and Kurtz, and others, was postponed to 
the first Monday in December next. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill to incorporate the stockholders of the Colum- 
bian Manufacturing Company, be postponed to 
the first Monday in December next. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill to grant donation rights to certain claimants 
of land in the State of Louisiana, be postponed to 
the first Monday in December next. 


RETIREMENT OF THE VICE PRESIDENT. 


The PresipentT having informed the Senate 
that they had passed on all matters, Legislative 
and Executive, on their files, and that nothing 
remained on his table, expressed a desire to be 
heard a few words, on what, by some gentlemen, 
was viewed in an interesting light. 

He observed that, at the last session of Con- 
gress, several gentlemen of the Senate had inti- 
mated a wish that he would retire from the Chair 
two or three weeks before the time of adjourn- 
ment, and would thus give to the Senate an op- 
portunity for choosing a President pro tempore. 
That other gentlemen expressed a contrary de- 
sire, and thought that the President should re- 
main in the Chair, and adjourn the Senate. That, 
in support of these propositions, precedents were 
urged on both sides. That, on considering the 
subject, the President had conceived, as a war 
existed and had produced a special session of 
Congress, he was differently circumstanced from 
any of his predecessors, and was under an obli- 
gation to remain in the Chair until the important 
business of the session was finished. At this pe- 
riod, an honorable member, who had favored an 
early retirement of the President, expressed an 
opinion, that it would be best for him to adjourn 
the Senate, and he adopted the measure. The 
President further observed that, during the present 
session, the subject had been revived, and had 
induced him cursorily to look into it; the result 
of which he would communicate to the Senate. 
He then proceeded to observe that the Constitu- 
tion provides, “the Vice President of the United 
States shall be President of the Senate ;” and that 
an act passed the Ist of March, 1792, “ relative to 
the election of the President and Vice President,” 
&c., in the ninth section, provides, “that in case 
' of removal, death, resignation, or inability, both 
‘ of the President and Vice President of the Uni- 


informed the Senate that the House have passed t ted States, the President of the Senate pro tem- 


a resolution for the appointment of a joint com- 


‘ porc; and in case there shall be no President of 
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‘the Senate, then the Speaker of the House of | conformity with his sense of duty to the public, 
t Representatives, for the time being, shail act as |in respect to legislative proceedings ; and that, 
‘ President of the United States, until the disa- | on every occasion, he should retain his seat whilst 
t bility be removed, or a President shall be elect- | any important bill or measure was pending, and 
‘ ed.” If, then, he stated, it should happen that | was to be finished at that session. 

during any session, the President should die, the} Having made these observations, and others, 
Vice President would fill the Chair of State, and | in regard to his views of the obligatory nature of 
the Senate would appoint a President pro tem- | laws, on all persons in Government, on those who 
pore, who would succeed the Vice President, in | had opposed, and on those who had supported the 
case of his death, during the next ensuing recess laws, whilst pending as bills,as well as on the com- 
of Congress. And the same would happen in| munity at large, particularly alluding to the law 
case of the death of the Vice President, in any | which had declared war and increased his respon- 
session, and of the President, iu the next ensuing | sibility ; and the tendency of a contrary conduct 
recess of Congress. But, if both the President | to prostrate the laws and Government; he said, 
and Vice President should die in any such recess, if the Senate had no objection he would now re- 
and the Vice President should have previously | tire, with an assurance that his best wishes would 
adjourned the Senate, then there would be no| follow the Senate and every member of it; and 
President pro tempore, and the Speaker of the | his sincere hopes that, on their return to their 
House of Representatives would fill the Chair of ' homes, respectively, they would find their fami- 
Government, according to law. He further ob- | lies and friends in health, and be happy in their 
served that, on this view of the subject, it might | affectionate interviews. 

be said, that the Constitution did not contemplate! Iu the absence of the Vice PRESIDENT, on mo- 
the appointment of a President pro tempore, be- | by Mr. Kine, the Senate proceeded to the 


cause the words being, “ the Vice President of the | choice of a President pro tempore, as the Consti- 
United States shall,” and not may, “ be President | tution provides; and the Hon. Jonn QAILLARD 
of the Senate,” are imperative, and leave no dis- | was elected. 

eretion on his part, to quit the Chair before he Ordered, That the Secretary wait on the Pres- 
had adjourned the Senate. And that, in regard | ident of the United States, and acquaint him that 
to the law, it having provided for the deficiency the Senate have, in the absence of the Vice Pres- 
of a President pro tempore, favors the construc- | IDENT, elected the Hon. Jonn Gatwiarp Prosi- 
tion mentioned of the Constitution, and considers | dent of the Senate pro tempore. 

the Vice President as being under the necessity Ordered, That he Secretary make a similar 
of remaining in the Chair until he shall have | communication to the House o Representatives. 
adjourned the Senate. That, on the other hand,| On motion, by Mr. Biss of Kentucky, 

may be urged, the high station and dignity of the | Resolved by the Senate of the United States, 
Senate, resulting from its various important pow- That the sum of three hundred dollars be ad- 
ers, and its other qualities, and establishing a | vanced, out of the contingent fund, to Mountjoy 


claim, that an officer representing it should, in| Bayly, an officer of this House, for his services 
during the current year. 


the events mentioned, succeed to the Chair of 
Mr. WuHarron, from the committee, reported 


State. The law, also, giving a preference to the 
President pro tempore, when in competition with | that they had waited on the President of the 
United States, who informed them that he had 


the Speaker, appears to establish a principle, 
which the practice of the Senate, under that law, | no further communication to make to the two 
Houses of Congress. 


has, in a certain degree, carried into effect; for, 
The Senate adjourned until five o'clock P, M. 


from the passing that act to the present time, 
there are but one or two instances in which the 
adjournment of the Senate has not been by a 
President pro tempore. As, then, the dignity of |, £ 
the Senate, its rights and privileges, (all of which | informed the Senate that the House, having fin- 
the President conceived Eimel bound and was | ished the business before them, are about to ad- 


| Five o'clock in the Evening. 
disposed to support,) seemed to be involved in 
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urn. 

Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House 
of Representatives that the Senate, having fin- 
ished the legislative business before them, are 
about to adjourn. 

Agreeably to the joint resolution, the Prest- 
pent adjourned the Senate, to meet on the last 
Monday in October next. 


the question of appointing, in each session of the 
Senate, a President pro tempore to adjourn it; 
and as it may also happen that there may be no 
Speaker, the Vice President said he should here- 
after retire in time for the appointment of a Pres- 
ident pro tempore. But he wished always to be 


understood, that this determination would be in 
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Monpay, December 6, 1813. 


The Speaker (Hon. Henny Cray, of Ken- | 
tucky,) took the Chair at a few minutes after 12 | 
o’clock. : 
Having stated the severe indisposition of the | 
Clerk of the House, (P. Macruper,) which disa- 
bled him from attending, the SPEAKER intimated 
that, if no objection was made to the procedure, | 
the Assistant Clerk (Mr. G. Macruper) would 
act until the Clerk should be sufficiently recovered ; 
to attend to his duty in the House. 

No objection being made to the proposition, 
the Assistant Clerk proceeded to cail over the 
roll by States; when it appeared that the follow- 
ing gentlemen were present: 


From New Hampshire—Roger Vose. 

From Massachusetts—W illiam Baylies, Abijah Bige- 
low, Daniel Dewey, Levi Hubbard, Cyrus King, John | 
Reed, Nathaniel Ruggles, and James Parker. i 

From Connecticut—Epaphroditus Champion, John i 
Davenport, jr, Lyman Law, Jonathan O. Moseley, | 
Timothy Pitkin, and Lewis B. Sturges. 

From Vermoni—William C. Bradley, Ezra Butler, i 
Richard Skinner, and Charles Rich. | 

From New York—Daniel Avery, Oliver ©. Com- | 
stock, Jonathan Fisk, James Geddes, Thos. P. Gros- | 
venor, Moss Kent, John Lefferts, John Lovett, Jacob | 
Markell, Morris S. Miller, Hosea Moffitt, Ebenczer | 
Sage, William S. Smith, John W. Taylor, and Elisha | 
1. Winter. | 

From New Jersey—Lewis Condict, William Cox, 
Jacob Hufty, James Schureman, Richard Stockton, į 
and Thomas Ward. | 

From Pennsylvania—Wm. Anderson, David Bard, | 
Robert Brown, John Conard, William Crawford, Roger 
Davis, William Findley, Hugh Glasgow, Isaac Griffin, : 
Charles Jared Ingersoll, Samuel PÐ. Ingham, Jared | 
Irwin, Aaron Lyle, William Piper, Jonathan Roberts, ; 
Adam Seybert, Isaac Smith, Adamson Tannehill, and | 
Thomas Wilson. j 

From Delaware—Thomas Cooper. : 

From Maryland—Stevenson Archer, Joseph Kent, | 
Alexander McKim, Nicholas R. Moore, and Philip 
Stewart. 

From Virginia—William A. Burwell, John Daw- 
son, John W. Eppes, Thomas Gholson, Peterson 
Goodwyn, John P. Hungerford, John Kerr, Joseph 


Lewis, jr, William McCoy, Hugh Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, John Smith, and Francis White. 

From North Carvlina—Willis Alston, John Cul- 
peper, Peter Forney, Nathaniel Macon, Joseph Pear- 
gon, Israel Pickens, and Bartlett Yancey. 

From South Carolina--Samuel Farrow, Theodore 
Gourdin, John Kershaw, and William Lowndes. 

From Georgia-— William Barnett, Bolling Hall, and 
George M. Troup. 

From Kentucky—Joseph Desha, William P. Duvall, 
Samucl McKee, ‘'homas Montgomery, Stephen Orms- 
by, and Solomon P. Sharp. 

From Tennessee—John H. Bowen, Thomas K, Har- 
ris, Perry W. Humphreys, and John Rhea. ; 

Trom Ohio—Jobn Alexander, Reasin Beall, James 
Caldwell, William Creighton, jr» and John McLean. 

From Loutsiana—Thomas Bolling Robertson. 

It appearing that a majority of the whole House, 
forming a quorum thereof, was present, the SPEAK- 
er announced the readiness of the House to pro- 
ceed to business, 

The following new members were qualified, 
and took their seats: 

From Pennsylvania, Danie Upres, in the 
place of Mr. Hyneman, resigned ; and Epwarp 
Croucu, in the place of Mr. Glonioger, resigned. 

Jonatuan Jenninas, the Delegate from the 
Territory of Indiana; Evwarp HEMPSTEAD, the 
Delegate from the Territory of Missouri; and 
Snaprack Bonn, the Delegate from the Terri- 
tory of Illinois, severally appeared, and took their 
seats. 

Wiliam Larrimore appeared, and produced 
his credentials, as the Delegate from the Terri 
tory of Mississippi, was qualified, and took his 
seat. 

On motion of Mr. FinpLey, a message was sent 
to inform the Senate that the House had formed 
a quorum, and were ready to proceed to business. 

On motion of the same gentleman, the usual 
order for furnishing the members with newspa- 
pers was adopted. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House of their being formed and 
ready to proceed to business. 

A joint committee was then appointed, con- 
sisting of Mr. Finpuey and Mr. Sock Ton, on the 
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ready to receive his communication; and the 
House adjourned. 


Tuespay, December 7. 

Several other members, to wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, Timotuy PICKERING and Lasas WHEA- 
ron; from Vermont, Wituram Srrone; from 
Rhode Island, Ricwarp Jackson, jr.; from Con- 
necticut, Bensamin TALLMADGE; from New York, 
Tuomas J. Oaxiey; from Maryland, ALEXANDER 

~C. Hanson; from Virginia, Jonn Clopron and 
Hoven Carenron; from North Carolina, Ricnarp 
Sranrorp and Mesnack FRANKLIN; from South 
Carolina, Jonn C. Cauuoun; and from Tennes- 
see, Jonn Sever; severally appeared, and took 
their seats. 

Mr. Finduey, of Pennsylvania, from the joint 
committee appointed to wait on the President of 
the United States, reported that the President 
had intimated to them that he would make a 

` communication this day at 12 o’clock. 

* On motion of Mr. Kina, of Massachusetts, the 
_ House proceeded to consider a resolution submit- 
ted by him on the 14th June last, for the appoint- 

ment of the Committee of Elections by ballot, &c. 

Mr. FINDLEY questioned the propriety of the 

‘course proposed in the resolve. He said it was a 

-new thing in this House, and required mature 
consideration before it was acted on. Time ought 

- to be afforded to examine precedents, and also the 
Constitutional powers of the House on this point; 
‘for, it was one on which the Constitution, and not 
any law of theirs, bound the members of the 
House. Similar propositions had been agitated 
in the Legislature of Pennsylvania, and found 
beyond their power to adopt, until a provision 
was incorporated in the Constitution expressly 
providing for the case. As the House could not 
be prepared, without notice, duly to decide on 
this proposition, he moved that it be postponed to 
Thursday next. 

Mr. Kine intimated that he had no objection 
‘to such postponement as should afford time to 
gentlemen to satisfy themselves as to the Consti- 
tutional powers of the House. 

The resolution was accordingly postponed to 
Thursday next. 

A Message from the President was then re- 
ceived; which was read, and referred to the Com- 

‘mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

{For this Message see Senate Proceedings of 
this date, ante, page 537.] 

STANDING COMMITTEES. 

A motion was made by Mr. Dawson, that the 
House do now proceed to the appointment of the 
several Standing Committees, except the Com- 
mittee of Elections; and the question being taken, 
it passed in the affirmative. Whereupon, the fol- 
_lowing committees were appointed, viz: 

' Committee of Ways and Means—Mr. Eppes, 
Mr. Taylor, Mr. Roberts, Mr. Creighton, Mr. Al- 
ston, Mr. McKim, and Mr. Cox. 


Committee of Commerce and Manufactures— 
Mr. Newton, Mr. Murfree, Mr. Seybert, Mr. 
Jackson of Rhode Island, Mr. Baylies, Mr. Gour- 
din. and Mr. Grosvenor. i 

Committee of Claims—Mr. Archer, Mr. Yan- 
cey, Mr. Goodwyn, Mr. Law, Mr. Alexander, Mr. 
Bard, and Mr. Davenport. i 

Committee on the Public Lands—Mr. McKee. 
Mr. Robertson, Mr. Humphreys, Mr. Moseley, 
Mr. Irwin, Mr. Pickering, and Mr. MeCoy. 

Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads— 
Mr. Rhea of Tennessee, Mr. Lyle, Mr. Sturges, 
Mr. Bigelow, Mr. Winter, Mr. Franklio,and Mt. 
Hall. 

Committee for the District of Columbia—Mr. 
Kent of Maryland, Mr. Lewis, Mr. Pearson. 
Mr. Crawford, Mr. Sharp, Mr. Bowen, and Mr. 
Bradley. 

Committee on the Judictary—Mr. Ingersoll, 
Mr. Nelson, Mr. Pitkin, Mr. Stockton, Mr. Pick- 
ens, Mr. Montgomery, and Mr. Oakley. 

Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Business— 
Mr. Condiet, Mr. Stanford, and Mr. Wheaton. 

Committee of Accounts—Mr. Moore, Mr. Bar- 
nett, and Mr. John Reed. 


Wepnespay, December 8. 


Several other members, to wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, WituiAM ELY and ELAn BRIGHAM; 
from North Carolina, Wittiam Kennepy; and 
from ‘lennessee, FeLix Grunpy; severally ap- 
peared, and took their seats. 

On motion of Mr. PICKERING, i 

Ordered, That, henceforward, a!l Messages 
and communications from the President of the 
United States; all letters and reports from the 
several departments of the Government; all mo- 
tions and resolutions offered for the consideration 
of the House; all reports of committees of the 
House ; and all other papers which, in the usual 
course of proceeding, or by special order of the 
House, shall be printed in octavo fold, and sepa- 
rately from the Journals—shall have their pages 
numbered in one continued series of numbers, 
commencing and terminating with each session. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a resolution for the 
appointment of two Chaplains to Congress, one 
by each House, who shall interchange weekly. 

The resolution was read, and concurred in by 
the House. 

On motion of Mr. Wuearon, a ballot was or- 
dered to be held at 12 clock to-morrow, for a 
Chaplain on the part of this House. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. Tayxor, of New York, the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Macon in 
the Chair; and the Message of the President, 
yesterday referred to said committee, was taken 
Into consideration. 

The said Message having been read. the fol- 
lowing resolutions were moved by Mr. TAYLOR, 
and severally agreed to, without debate: 
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1. Resolved, That so much of the Presidents 
Message as relates to the subject of Foreign Af- 
fairs, be referred to a select committee. 

2. Resolved, That so much of the Presidents 
Message as relates to Military Affairs, be referred 
to a select committee. 

3. Resolved, That so much of the President’s 
Message as relates to Naval Affairs, be referred | 
to a select committee. 

4, Resolved, That so much of the President’s 
Message as relates to our Revenue, be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

5. Resolved, That so much of the Presidents 
Message as relates to a revision of the Militia 
laws, be referred to a select committee. 

6. Resolved, That so much of the President’s 
Message as relates to the Retaliation of our Gov- 
ernment, of the proceedings of the enemy, con- 
trary to the legitimate modes of warfare, be re- 
ferred to a select committee. 

Mr. Cray. of Kentucky, remarked, that the 
resolutions adopted appeared to embrace all the 
principal topics adverted to in the Message, with 
the exception of one, which had no doubt escaped 
the gentleman’s observation. The subject to 
which he referred was embraced in the following 
resolution, which Mr. C. offered for consider- 
ation: 

7. Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President as relates to the expediency of such legal 
provisions as may supply the defects, or remove the 
doubts of the Executive authority to allow to cruisers 
of other Powers, at war with enemies of the United 
States, such use of the American ports as may corres- 
pond with the privileges allowed by such Powers to 
American cruisers, be referred to a select committee. 

Mr. TayLor remarked, that he had not over- 
looked this important recommendation, but had 
supposed it would fall within the province of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, inasmuch as its de- 
clared object was “to give to our vessels of war, 
public and private, the requisite advantage in 
their cruisers,’ and appeared to him therefore 
properly a subject for their examination. 

Mr. uay observed, in reply, that, if it belonged 
to any of the committees proposed in the resolu- 
tions just agreed to, it appeared to him to belong 
to the Committee of Foreign Relations—the ob- 
ject being a reciprocation to a foreign Power of 
certain privileges in our ports, which it granted 
tu us on its part. It was at least doubtful to 
which committee it properly belonged, and it 
would therefore be better to refer it to a special 
committee. 

_ Mr. Tayor withdrew his opposition to the 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The committee then rose and reported the 
resolutions to the House, which were concurred 
in, and the committees ordered to be appointed 
accordingly. 

Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Grundy, Mr. Fisk of New 
York, Mr. Ingersoll, Mr. Gholson, Mr. Miller, 
and Mr. McLean, were appointed a committee 
pursuant to the first resolution. 

Mr. Troup, Mr. Dawson, Mr. Desha, Mr. Se- 
vier, Mr. Stuart, Mr. Tannchill, and Mr. Cham- 
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pion, were appointed a committee pursuant to 
the second resolution. 

Mr. Lowndes, Mr. Burwell, Mr. Seybert, Mr. 
King of Massachusetts, Mr. Ormsby, Mr. Post, 
and Mr. Kennedy, were appointed a committee 
pursuant to the third resolution. 

Mr. Taylor. Mr. Parker, Mr. Strong, Mr. Piper, 
Mr. Forney, Mr. Champion, and Mr. Smith of 
Virginia, were appointed a committee pursuant 
to the fifth resolution. 

Mr. Macon, Mr. Robertson, Mr. Calhoun, Mr. 
Nelson, Mr. Fisk of Vermont, Mr. Stockton, and 
Mr. Lovett, were appointed a committee purgu- 
ant to the sixth resolution, 

Mr. Grundy, Mr. Duvall, Mr. Davis of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. Moore, Mr. Ely, Mr. Lefferts, and 
Mr. Pitkin, were appointed a committee pursu- 
ant to the seventh resolution. 


Tuurspay, December 9. 


Several other members, to wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, SAMUEL TaGGarv; and from New York. 
JoruamĪ Post, jr, and Zesuton R. SHIPHERD; 
severally appeared and took their seats. 

On motion of Mr. JENNINGS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of subdividing the quarter sections of the 
lands of the United States. 

Resolved, That the said committee inquire into 
the expediency of reducing the price of the lands 
of the United States. 

Resolved, That the said committee inquire also 
into the expediency of giving further time to the 
purchasers of the public lands, who purchased 
prior to the first day of January, 1810, to com- 
plete their payments. 

On motion of Mr, Kine, the House again pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution submitted by 
him, for the appointment of the Committee of 
Elections, by lot. And the question being taken 
to agree to the said resolution, it was determined 
in the negative—yeas 33. 

On motion of Mr. Gronpy, a Committee of 
Elections was then appointed, pursuant to the 
standing rules and orders of the House. And 
Mr. Fisk of Vermont, Mr. Guotson, Mr. Kina 
of Massachusetts, Mr. Proxens. Mr. Vose, Mr. 
Comstock, and Mr. Anverson, were appointed. 

On motion of Mr. Rusa, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of authorizing members of 
Congress, the Secretary of the Senate, and the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, to trans- 
mit, by mail, free of postage, copies of the acts of 
Congress, Journals of the Senate, and Journals of 
the House of Representatives, public documents 
transmitted to either or both Houses of Congress 
by the Presideut of the United States, or any 
Executive department, or in pursuance of any 
law, or of any order or resolution of either House 
of Congress, to any post oflice within the United 
States, or Territories thereof. 

The House proceeded to the election of a 
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Chaplain to Congress, on their part, and, upon 
an examination of the ballots, it appeared that 
the Rev. Jesse Lee was duly elected. 

Patrick Magruper, the Clerk to the House, 
being absent from indisposition, the House pro- 
ceeded to the choice of a Clerk pro tem., and 
Georce Macruper was unanimously chosen. 

A confidential Message was received from the 
President of the United States. Upon which, the 
House was cleared of all persons, except the mem- 


vers, Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, and Doorkeeper, | 


and the doors were closed, and, after remaining 


so for some time, 
the House adjourned. 


they were again opened, and j 


firmed or granted, under the laws of the United 
States, to contest the legality of such decisions 
in a court of law. 

Resolved, That said committee be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of extending the right 
of pre-emption to actual settlers on the public 
lands in said Territory, and that said committee 
have leave to report by bili or otherwise. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making provision, by law, for the appointment 
of an additional Judge of the Supreme Court, in 
the Territory of Missouri, exclusively for the Dis- 
trict of Arkansas, with leave to report by bill or 


j otherwise. 


Fripay, December 10. 


Several other members, to wit: from Pennsyl- | 


vania, James WuiteniLt; from Maryland, Ror- 


ert Waicur; from Virginia, Danie, Suerrey ; | channe 
from North Carolina, Witttam Gastron; and } 


from South Carolina, Jonn J. CHAPPELL; seve- 
rally appeared and took their seats. 

Mr. Ruea, from the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, presented a bill to author- 
ize the transmission of certain documents free of | 
postage; which was read twice, and ordered to | 
be engrossed and read the third time to-day. The | 
bill was subsequently read a third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Rura, the Committee on ! 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Naval 
Establishment inquire and report on the expe- 
diency of a provision, by law, for deepening the 
l into the harbor of Presque Isle, on Lake 
Erie. 

Resolved, That the Military Committee in- 
quire and report upon the expediency of improv- 
ing the water communications and roads, neces- 
sary for the transportation of troops, military and 
naval stores, and provisions, between certain parts 
of the United States and the Lakes. 

The following joint resolution was submitted 
by Mr Picxerine: 

Resolved by the Senate und House of Representa- 
lives of the United States of America, in Congress 


the Post Office and Post Roads were discharged | ussembled, That of the public journals of the Senate 
from the consideration of the resolution agreed | and of the House of Representatives, of the present 
to yesterday, directing an inquiry into the expe- i and of every future Congress, commencing with the 
diency of transmitting certain documents by mail, | present session, and of the documents published under 


free of postage, and that the said resolution Le re- | the orders of the Senate, and of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, respectively, from the commencement of 


the present session, there shall be printed two hun- 
dred copies beyond the number usually printed, of 
which twenty-five copies shall he deposited in the 
Library of the United States, at the seat of Govern- 
ment, to be delivered to members of Congress, during 
any session, and to all other persons authorized by 
law to use the books in the said Library, upon their 


ferred to the Postmaster General. i 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter : 
from the acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a statement of the unsettled accounts re- 
maining in the Auditor’s Office, in pursuance of 
a resolution of the House, of the 30th of July 
last; which were read, and ordered to lie on the ; 


table. . g applications to the Librarian, and giving their respon- 

On moton of Mr. HEMPSTEAD, _ |siblereceipts for the same, in like manner as for other 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public | books. And that so many other of the said copies 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expedi- | shall be transmitted, in like manner as the acts of 
ency of providing, by law, for the speedy and į Congress are transmitted, to the Executives of the 
final confirmation of all grants of land, or orders | several States and Territories, as shall be sufficient to 
of survey, lawfully made and completed, by the ; furnish one copy to each Executive, one copy to each 
proper officer, in the late District of Louisiana, branch of every State and Territorial Legislature, one 
now Territory of Missouri, during the time the | copy to each University and College in each State, 
said Territory was in the actual possession of | and one copy to the Historical Society, incorporated, 


Spain or France, and while either of those Pow- ; °F which shall be incorporated, in each State. And 
ers exercised the sovereignty therein l that the residue of the said two hundred copies be de- 
se gnuty, . 


Resolved, That said committee inquire into the | posited in the said Library of the United States, sub- 


expediency of making provision, by law, for grant- į ject- tó the füture-disposition of Congress, 

ing all such claims to land, in said Territory,not | The said resolution was read the first time, 

exceeding six hundred and forty acres to each land, on motion, the said resolution was read the 

claimant, where the claimant, or the person un- į second time, and ordered to be engrossed, and 

der whom he claims, had actually cultivated the ) read the third time on Monday next. 

same, prior to the 20th of December, 1813. On motion of Mr. Gronny, the House was 
Resolved, That said committee be instructed | cleared of all persons except the Members, Clerk, 

to inquire into the expediency of making pro- į Sergeant-at-Arms, and Doorkeeper, and the doors 

vision, by law, to enable persons claiming lands j were closed. and remained so antil an adjourn- 

in said Territory, and which shall not be con- | ment took place. 


789 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


790 


Drcempsr, 1813. 


Proceedings. 


H. or R. 


Saturpay, December 11. 


The doors being opened, Mr. Born, of New 
York, Mr. Rea, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Kine, of 
North Carolina, and Mr. Cueves, of South Car- 
olina, severally appeared and took their seats. 

And the House then adjourned. 


Monpay, December 13. 


Several other members, to wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, Georce Brapsury; from Rhode Island, 
Euisaa R. Porrer ; from Virginia, James PLEA- 
SANTS, junior ; and from Georgia, Tuomas TeL- 
FAIR; severally appeared, and took their seats. 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, presented a petition 
of Isaac Williams, junior, praying to be admitted 
to a seat in this House, as one of the members 
for the State of New York, in the place of Joun 
M. Bowers, whom he states to have been ille- 
gally returned and commissioned.—Referred to 
the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. INGBRSOLL presented a petition of the 
President and Directors of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal Company, praying that the 
United States will subscribe for such number of 
shares in the stock of said company as will ena- 
ble them to complete their undertaking.—Re- 
ferred to Mr. INGERSOLL, Mr. Cooper, Mr. TEL- 
Fair, Mr. Wricat, and Mr. Pleasants. 

‘A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed a resolution 
for the appointment of a joint committee to 
have the direction of the money appropriated for 
the purchase of books, &c., for the Library of 
Congress; and they have appointed Mr. LEIR, 
Mr. Gotpsroroucn, and Mr. Mason, of the 
said committee on their part. 

The resolution was read, and concurred in by 
the House; and Mr. Sevzerr, Mr. Curves, and 
Mr. Gaston, were appointed the said committee, 
on the part of the House. 

An engrossed resolution for the printing and 
distribution of an additional number of public 
documents was rcad the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BEALL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
eucy of attaching to the Canton district, in the 
State of Ohio, all that tract of land, extending 
one mile wide on each side of the road, as locat- 
„ed, and lying between the foot of the Rapids of 
the river Miami, of Lake Erie, and the western 
line of the Connecticut Reserve, which, by treaty, 
concluded at Brownstown, in the Michigan Ter- 
ritory, on the 25th of November, 1808, between 
certain Indian tribes and Governor Hull, was 
ceded to.the United States for the purpose of a 
road, and of extending and connecting the set- 
tlements of the State of Ohio with the Territory 
aforesaid; and that the said committee have leave 
to report by bill, or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. LATTIMORE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of allowing further time to make payment 
for public lands in the Mississippi Territory, pur- 


chased subsequent to the 31st of March, 1809; 
and that they have leave to report by bill, or oth- 
erwise. 


Turspay, December 14. 


Two other members, to wit: from Georgia, 
Joun Forsytx, and from Kentucky, James 
CLARKE, appeared and took their seats. 

On motion of Mr. Guoxson, the petition and 
accompanying documents of John Taliaferro, 
presented on the 27th of May, 1813, contesting 
the election of Joun P. Huncexrorp, one of the 
Representatives from the State of Virginia, were 
referred to the Committee of Elections. 

On motion of Mr. PICKERING, 

Ordered, That the documents which were the 
subject of the order of the House of the 8th in- 
stant, instead of having their pages numbered in 
one continued series of numbers from the com- 
mencement to the termination of each session, 
shall be themselves numbered in a regular series, 
in the order of time in which they shalt be di- 
rected to be printed: the number of each docu- 
ment to be distinctly marked on the top of the 
title page and of every subsequent page, in addi- 
tion to the number of each page of such docu- 
ment. 

Mr. Dessa submitted the following resolu- 
tions: : 

“Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pay- 
ing for the wagons and horses that have been lost 
or destroyed whilst engaged in the public service. 

“Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of paying for the horses lost by the volunteers 
who turned out under his Excellency Isaac Shel- 
by, Governor of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, 
on the Canada expedition, last Fall, and that they 
report by bill, or otherwise. 

“ Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of paying the mounted volunteers who turned 
out under his Excellency Isaac Shelby, Governor 
of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, on the Can- 
ada expedition, last Fall, additional pay for their 
horses furnished, and that they report by bill, or 
otherwise.” 

Mr. Grosvenor moved to amend the resolu- 
tions, so as to include vessels and other property 
destroyed by the enemy in the public service. 

Mr. Desna objected to the adoption of this 
amendment; and Mr. Grosvenor explained his 
reasons for offering it; after which, the question 
was taken on the motion and lost; and the reso- 
lutions passed by a considerable majority. 

On motion of Mr. Wricur, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire into the expediency of providing, by an 
act of Congress, one uniform mode of electing 
Senators, Representatives to Congress, and Elect- 
ors of President and Vice President. 

Mr. Wriaut, Mr. Fousytu, Mr. Skinner, Mr. 
Srrurces, Mr. Cuarke, Mr. Warn of New Jer- 
sey, and Mr. Boyp, were appointed the commit- 
tee. 
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Wenpnespay, Dee 
Several other members, to wit: from New| 
York, Arranam Hassrouck, and from Virginia, 
Tuomas M, Bayiy and James Jonnson, ap- 
peared and took their seats. ; | 
Mr. Coxnicrt, from the Committee of Revisal ; 
and Unfinished Business, made a report in part; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


this. For instance, Mr. L. said, those who one 
year ago had enlisted for eighteen months, and 
who shall serve that time, cannot, by any law, 
obtain the bounties, although they should con- 
tinue to serve a sufficient time to make up in the 
whole five years. They could not have the time 
they had already served under their enlistment, 

On motion of Mr. Yancry, for a year or eighteen months, received as a por- 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | U0? of the term of five years: Or, in other 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of; words, their original enlistment could not legally 


amending the laws of the United States, as to | be converted into an enlistment for five years, so 
as to entitle them to the benefits and bounties 


the effect which a judgment of record of one | A tei 
State shall have, when offered as evidence in a which the law allows to those who originally en- 
suit in another State, and that they have per-} listed for the full term, Mr. L. thought that a 
mission to report by bill or otherwise. į provision by law for attaining this would be 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and ! A iy peneana ts the paral ; follows: 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- i T. then’ Ul mitted.a reso ution, as loilows: 
ency of amending that provision in the first sec- | Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
tion of the act, entitled “An act laying duties on | be instructed to inquire into the expediency of afford- 
licenses to retailers of wines, spirituous liquors, | ing additional encouragement to the re-enlistment of 
and foreign merchandise,” so far as respects he those soldiers, now in the Army of the United States, 
ko) : 


sale of domestic spirits, sold in less quantities | whose terms of service may have nearly expired. 


than five gallons, at the place where the same : The resolution was agreed to. 
shall have been distilled, and by the persons to 
whom licenses shall have been granted for that 
purpose. 

On motion of Mr. WINTER, 


Tuurspay, December 16. 
Another member, to wit: from South Carolina, 


_ Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be poet Evang, toe andor his aae r 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pay- i t. FısK, ot Vermont; irom the Sommistee o 


ing for buildings occupied as public stores, and | n made a epr re aire of aed 
burnt by the enemy in consequence thereof ; and j yy paS: JUNIO! contesting the election of Jonn, 
: aR | M. Bowers, a sitting member from the State of 
that they report by bill or otherwise. . Beara ars ; 5 
On motion of Mr. PICKERING New York, favorable to the petitioner; which 
' | was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 
J 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed bal On motion of Mr. Monreomery, of Kentucky 
i r $ r pi 7 


inspect the printed journals and documents be- R ; ; f 

longing to the House, and to cause them to be so ; “i paren ‘That tiie omin ot Claim pe n= 

marked and arranged as to render the recurrence | ŝtucted to Inquire Into the expecieney ol pror 
viding by law for compensating volunteers and 


to them more easy and useful. | 4 milita fi ; and mili 
Mr. Pickering, Mr. Lovert, and Mr. SHARP, draughte hi ak or table ml alive Oe ear 
were appointed the said committee. ments, lost by the inevitable casualties ol war ; 
7 with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 
RE-ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. On motion of Mr. Grunpy, of Tennessee, the 
Mr. Lownpes said that he wished to call the | galleries were then cleared and the doors closed, 
attention of the [louse toa subject of deep in-!and the House remained in conclave until it 
terest to the United States. The terms for which : adjourned. 
many of the soldiers had enlisted were about ex- j 
piring. Jt would be desirable if those soldiers | : 
could be re-enlisted, that provision should be Frinay, December 17. 
made for it. Men who had been trained to arms CLAIMS FOR INTEREST. 
for years were far more desirable and important) Mr, Arcuer, from the Committee of Claims. 
in the Army than men who had never known| made report on the petition of John Thompson; 
discipline. The services of the trained soldier | which was read, and referred to a Committee of 
were worth more than those of the raw recruit. | the Whole on Monday next. The report is as 
Their wages ought, therefore, to be higher, and : follows: 
their bounties increased. Mr. L. said he did not | T b rc 4 athe 1lth day 
mean to suggest any plan for this purpose, but Cae is. vane NS EEA or he T iay 
merely to pui the subject in train for inquiry. Ont vor require Slate LUCE ERRER 
He deemed it well worthy of the attention of | Department were required to settle the account of the 
; A | petitioner, and to allow him the amount of moneys 
the House. Mr. L. said he had another object. | which might appear to have becn advanced by him for 
Those men who had enlisted for one year, and ; the public service, and which had not been reimbursed 
for eighteen months, were willing (he knew the l fo him; and also to allow him any sums which might 
fact as it existed in the three Southern States,) | appear to be due him for personal services; that the 
to convert their term of service into that of five accounting officers of the Department of the Treasury, 
ears, provided they could obtain the bounties in | in pursuance of the said act of Congress, did adjust 
and secured by law to soldiers who enlist for the | and settle the accounts of the petitioner, and paid hin 
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the balance which, upon settlement, was found to be 
duc; the interest, however, was withheld; and of this 
the petitioner complains, alleging that if the principal 
were justly due, the payment of interest, in a legal 
point of viow, necessarily followed. 

At the last session of Congress, the chairman of the 
Committce of Claims, at the instance of the petitioner, 
addressed a note to the Comptroller of the Treasury 
requesting to be informed upon what principle the in- 
terest had been withheld. Yn answer to which the 
following communication was received, detailing the 
reasons which operated on the mind of that officer, in 
his refusal to pay the petitioner the interest which he 
demanded. 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
Coxurrrouver’s Orricr, June 4, 1813. 


Sır: I had the honor to receive your note of this 
day, requesting to be informed why, in the settlement 
of the accounts of John Thompson, under the act of 
Congress of the 11th of May, 1812, I did not allow 
him interest. 

The sole reason why I did not, was a doubt of my 
power. The act in question provides that there shall 
be allowed “to the said John T'hompson the amount 
of any moneys which may appear to have been ad- 
vanced by him for the publie service, and which have 
not becn reimbursed to him; and also to allow him 
any arrearages that may be due for personal services ;” 
but it says not a word about interest. It might seem 
to follow that, on whatever sum was found due, in- 
terest, from the time of its being due, would, as a 
matter of course, be awarded to him. But such has 
not been the construction or usage of the Government. 
I found, on careful inquiry, that in no similar case had 
interest been allowed in the settlement of a claim at 
the Treasury, and that special words were always 
deemed necessary to sanction such allowance. In 
confirmation of this usage, which appears, too, to 
have been cocval with the first formation of the Gov- 
erninent, L further discovered, in examining various 
acts of Congress on the subject of these private claims, 
that in some, interest is by special words directed to 
be allowed, whilst in others, as in this of Thompson’s, 
no such authority is given. This I took to afford 
some countenance to the distinction. As interest in 
its application to such cases as the present is to be 
considered in the light of a compensation for money 
unjustly withheld after it is due, perhaps Government 
may not, under this view, be held chargeable with it 
ag a general rule, inasmuch as the presumption of law 
is, that tho sovercign stands ready at all times to pay 
what is justly due from it, and that where payment 
has not been made, it must be taken to be owing to 
some good and justifiable causes, and not to any mere 
neglect or default in itself or in its own officers. But, 
waiving this suggestion, the refusal of the Government, 
in its ordinary practice, to pay interest, is at least sus- 
tained on equitable ground, in so far as the rule is re- 
ciprocal. For, if it refuse to pay interest, it is also 
true that it never charges any to its debtors. The 
case of revenue bonds, so provided by special law, the 
case of moneys in the hands of the bankers of the 
Government abroad, and judgments, are, as far as I 
am informed, the only exceptions to this rule. But 
in general, in all common open accounts, and on all 
contracts, unless otherwise specially provided, the 
Government gives an acquittance to its debtor on pay- 
ment of the principal sum due, making no demand for 
interest, no matter for what length of time the princi- 


eee 


pal may have been withheld ; and, in pursuance of this 
doctrine, it is also a fact that no interest account, ex- 
cept in the cases above specified, is ever opened upon 
the books of the Treasury. 

These are the reasons that operated with me to re- 
fuse interest on the final settlement at this office ofthe . 
claim of John Thompson, among which I beg leave to 
class as the chief, an unwillingness which I felt to de- 
part from a practice uniform at the Treasury, as far as 
I could gain information, for more than twenty years. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, your 
obedient servant, 

RICHARD RUSH. 
‘he Hon. STEVENSON ARcHER, 
Chairman of the Committee of Claims. . 


The rule which appears from the above letter to be 
established at the Treasury, and which has been prac- 
tised under for so long a period of time, your commit- 
tec cannot feel themselves at liberty to violate, because 
they believe it to be salutary, That construction 
which the Comptroller states is given in the Treasury 
Department to acts of Congress in relation to private 
claims, undoubtedly coincides with the intention of the 
Legislature. Entertaining this belief, your committee 
are satisfied, that the principal alone, which was found 
to be due, was intended by Congress to be paid to 
John Thompson under the law above alluded to. We 
are bound to presume that the original claim of the 
petitioner underwent a thorough examination, and 
that it was determined according to its merits. All 
was granted which in justice was deemed to be due, 
and if the construction which has been adopted be 
correct, that was the principal alone; the interest was 
refused. 

The committee consider the claim of the petitioner 
as completely satisfied by the act of Congress, and be- 
lieve the adoption of that principle unsafe, which 
admits the power of re-examining claims that have 
been once settled by the competent authority. ‘They, 
therefore, recommend the adoption of the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the petition of John Thompson 
ought not to be granted. 


CLAIM OF COMMODORE DALE. 


Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a favorable report on the petition of Rich- 
ard Dale; which was read: On which Mr. A. 
reported a bill for the relief of Richard. Dale ; 
which was read, and committed ta a Committee 
of the Whole. The report is as follows: 

That the petitioner presented his claim to Congress 
in the year 1803, at which period it was referred to a 
Committee of Claims for examination. The Secretary 
of the Navy having been requested to give his opinion 
upon the merits of the claim, addressed a letter to the 
chairman of that committee. This communication, as 
it exhibits a detailed view of the nature and merits of 
the petitioner’s pretensions, your committee ask leave 
to incorporate with their report, in the following 
words: 

Navy Deeanruznt, Feb. 15, 1803. 

Sru: Ihave the honor of acknowledging the receipt 
of your favor of the 11th instant, submitting to me the 
petition of Captain Dale, and requesting “ such ovi- 
dence respecting it as the Navy Department may fur- 
nish ;? and, also, “my opinion upon its merits.” 

The records of this Department show, that in the 
month of May, 1798, Captain Dale took’ the command 
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of the ship Ganges; that stores to the amount of 
$862 62 had been put on board of this ship by the 
agent of the United States; and that after the cruise, 

. Captain Dale, in his accounts against the Government 
for his services, did not claim any allowance for ra- 
tions; but I have not been able to find any positive 
evidence of an agreement that he should be at no ex- 
pense for his sea stores. ’ 

The law of Congress allowed to an officer of the 
rank of Captain Dale 75 dollars per month, and 6 ra- 
tions per day: and, excepting this case of the Ganges, 
Government has never put on board a public ship a 
captain’s sea stores. Whence, then, has it happened 
that in this particular case Government did furnish the 
sea stores, and that Captain Dale did not claim an 
allowance for rations? Do not these two extraordina- 
ry circumstances induce a presumption that the agree- 
ment as stated in the petition was made, and that 
Captain Dale took the command of the Ganges under 
the persuasion of its fulfilment on the part of the 
Government ? 

If, however, this agreement were established by pos- 
itive evidence, in the most satisfactory manner, I should 
not consider myself empowered to carry it into effect 
without the authority of a special act of Congress. 
The Head of the Department was not competent to 
the making of such a contract. The pay and emolu- 
ments of every officer of the Navy being precisely as- 
certained by law, the Secretary had no legitimate 
power to go beyond that allowance. But if the com- 
mittee should believe, as I do, that Captain Dale did 
take the command of the Ganges under the assur- 
ance of the Head of the Department that his sea stores 
should be furnished him by Government, as stated in 
the petition, they will determine whether such a stip- 
ulation ought not to be carried into ellect. 

It is proper to inform you that the rations, to which 
Captain Dale would have been legally entitled, would 
have amounted to the sum of $809 10, and, thus the 
real sum from which he prays to be released is $553 52. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, your 
most obedient servant, R. SMITH. 

Hon. J. C. Surru, Chairman, Se. . 


The agreement on the part of the Government to 
furnish the captain’s sea stores, as the condition upon 
which the command of the Ganges was accepted by 
Captain Dale, although not proven in positive terms, 
is satisfactorily established. ‘The putting on board 
the cabin stores, (an act which in ordinary cases is 


never done,) and the relinquishment, on the part of} 


Captain Dale, of the rations to which as an officer he 
was entitled, are circumstances which place the exist- 
ence of such an agreement beyond all question. And 
although no power was invested in the Secretary of 
the Navy to augment or diminish the compensation 
of officers, yet when we consider the pressing solicita- 
tions which were made him ; the high reputation and 
gallantry of that officer; the great confidence which 
was reposed in him by the public; and, more particu- 
larly, when we reflect that he was induced to enter 
the service from a conviction that the promise made 
to him by an agent of the Government would be per- 
formed with fidelity, the committce are satisfied that 
little hesitation can exist as to the propriety of re- 
leasing him from the sum with which he stands 
charged. The committce are well aware that sume 
danger is to be apprehended from the precipitate con- 
firmation of the authorized acts of the agents of the 
Government yet, in the present instance, it is not 
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perceived that mischievous consequences can possibly 
result from the allowance of this claim, Nor, indeed, 
do the committee conceive, that by granting it, the 
Government will abandon any claim to which it is 
legally entitled. For it is, to say nothing more, a 
subject of doubt whether the United States could re- 
cover the amount of these stores from Captain Dale, 
without a contract, either express or implied on his 
i part, to be responsible for their valuc. That no such 

contract did ever exist, is apparent, be cause the agree- 
| ment above alluded to expressly contradicts it. The 
| ship was furnished with stores without his order, and 
he was importuned to take the command. 

With this view of the subject, the committee are in- 
duced to ask leave of the House to report a bill for the 
petitioner’s relief. 

The galleries were now cleared, and the doors 
; were closed until half-past 1 o’clock, when the 
i House adjourned to 4 o’clock this day. 

At 4 o’clock the House again convened, and 
remained in sggsion about an hour with closed 
doors, and then adjourned until Monday. 


Monpay, December 20. 


Three other members, to wit: from Massachu- 
setts, Joun Witson; from New York, Samuru 
Suxrwoop; and from Virginia, James Brecxen- 
RIDGE, appeared, and took their seats. 

On motion of Mr. BurnweLL, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs were instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of authorizing the President to 
provide an additional number of armed vessels 
for the public service, to carry not less than six- 
teen, nor more than twenty-two guns; with leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. SEYBERT, a committee was 
appointed to Inquire into the preseut condition 
and distribution of the flags, standards, aud colors, 
which have been taken by the forces of the 
United States from their enemies; and whether 
it would be expedient to make any provision in 
relation to them; with leave to report by bill or 
otherwise. 

Mr. Srypenr, Mr. Cureves, and Mr, Smiri, of 
New York, were appointed the committee, 

The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
INGERSOLL: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of making adequate and perma- 
nent provision for the support of all officers, soldiers, 
and mariners, who have been, or shall be, disabled by 
wounds in the military or naval service of the United 
States: and, also, for the support of the widows and 
education of the children of all officers, soldicrs, and 
mariners, who have fallen, or shall fall, in the military 
or naval service of the United States; and that the 
committee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. ArcHER proposed an amendment to the 
standing rules and orders of the House, to wil: 


“ An additional standing committec shall be appoint- 
ed, to wit: a Committee on Pensions and Revolution- 
ary Claims, to consist of seven members. 

“Tt shall be the duty of the said Committee on Pen- 
sions and Revolutionary Claims, to take into consider- 
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dient.” 


The said amendment was read, and ordered to 
lie on the table. 

The bill for the relief of Richard Dale passed 
through a Committee of the Whole, and was or- 
dered to he engrossed fer a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. Sturces, the Committee on 
the Judiciary were instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of amending an act, entitled “An act 
to establish the judicial courts of the United 
States.” so far as to authorize notaries public to 
take depositions to be used in any of the courts 
of the United States. 

Mr. Coorer offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire and report what provisions 
ought to be made for payment of the expenses of the 
militia called out under the authority of any of the 
State or Territorial governments, for the defence of the 
country against the incursions of the enemy; with 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. Trour observed, that he considered the 
adoption of this resolution Unnecessary, as an in- 
quiry had already been instituted on the subject, 
and it was found that existing laws made ample 
provision for such cases as were embraced by the 
motion, Upon further consideration, however, 
Mr. T. withdrew his opposition to the resolution, 
and moved to amend it, by ordering its reference 
to the committee for revising the militia laws. 

On the question of the committee to whieh it 
was most proper to refer the resolution, a very 
desultory discussion took place. Mr. Trovr’s 
suggestion was, however, finally adopted, and the 
resolution accordingly referred to the committee 
for revising the militia laws. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 
A motion was made by Mr. Pickens that the 
House do come to the following resolution: 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring there- 
in, That the following amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States be proposed to the Legislatures of 
the several States, which, when ratified by the Legis- 
latures of three-fourths of the said States, shall be valid, 
to all intents and purposes, as a part of the said Con- 
stitution; 

The Electors of President and Vice President shall 
be chosen by districts ; and, for that purpose, each State 
shall be divided by its Legislature into a number of dis- 
tricts, equal to the number of Electors to which the 
State may be entitled. Each district shall contain, as 
nearly as may be, equal numbers, which shall be de- 
termined by adding to the whole number of frec per- 
sons, including those bound to service for a term of 
years, and, excluding Indians not taxed, three-fifths of 
all other persons. In each district the persons qualified 
to vote for Representatives in the Congress of the 


all choose one Elector. ‘The Legisla- 


not be altered in any State, until an enumeration and 
apportionment of Representatives shall be made subse- 
quent to a division of the State into districts. The di- 
vision of the State into districts shall take place, as 
soon as conveniently may be, afler this amendment 
shall become a part of the Constitution of the United 
States, and successively afterwards whenever a new 
enumeration and apportionment of Representatives 
shall be made. 


The resolution was read, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole ou the state of the Union. 


CHESAPRAKE AND DELAWARE CANAL. 


Mr. INGERSOLL, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of the President and Di- 
rectors of the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal 
Company, made a report; which was read as 
follows: 


| The committee, to whom was referred the considera- 
tion of the memorial and petition of the President and 
Directors of the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal 
Company, beg leave to report: 
That, so long ago as in the year 1765, surveys and 
other preparations were made for undertaking this im- 
} portant national improvement, of which the practica- 
bility is so obvious from the proximity of the waters of 
the Chesapeake and Delaware, and the nature of the 
intermediate ground, that cven at that early day cer- 
tain individuals were prompted to make the attempt. 
That, in the year 1799, the Legislature of the State 
of Maryland enacted a law, which was followed up, in 
! the year 1$01, by corresponding laws enacted by the 
| Legislatures of Delaware and Pennsylvania, providing 
for the incorporation of a company with a capital stock 
of $400,040, for the purpose of cutting and making a 
canal between the river Delaware and the Chesapeake 
bay: in pursuance of which acts of incorporation sub- 
scriptions were received for nearly the whole amount 
of the two thousand shares, at $200 each; surveys were 
made, engineers and workmen employed, a route and 
position located for the canal on the isthmus which 
separates the bays of Chesapeake and Delaware, and 
some material progress effected in the execution of the 
work. But, after expending upwards of $100,000 in 
the purchase of water rights, the construction of a 
feeder and reservoir, and digging some portion of the 
canal, the work was suspended in the year 1803, in 
consequence of the non-payment of subscriptions, the 
evidence daily accumulating that $400,000, the whole 
amount subscribed, even if collected, was a sum inade- 
quate to the completion of the canal, and of that de- 
pression of the funds and spirit of the company which 
were superinduced by the absence of public support 
and encouragement from the individual enterprise 
which had so far carried on the undertaking. Since 
that time the subject has been frequently under con- 
sideration in Congress, bills in various shapes have been 
acted on in the Senate for extending national aid to 
this great national work, and on the 3d day of March, 
1811, the last day of the last session of the Eleventh 
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Congress, a bill, which ca ; 
priating two hundred thousand acres of public lands 
for this object, was indefinitely postponed in the House 
of Representatives, rather, as this committee have been 
taught to believe, from the lateness of the period at 
which the subject was brought before the House of 
Representatives, than from any indisposition on their 
part to accede to the liberal provision proposed by the 
Senate. 

That, conceiving the present to be a moment when 
the importance of such a canal will probably be appre- 
ciated as it ought to be, your committee beg leave to 
enumerate briefly some of the most promincnt advan- 
tages to be derived froin it: 


By connecting the waters of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware, the contemplated canal will throw open an 
internal navigation from the northwestern parts of the 
State of New York to the southern extremities of the 
State of Virginia. 

Besides the contributions which such a course of in- 


ternal navigation would afford to the sustenance of the’ 


community, and to an export trade, in the products of 
the earth, which it would transport from all the vari- 
ous regions it must connect together, it would more- 
over supply the coal from the banks of the James river, 
and the Susquehannah, to the cities and settlements 
along the Atlantic coast, thus substituting a cheap and 
inexhaustible species of fuel for the wood of which the 
country is deprived, and of which the price already con- 
stitutes so large a drain upon the resources of the poor 
and manufacturing classes. 

The extensive beds of Plaster of Paris and other 
useful substances, which are said to exist on the shores 
of the Susquehannah, and of which the want is now 
so severely felt in other places, might be carried into ac- 
tive usefulness throughout some of the most agricultu- 
ral districts of the Union. 


The transportation of merchandise, of all kinds of 
articles of food, clothing, and necessity, of almost every 
thing which the North, Middle, and South interchange, 
would be facilitated in point of price, time, and safety, 
to a great amount. Your committee are informed that 
at this time Government is compelled to convey by land, 
in the winter season, over the portage from the Ches- 
apeake to the Delaware (a road rendered almost im- 
passable by land carriage) the most bulky pieces of 
timber for the ship of-the-line building at Philadelphia, 
and that the expense of the conveyance over this small 
distance is enormous. 

In the reduction of the time, labor, and cost of all 
military transportation, whether of men or things, the 
importance of the Chesapeake and Delaware canal is 
inestimable: and desirable as such an improvement 
may be in time of war, its uses would be no less ex- 
tensively beneficial in time of peace. 

That essential as such a canal is at this juncture, 
and advantageous as it would be at all times, the mo- 
tives to its undertaking arc increased by the facility and 
shortness of time with which it may be undoubtedly 
accomplished. 

The canal begins at Welch Point on the Elk river, 
an arm of the Chesapeake, and is to terminate at a 
distance of twenty-two miles, on Christiana river, a 
branch of the Delaware. At low water the depth of 
water in Christiana is nine feet and in Elk twelve feet, 
within one hundred feet from the shore. The tide 
rises four feet in both rivers. The highest intermedi- 
ate ground, over which the canal is to be carried, on a 
level of thirteen milesin length, is scventy-four feet above 


cur, but those which have been already overcome in dig- 
ding the feeder through a rocky soil. The supply of 
water drawn from Elk river, by a feeder six miles in 
length, which is completed, and which is itself a boat 
canal three and a half feet deep, united by a lock of 
ten feet high to the main canal, is calculated to fill 
daily one hundred and forty-four Jocks; a quantity 
sufficicnt on an average for the daily passage of twenty- 
four vessels. The canal is twenty-six feet wide at the 
bottom, and fifty at the top on the water line, being 
dug at the depth of eight feet. It is intended for ves- 
sels of from forty to seventy tons, drawing seven and a 
half feet water. The banks twenty feet wide for tow- 
ing paths, one of which may be converted into a turn- 
pike road, being raised three feet above the level of the 
water, will, by increasing the height of the lock gates 
one foot, admit a depth of nine feet water, in the canal. 
The digging one mile throughout rocky ground cost 
$13,000; another mile, perfectly level and without any 
impediments, cost $2,300, which gives an average of 
$7,650 a mile. The whole distance to be cutis twenty- 
two miles ; the whole cost computed at $850,000. Of 
this sum $100,000 has been laid out. The sum so- 
licited by public contribution is $287,000. Of this sum 
the State of Pennsylvania contributes $75,000, to be 
reimbursed by three hundred and seventy-five shares 
of the stock; the State of Maryland contributes $50,- 
000, to be reimbursed by two hundred and fifty shares 
of the stock; and the State of Delaware $12,000, to be 
reimbursed by sixty shares of the stock. ‘I'he sum so- 
licited of Congress is $150,000, to be reimbursed by 
seven hundred and titty shares of the stock. With pub- 
lic assistance to such an amount the president and di- 
rectors of this canal calculate on individual contribu- 
tious and private loans, sufficient to complete the work 
in a short time. 

The States of Maryland, Delaware, and Pennsylva- 
nia, which are most immediately interested in this pub- 
lic improvement, having given their consent and co- 
operation to the work ; your committee, in behalf of the 
National Legislature, beg leave to report the following 
bill for bestowing the aid required of the United States. 


Mr. Incersou then reported a bill, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury, in behalf of the 
United States, to subscribe for seven hundred and 
fifty shares in the capital stock of the Chesapeake 
and Delaware Canal Company; which was read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Wednesday next. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House proceeded to consider the following 
report of the Committec of Elections, on the pe- 
tition of Isaac Williams, jr., contesting the elec- 
tion of Joun M. Bowers, a member returned 


from the State of New York: 


The Committee of Elections, to whom was referred 
the petition of Isaac Williams, jr., contesting the clec- 
tion of John M. Bowers, returned as onc of the Repre- 
sentatives from the State-of New York in the present 
Congress, and praying to be admitted in his stead, 
have had the same under consideration, and report: 

That, in addition to the facts and evidence stated in 
the report of the Committee of Elections, made in this 
case at the last session of Congress, it appears that, 
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from the 
hundred and twenty-two votes were, through the mis- 
take of the inspectors of elections in those towns, re- 
turned for Isaac Williams; which votes, according to 
the testimony of said inspectors, were given to, and 
ought to be returned for, Isaac Williams, jr. ; that, ad- 
ding these votes to the poll of Isaac Williams, jr., gives 
him a majority of one hundred and sixty-four votes over 
Mr. Bowers, and entitles him to a seat in the House. 
The committee, therefore, respectfully submit the fol- 
lowing resolutions : 

Resolved, That John M. Bowers is not entitled to a 
seat in this House. 

Resolved, That Isaac Williams, jr, is entitled to a 
seat in this House. 

The report being read, the resolutions therein 
contained were unanimously concurred in. 

The House was then cleared of all strangers. 
and the doors were closed; and remained so till 
the House adjourned. 


Turspay, December 21. 


On motion of Mr. Waricut, the Committee on 
Military Affairs were instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of authorizing the President to 
change any portion of the 5,000 infantry, author- 
ized by the act of last session, into artillerymen 
or riflemen. 

On motion of Mr. Prrrin, the Committee on 
the Judiciary were instructed to inquire whether 
any, and, ifany, what, alterations or amendments 
are necessary to be made by law, relative to costs 
to be taxed, and to fees and expenses in the cir- 
cuit and distrigt courts of the United States; and 
that they have leave to report by bill or other- 
wise. 

On motion of Mr. Tay or, the Committee of 
Ways and Means were instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to permit any incorporated bank in 
the United States to discount any bond, obliga- 
tion, promissory note, or bill of exchange, with- 
out requiring the same to be stamped: Provided 
such bank will pay thereon, into the Treasury of 
the United States, a duty, at the rate of five cents 
for every hundred dollars discounted as aforesaid. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of Richard Dale 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Ordered, That the title be, “An act for the re- 
lief of Richard Dale,” and that the Clerk do car- 
ry the said bill to the Senate, and desire their 
concurrence therein. 

Mr, Kerr submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the laws of the United States, as that the 
militia called out under their authority may not be 
compelled to serve more than three months for a tour 
of duty. 

In offering this resolution, Mr. Kerr said his 
reason was, a belief that the present term of mili- 
tia service, six months, often rendered the re- 
mainder of the year useless to the citizen when 
he returned from military duty; and when called 
to the defence of the seaboard, so long a tour was 
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would obviate. 
The resolution was adopted. 


RETALIATION. 


Mr. Lovert moved that the House do come to 
the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before this House, if, 
in his opinion, it will not be inconsistent with the pub- 
lic welfare, all the evidence in his possession relative to 
the commencement, progress, and present state of the 
system of retaliation upon prisoners of war, to which 
the Governments of the United States and Great Bri- 
tain have lately resorted. Also, that the President 
of the United States will cause to be laid before this 
House the names of those prisoners of war who have 
been sent as criminals to England for trial. Also, evi- 
dence when and where those prisoners were captured; al 
what time they emigrated from the British dominions 
to the United States; when, and in what manner, they 
had incorporated themselves into our political society ; 
also, whether any or all of said prisoners have been nat- 
uralized agreeably to the laws of the United States, 
and when; and all other evidence which may serve to 
show and define the national character of said prison- 
crs of war. 

2. Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before this 
House, if, in his opinion, it be not inconsistent with 
the public welfare, any documents, papers, evidence, 
or information, tending to show that naturalized sub- 
jects of Great Britain are, by her, employed in war 
against their native country, and that they are, by her, 
protected from punishment, either by means of retalia- 
tion, or otherwise, when taken by their native coun- 

| trymen in arms against them, or in arms invading their 
| territories. 
| 3. Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before this House, if, 
| in his opinion, it be not inconsistent with the public 
welfare, such evidence as he may have in his posses- 
sion, relative to the orders, regulations, and proclama- 
tions, which, since the commencement of the present 
war, have been issued and promulgated in the prov- 
inces of Canada, by the Governor General of those 
provinces, or any other officer or agent of the British 
Government, relative to the state, condition, rights, 
ant duties, of the native citizens of the United States, 
residing in those provinces; also, the number of such 
native citizens of the United States as have, during 
the present war, borne arms against the United States, 
within their limits, and what is the present situation 
of such citizens. 

Mr. Loverr observed: It cannot be necessary 
for me, sir, to occupy much of the time of this 
House in avowing the motives which have in- 
duced me to submit these resolutions to the con- 
sideration of the House; both the motives and 
the object must be palpable. 

It is a fact, as notorious as lamentable, that the 
Government of the United States has entered 
upon a broad system of retaliation upon prisoners 
of war; that rapid strides in that system have 
already been made towards u very serious, and 
possibly, fatal result, By the progress made in 
this system many individuals are already de- 
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prived of their personal liberty, and, in strong CONTESTED ELECTION. 
solicitude, are awaiting an uncertain fate. In| Mr. Surpuern offered for consideration the 
every point of view the subject of retaliation is | following resolution: 

important. The lex talionis is bottomed upon Resolved, That the Committce of Elections be in- 
necessity and policy; it is the ne plus ultra of ; structed to inquire whether Thomas K. Harris, a sit- 


civil warfare. ting member, is or is not entitled to a seat in this 
It is the solemn duty of the House to examine, | House. , f 
with profound attention, the ground we are ad-| [Mr. Harrıs’s election was contested at the 


vancing upon. The President, in his Message, | last session by Mr. KELLY, and, on application of 
has called our attention to it; the voice of the j Mr. Harris, time was granted to him to obtain 
nation and of humanity call us to it. We have | testimony relative thereto. ] 

already so far acted upon the subject as to refer | Some conversation took place between Messrs. 
that part of the Message to a select committee. ! Grunpy, Fisk, SuirnerD, RARA, PICKERING, 
The evidence required will be indispensable for | and Pirkin, on the subject of this motion, in the 
thatcommittee. Let them have it, and throughly ; course of which, it appeared that Mr. Kelly had 
investigate the business. If we have adopted | declined reappearing to contest the election. It 
untenable principles, the sooner they shall be | seemed to be conceded on all hands that the in- 
abandoned the better; if questionable ones, the | quiry into the alleged illegality should not there- 
sooner they shall be examined the safer. I would {| fore abate; the only difference of opinion was as 
equally avoid the too bold assertion of a doubtful | to the mode of bringing the subject before the 
tight, as the pusillanimous surrender of an unde- | House. The conversation issued in the with- 
niable one. But, sir, if the principles of the lex | drawal of the present motion by the mover ; and 
talionis, as settled by the laws of nations, will| On motion of Mr. Ruea, of Tennessee, the 
bear us out in this system, then out ict us go, | report of the Committee of Elections at the last 
even if we festoon the borders of our country i session, on the petition of Mr. Kelly, was recom- 


with halters. mitted to the Committee of Elections, with such 
The resolutions were read, and ordered to Hie | foal evidence as should be offered to them for 
on the table, and be printed. urther consideration. 


JOHN THOMPSON’S CLAIM. 


| On motion of Mr. Arcuer, the House resolved 
Wepnesvay, December 22, itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the 
Two other members, to wit: from Delaware, i report of the Committee of Claims on the peti- 
Henry M. Rince.y; and, from Ohio, James) ton of Joha Thompson, which recommends the 
Krisourn, appeared and took their seats. j adoption of the following resolution : 
On motion of Mr. Dawson, the Message from | Resolved, That the petition of John Thompson 
the President of the United States, of the Sth of | USht not to be granted. | : 
February, 1805, transmitting sundry documents After considerable discussion between Messrs, 
in relation to the claim, by the Danish Govern- | ROBERTS and Arcuer, on the meritsof the claim, 
ment, of restitution in the ease of the brigantine the one for and the other against it, and some in- 
Henrick, together with all the documents in rela- | cidental remarks from Mr. Gnotson, the com- 
tion to said claim, was referred to the Committee | Miltee concurred in the report—ayes 77—and re- 
of Claims. | ported their concurrence to the House. Mr. 
On motion of Mr. Larrimore, the Committee | Roxerts moved that the report lie on the table. 
on the Public Lands were instructed to inquire Negatived—63 to 44. ; r . ; 
into the expediency of making provision, by law, After some further discussion, in which Mr. 
for the relief of such purchasers of public lands Snsrrey, Mr. RoserTs, and Mr, Farrow, advo- 
as may have committed an error in designating cated the claim, and Mr. Arcuer opposed it, the 
a tract different from the one intended to be en- | TePOrt of the committee was concurred in by a 
tered, with leave to report by bill, or otherwise. large majority. 
On motion of Mr. Beaux, the Committee on 
the Public Lands were instructed to inquire into Tuurspay, December 22. 
the expediency of making provision, by law, for; Another member, to wit: from Massachusetts, 
the sale of sections No, 15, 21, and 22, on the | ARTemas Warp, appeared and took his seat, 


same terms, and at the same price, that other pub- On motion of Mr. Arcner, a Committee on 
lic lands are offered for sale, at the respective į Pensions and Revolutionary Claims was appoint- 
land offices within the State of Ohio. j ed, consisting of Mr. Incuam, Mr. CLorron, Mr. 


The House proceeded, on motion of Mr. Ar- | OAT PELL, Mre Squat: Mr Sate Mi Ery and 
CHER, to consider an amendment proposed by him | Mt; BRALL. : : 
to the rules of the House, having for its object to No other business being offered to the consid- 
establish an additional standing committee, to | Stet of the House, a motion was made and 
consist of seven members, viz: a Committee on [era to adjourn. 

Pensions and Revolutionary Claims, whose du- 

hes are made correspondent with this appella- Frivay, December 24. 

tion; and the proposed amendment was agreed| Avirrr Hawes, from Virginia, appeared and 
to by the House. took his seat. 5 
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M. Bayly, one of the Representatives from Vir- 
ginia, together with all the papers which have 
been presented to the House, was referred to the 
Committee of Elections. 

Mr. McKes, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made a report favorable to the petition of 
Daniel Boone; which was committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Judiciary Coumil- 
tee, reported a bill for the appointment of an ad- 
ditional judge in the Missouri Territory, and for 
other purposes; which was twice read, and com- 
mitted. 

On motion of Mr. INGERSOLL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of altering the judicial system of the United 
States. 

Resolved, also, That the same committee be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding by law for the more effectual punishment 
of critnes against the United States; and that 
they have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. NeLsoN proposed a resolution for adjourn- 
ing both Houses of Congress to Monday week. 

Mr. N. assigned as reasons for this motion. the 
present inactivity of both Houses, owing princi- 
pally to the committees not having matured busi- 
ness for their consideration. The recess would 
give them an opportunity of meeting more fre- 
quently, and, while he believed it would be an 
economy of their time and the public money, it 
would accommodate many members with an op- 
portunity of visiting their families, &e. Messrs. 
Grosvenor and Sranrorn also supported the 
motion. 

This motion was combatted by Messrs. Runa, 
Wraricut, and Farrow, on various grounds, the 
most forcible of which were, that the committees 
would not convene during such a recess, but 
avail themselves of the indulgence extended to 
their fellow members; and that, in the mean- 
time, business of real importance might demand 
the attention of Congress. 

The motion was negatived, by yeas and nays. 


Monpay, December 27. 


The Sreaxer being absent, the House ad- 
journed, 


Tuespay, December 28. 


Eas Earle, from South Carolina, appeared, 
and took his seat. 

The Speaker laid before the House the repre- 
sentation, addressed to the House, of J. B. Gue- 
nin, stating that he is a native of Louisiana, and 
a citizen of the United States; that he departed 
on commercial pursuits to England in the year 
1809, bearing with him evidences of his citizen- 
ship; that, of these evidences, he was fraudu- 
lently dispossessed by a French officer, then pris- 
oner in England, who, by their aid, made his 
escape to France, leaving the petitioner a pris- 


oner in his stead; in consequence of which “ odi- 
ous act,” the prisoner states that he has been de- 
tained prisoner since 1809, and is now on board 
a prison ship at Chatham, and prays the interpo- 
sition of Congress in his behalf. 

On motion of Mr. Rozertson. the memorial 
was referred to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. Arcuer. from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill authorizing the payment for prop- 
erty captured or destroyed while in the public 
service, by the enemy of the United States; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. McKer, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting Moses Hooke the 
right of pre-emption ; which was read twice, and 
committed toa Committee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. Rura, of Tennessee, the Ju- 
diciary Committee were instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of extending the laws of the 
United States over those parts ol States and Ter- 
ritories of the United States to which the Indian 
title, in pursuance of treaties, is not extinguished, 
in such manner, that all and every white person 
residing within any of said parts of States or 
Territories of the United States, may, and shall 
be subject to the operation of said laws. 

The report of the Committee of Public Lands, 
in favor of the petition of Daniel Boone, passed 
through a Committee of the Whole, and was 
referred to a committee to bring in a bill pur- 
suant thereto, 

On motion of Mr. Arcusr, the Committee of 
Claims were instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of allowing to persons whose property had 
been impressed into the public service the full 
value thereof, if captured or destroyed by the ene- 
my, or lost without negligence on the part of the 
owner; and, in case of restoration of the property, 
to allow pay for injury or detention of the same. 


PETITION OF GENERAL SMYTH. 


The Speaker presented a petition of Alexan- 
der Smyth, of the State of Virginia, praying to 
retain his rank in the line of the Army asa Brig- 
adier General. The petition is as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The petition of Alexander Smyth, a citizen of Vir- 
ginia, respectfully represents: That having, in 1807, 
written to an honorable member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, that, in case of war with Great Britain, 
he was desirous to enter into the regular service, he re- 
ccived, in 1808, an appointment as colonel of a regi- 
ment of riflemen. That, although war had not com- 
menced, yet the event being probable, he abandoned 
his profession, which was then lucrative, left his fam- 
ily, vacated his seat in the Senate of Virginia as the 
representative of thirteen counties, and joined the 
Army of the United States. ‘I’hat your petitioner had 
the good fortune to give the utmost satisfaction to 
his superiors, General Wilkinson, General Hampton, 
General Dearborn, and the late Secretary of War, 
while acting under their immediate orders; was pro- 
moted to the rank of Brigadier and Inspector General 
in July, 1812; given the command of a brigade in 
September, and of one of the Armies of the United 
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piration of five weeks, during which period he made 
every exertion in his power to serve the nation, he 
found it necessary to put his troops into winter quar- 
ters. Having determined on that measure, as your 
petitioner had been absent from his home the last 
eight winters, much the greater part of the last five 
years, and the whole of the last fourteen months, and 
had been refused leave to visit his family in the month 
of July preceding, and calculating that it was prob- 
able the campaign of 1813 might terminate his exist- 
ence, he, without resigning his command, asked for 
leave of absence, which was granted until the Ist of 
March, 1813, at which time your petitioner was ordered 
to report himself to the Secretary of War. That your 
petitioner left his troops in cantonments, under the 
command of an officer of thirty-six years’ experience ; 
and in February 1813, reported himself by letter to the 
Sccretary of War, and solicited orders; and, as the 
failure of your petitioner to take Fort George, York, 
and Kingston, and to winter in Canada, as he was in- 
structed, had created some clamor, your petitioner 
proposed that an inquiry into his conduct should take 
place, which the Hon. Secretary, through the medium 
of the Adjutant General, was pleased to promise ; since 
which time, your petitioner has not had the honor to 
hear from the War Office. 

Your petitioner would further represent, that he has 
heard that some members of your honorable body are 
of opinion that, by an act of the last session regulating 
the staff of the Army of the United States, your 
petitioner has hecome a private citizen; and, with 
this opinion, his own might perhaps accord, were 
it not impossible to believe that the Congress of the 
United States, at their last session, could have inten- 
tionally committed an act of injustice. 

Your petitioner affinms that he has not done or 
omitted anything to the injury of the nation ; that his 
chief if not his only error has consisted in expressing 
too freely his indignation against those who had done 
injuries, or omitted to perform dutics, to the nation. 
The motive which led astray, he conceives, might pro- 
cure for this error forgiveness. That this affirmation 
is true, he believes he can satisfy a committee or com- 
mittees of your honorable body on short notice. 

Your petitioner has essayed to engage again in the 
pursuits of civil life; but he finds that, while the din 
of war continues, it is impossible for him to give the 
necessary attention to any peaceful pursuit. He desires 
to serve, to die, if Heaven wills it, in the defence of 
his country ; a country that has protected his infancy, 
given him a family, and at times distinguished him 
with counsiderable honors ; from whose Government no 
act of wrong, personal to himself, will force his esteem, 
while it maintains, with steady perseverance, that coun- 
try’s rights. 

Your petitioner confidently trusts that, in deciding 
on his prayer, you will be mindful of the rule of jus- 
tice :—* To others do, the law is not severe, what to thy- 
self thou wishest to be done ;”—and of the rule of pol- 
icy :—The social body is oppressed, when one of its 
members is oppressed.” 

The prayer of your petitioner is, that you will revise 
the act organizing the staff of the Army of the United 
States, and by a declaratory act preserve the rank of 
your petitioner, as a Brigadier General in the line, 
abolishing only his authority as Inspector General. 

And your petitioner, &c. A. SMYTH. 


Referred to the Secretary of War. 


Mr. Hanson, of Maryland, announced his in- 
tention to offer a resolution to the House. He 
said that the information to be called tor by at 
least one of the resolutions, which he should pres- 
ently offer, was of a nature to require it to be 
placed before this body as early as possible. One 
subject excepted, perhaps no information in the 
power of the Executive was more important to 
both sides of the House. He did not, he said, 
mean to be understood as intimating that some, 
perhaps many, if not all of the political elect, of 
those initiated into the mysteries of Government, 
did not possess a minute knowledge of what was 
only known to him and others as being buzzed 
about by faint report. To be sure, said he, we 
who are political heretics, and of course under 
judgment of fiery condemnation—we, political 
unbelievers in the true faith, have no right to ex- 
pect to be initiated into the ceremonies and mys- 
teries of Government. But, sir, until you let 
into our minds the light of revelation, 1 beg we 
may not be cursed and condemned for what we 
are not permitted to know and comprehend. It 
had been said, Mr. H. remarked, by an eminent 
divine, of evangelical piety and much intellectual 
information, “ that where mystery begins, there 
true religion ends.” This observation, and in 
quoting it he meant no invidious allusion to any 
religious sect. applied with much more aptness 
and force to political than to religious or moral 
concerns. With all the acknowledged forecast 
and sagacity of the Chair, Mr. H. observed, the 
Speaker might not, from what litle he had per- 
haps unnecessarily said on this subject, antici- 
pate the nature of the information he was about 
to move for. He would therefore quote from the 
Presidents Message a passage which appeared 
to him to render the adoption of the first of the 
resolves he had before him perfectly proper, and 
indeed necessary. Mr. FI. then recited the pas- 
sage from the Message, which recommended the 
adoption of legal provisions for reciprocating the 
admission into our ports of vessels of friendly 
nations, who admit within their waters our pub- 
lic and private armed vessels. ‘his part of the 
Message, he said, although the word France, was 
no where contained in it, related exclusively to 
that Government, her dependencies and allies. 
Now this part of the Message had been referred 
to a special committee; and as, in his judgment, 
an alliance essentially in fact, though not in form, 
already exists between our country and France, 
he begged, before the cords which bind us to- 
gether are drawn closer, that Congress may be 
enabled to legislate intelligently and with wisdom 
on this subject. At this day, he said, after the 
very mortifying disclosures of facts in respect to 
our relations with France, it would not be dis- 
puted here that many humiliating injuries had 
been heaped by her Chief on this country. It 
would not be disputed that he had surprised. 
seized, and confiscated millions of our property 
perfidiously drawn within his grasp—to so great 
an amount as that, to use the language of our 
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Minister, its very magnitude destroyed all hopes l 
of its restitution. To say noihing of the very | 
alarming evils which might ensue the admission 
into our ports of French vessels of war and pri- 
vateers, it was certainly proper that this House, 
before legislating on the subject, should be ap- | 
prized distinctly of the state of our relations with | 
France. 'The second resolution he should offer 
he was perfectly content to let rest on its intrin- 
sie merits; holding himself, however, bound to 
prove, if the House should let him, all the mate- 
rial facts connected with the subject, and out of 
which it had grown. Mr. H. then read in his 
place the following resolutions: 

1. Resolved, That the President be, and he is here- 
by, requested to communicate to this House any in- : 
formation in his possession, and which may not e| 


improper to divulge, in relation to the omission or re- 
fusal of the French Government to accredit the Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary sent by the United States to that 
Court; or, of his reception if accredited ; of the time 
when he was so accredited; and of the progress of his 
negotiation. 

2, Resolved, ‘hat the President be, and he is herc- i 
by, requested to cause to be laid before this House | 
any correspondence with, or communicationin writing | 
from, the late Minister of France, resident at Wash- 
ington, on or about the 14th of June, 1809, or subse- 
quently with his successor, M. Serrurier, prescribing or | 
declaring the terms and conditions upon which their 
Sovereign would consent to treat of amity and com- 
merce with the United States, if any such correspon- ! 
dence or communication be in the possession of the 
Executive; and, if none such be in the possession of 
the Executive, that the President be, and he is hereby, 
requested to inform this House, unless the public in- 
terest forbid such disclosure, whether there has not 
been such a correspondence or communication, which 
was withdrawn from the archives of the Department 
of State, and, if so, when and how the same was so 
withdrawn. 

Mr. Grosvenor, of New York, called for the | 
yeas and nays on the question of consideration ; 
when it appeared there were—for consideration 
124, against it 21, as follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Archer, Avery, 
Barnett, Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of Virginia, 
Beall, Bigelow, Bowen, Boyd, Bradbury, Brecken- 
ridge, Brigham, Brown, Caperton, Calhoun, Champion, | 


Massachusetts, W 
Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Wilson of Penn- 
sylvania, Winter, and Yaneey—124. 

Naxs—-Messrs. Bard, Bradley, Butler, Denoyelles, 
Findley, Fisk of New York, Forney, Gholson, Glas- 
gow, Hall, Ingham, Kershaw, Lefferts, Newton, Sage, 
Sevicr, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylv’a, Strong, White- 
hil, and Wright—21. 


Mr. Erres, of Virginia, suggested the propri- 
ety of laying these resolutions on the table, and 
ordering them to be printed. This wish arose, 
not from any objection to the acquisition of the 
information therein required, but from a disposi- 
tion to examine into their language and import, 


! with a view to ascertain their accordance with 


that decorum and sense of propriety which ought 
to be observed by all branches of the Government 
towards each other; and it was obviously impos- 
sible to judge of them correctly on a casual hearing 
of them. He should, he said, feel no hesitation in 
voting for the object of the resolutions. On this 
as on all other occasions he was convinced the 
Government would not shrink from a full exam- 
ination of its conduct in relation to our foreign 
concerns. It possessed no secrets with the peo- 
ple, except so far as temporary secrecy on partic- 
ular points might be demanded by the general 
good. He did not mean to enter into a discus- 
sion of the resolutions; but he believed, he said, 
that since the last session of Congress no corre- 
spondence of an unfriendly character had passed 
between the Resident Minister from France and 
our Government, nor had any correspondence 
during that period been withdrawn from the De- 
partmentof State. As to the first resolve, Mr. E. 
said, our Minister to France had been as far re- 
ceived and accredited as possible in the absence 
of the Executive of France from the seat of Gov- 
ernment. The constituted authorities of the 
nation had expressed their satisfaction at the ap- 
pointment of a man who holds so honorable and 
high a rank among his countrymen; and no cir- 
cumstance had arisen to authorize the suspicion 
that our Minister in France would not be treated 
with the respect due to the representative of a 
friendly Power. Mr. E. concluded by moving 
that the resolves lic on the table and be printed. 
Mr. Hanson said he had no objection to the 


Chappell, Cheves, Cilley, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, | course proposed to be given to his motion. He 
Cox, Creighton, Crouch, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis ' wuuld merely state, in addition to the observa- 
of Pennsylvania, Desha, Dewey, Duvall, Ely, Eppes, | tions he had had the honor to make, that his 
Evans, Farrow, Fisk of Vermont, Forsyth, Franklin, į object in submitting the first resolution was to 
Gaston, Geddes, Gourdin, Griffin, Grosvenor, Grundy, | ascertain distinctly from the Executive the pre- 
Hanson, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hubbard, Hufty, ' cise state of our relations with Frauce. To his 
Humphreys, Hungerford, Ingersoll, Irwin, Jackson of | mind, it appeared that an almost impenetrable 
Rhode Island, Jackson of Virginia, Kent of New York, | vejl had covered these relations, He wished that 
Kerr, Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, King of North — the veil might be rent, and their vee stilte exe 
Carolina, Law, Lovett, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, Markell, . hibited 10 the ublie E e di ae rach, 
McCoy, McLean, Miller, Moflitt, Montgomery, Mose- | DIvItee | P! y" g WAS PrO” FAT ree 
to say, in addition, that if the second resolution 


ley, Murfree, Nelson, Oakley, Parker, Pearson, Pick- pi : 

Sine Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, Piensa Port Patten: | should be adopted, and the House should afford 

John Reed, William Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea ! him an opportunity, by a fair and liberal exer- 
tion of its Constitutional authority, he should be 


of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roberts, Robertson, z a é 

Ruggles, Schureman, Seybert, Sharp, Sheffey, Sher- able to establish the fact that a letter of a most in- 
wood, Shipherd, Smith of N. York, Smith of Virginia, | solent nature had been addressed by the French 
Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Tallmadge, Tay- | Minister to this Government, reflecting on the 
‘lor, Telfair, Thompson, Troup, Udree, Vose, Ward of | honor, independence, and sovereignty, of the na- 
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tion, requiring of the Government, before any 
steps were taken towards the formation ofa Treaty 
of Amity and Commerce, that we should make 
sacrifices of the most dishonorable nature—that 
we should accede to a most oppressive system of 
policy, for the purpose of conciliating the favor of 
the French tyrant. Mr. H. said he should be 
able, he thought, to establish, to the satisfaction 

of the House, that, in consequence of the recep- 
tion of that letter, which had been translated for 
the perusal of the Secretary of State,and by him 

laid before the President, a message had been sent 

to a gentleman inthe neighborhood of the then 

residence of the French Minister, requesting him; 
to take back that letter. which he most peremp-| 
torily refused to do. He should be able to prove, : 
that in consequence of the failure of the applica- | 
tion, the Secretary of the Treasury (now one of} 
our Envoys to the Court of St. Petersburg) went 

to Baltimore, and in person solicited the French 

Minister to take back that letter, which he de- j 
clined to do. He should be able to prove, if he 

had not been most grossly deceived and imposed 

upon, that the Sceretary of State had addressed 

a letter to Monsieur Turreau, inviting him to the 

seat of Government, which invitation he declined 

accepting; that the Secretary of Legation, M. De 

Cabre, being on a visit to Washington, was ap- 

plied to to withdraw that letter, which he declined 

doing, saying that it had been duly enrolled in 

the archives of State, and transmitted to his mas- 

ter. At that period, it would no doubt be recol- 

lected, a Minister from Great Britain, charged 

with an important negotiation, was ou his way 

to this country, and that with him a controversy 

arose which terminated in the abrupt dismissal of 

that Minister. The point which he should be 

able to prove, and for which Mr. H. said he wanted 

that letter before the House, was, that that letter 

remained on the files of the Office of State, and 

was never withdrawn till the British Minister was 

dismissed. These were the facts which he was 

authorized to say there was the best possible rea- 

son for believing could be proved. If, then, the 

gentleman from Virginia had no objection to 

afford an opportunity for scrutiny into the con- 

duct of the Government—if there was nothing in 

its conduct he wished to screen from examina- 

tion—he would have no difficulty in assenting to 

these resolutions, and letting them go to the Ex- 

ecutive. If it was untrue that any such letter had 

been received, let the nation know it. If true, a 

very different impression would be made on the 

minds of the people, than the conduct of the Gov- 

ernment appeared to bave made on that of the 

gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. Erres said he had thought, from his indis- 
tinct hearing of its reading, that the second reso- 
lution embraced a correspondence supposed to 
have taken place with the French Minister since 
the adjournment of Congress. With respect to 
Turreau’s letter, about which he had seen a great 
deal in the public prints, whether such a letter 
had been written, he did not undertake to say. 
That no such public letter now was or ever had 
been on the files of the Department of State, he 


knew to be a fact. Ifsucha letter had been ad- 
dressed to Mr. Robert Smith, while Secretary of 
State, it was an insult to him as an individual, and 
not to the Government. Mr. Robert Smith was 
considered as a man of honor; and, when 

(Mr. Erres had proceeded thus far, when the 
debate was checked by the Speaker, as being irre- 
gular on a motion for postponement, and Mr. E. 
was not permitted to conclude his remarks.] 

The motion for laying the resolutions on the 
table was agreed to. 


Weonespay, December 29. 


Four other members, to wit: from New Hamp- 
shire, Wituiam HarL, and DaxieL WEBSTER; 
and from Massachusetts, Samuri Davis, and 
Anie Woop, severally appeared and took their 
seats. 

Mr. Pickerine presented the petition of See- 
comb and Williams, and John Hunt, Jr., manu- 
facturers of Roman vitriol, oil of vitriol, aqua- 
fortis, spirits of salts, &c., praying that additional 
duties may be imposed on the importation of said 
articles.— Referred to the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures. 

Mr. Pickering also presented a petition of 
Joseph Barker, William Orne, Charles H. Orne, 
and Stephen Philips, merchants, in the State of 
Massachusetts, stating that their respective ves- 
sels having taken in cargoes at St. Petersburg, in 
Russia, were proceeding on their voyages to the 
United States, and that, whilst at anchor in a 
neutral port, under the jurisdiction of the Gov- 
ernment of Sweden, they were forcibly seized by 
a British ship of war, and have been condemned 
as lawful prize; and praying that the Govern- 
ment of the United States will demand compen- 
sation for their losses and injuries, from the Gov- 
ernment of Sweden.—Referred to the Secretary 
of State. 

Mr. Jackson, of Rhode Island, presented the 
petition of Thomas Farmer of Rhode Island, 
principal owner of a vessel of the United States, 
captured by an armed vessel of the Uuited States 
on its way to an American port, aud condemued 
under the non-importation law, praying relief.— 
Referred to the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the pe- 
tition of Michael Hogan, of Utica, New York, 
praying compensation for injury sustained by the 
forcible cecupation by oflicers and soldiers of the 
Army of the United States, of a house belonging 
to him, and used by them as a barrack for the 
troops.—Referred to the Committee of Ciaims. 

Mr. Finpuey presented the petition of Charles 
Campbell, praying to be exonerated from a judg- 
ment obtained against him for a sum of money 
placed in his hands in 1792 for the payment of 
militia engaged in the Jadian war.—Referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. INGERSOLL presented the petition of Hugh 
Ferguson, praying payment fora Revolutionary 
claim; and of Maria Horner, praying compen- 
sation for services rendered by her deceased hus- 
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band in the present war.—Referred to a Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Mr. I. also presented the petition of Bartholo- 
mew Renguenet, relating to certain exemptions 
the petitioner is desirous to obtain from the pay- 
ment of duties on certain importations of Spanish 
cloths.—Referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, together with a petition of Stephen Sin- 
gleton, of the same nature, also presented by Mr. 
INGERSOLL. 

Mr. Kina, of North Carolina, presented a peti- 
tion from sundry inhabitants of the State of 
North Carolina, praying the aid and patronage 
of the General Government, in opening an in- 
land navigation, which shall connect the waters 
of the Chesapeake bay with those of St. Mary’s 
river, in the State of Georgia.—Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole to whom was commit- 
ted the bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to subscribe, on behalf of the United 
States, for shares in the capital stock of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Company. 

The Speaker presented a petition of the Le- 
gislature of the Territory of Indiana, praying that 
the Militia of said Territory, who have been into 
actual service to defend it against the incursions 
of the Indians, may be paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States.—Referred to the Commit- 
tee on that part of the President’s Message which 
relates to a revision of the Militia System. 

On motion of Mr. Bayutes, the Committee of 
Ways and Means were instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of providing, by law, for the pay- 
ment of such sums of money as may be justly 
due to the masters, commanders, or owners of | 
vessels for transporting to the United States, 
from foreign ports, any destitute or distressed 
American seamen, under contracts made with | 
said masters or commanders by any consul, vice- 
consul, or commercial agent of the United States, 
and that they have leave to report by bill or 
otherwise. 

Mr. McKzz, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill giving farther time to pur-| 
chasers of public lands to complete their pay- 
ments; which was read twice, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. Lovert, the resolutions 
moved by him some days ago (calling for infor- 
mation in respect to recent retaliatory measures) 
were referred to a Committee of the Whole, 
and made the order of the day for Monday next. 


MISSOURT TERRITORY. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for appointing an additional 
judge in the Missouri Territory. 

In the course of the sitting, Mr. Hempsrcap, of 
Missouri, explained the circumstances under which 
he had been instructed by the Legislature of Mis- 
souri to move this measure. The settlement of Ar- 
kansas, for which an additional judge was asked, 
was situated, he said, at the distance of two hun- 
dred miles from New Madrid, where the courts 
are now held, and, since the late earthquakes, the 
zoad had become so nearly impassable, that a 


circuit of three hundred miles was required to 
pass from one place to the other. So great a dis- 
tance from the seat of justice obviously consti- 
tuted, in matters of small amount, a denial of jus- 
lice, and required the remedy now proposed, &c, 

The bill was reported to the House, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


DEPREDATIONS BY SOLDIPRY. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the report of the Committee of 
Claims, unfavorable to the petition of sundry in- 
habitants of the Indiana Territory, who pray 
compensation for damage sustained in their prop- 
erty by depredations of a detachment of the vol- 
unteer militia. 

‘This report was opposed by Mr. Jennines and 
Mr. Wricat, on the ground of injustice; because, 
for every wrong there must be a remedy, and the 
Government alone could afford the remedy. The 
report was supported by Mr. Arcuer, on the prin- 
ciple of former decisions on similar cases, and on 
the general principle that the Government was 
not responsible for acts which were not done 
under its authority, as was the case now under 
consideration, the injury having been done in de- 
fiance of the exertions of the officers commanding 
the corps. 

On motion of Mr. Grunpy, the Committee rose 
without coming to a decision, reported progress 
and had leave to sit again. 

Mr. Pickerina, of Massachusetts, then observed 
that the discussion which had just taken place 
appeared to him to render it a proper subject of 
inquiry, whether some provision could not be 
made which should guard against difficulty in 
such cases in future; with which view he moved 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be and 
they are hereby instructed to consider what measures 
are practicable and proper for preventing injuries to 
the citizens of the United States in their persons or 
property by the armed forces of the United States, and 
to enable the sufferers to obtain indemnification for 
such injuries; and that they have leave to report by 
bill or otherwise. 

Mr. P. said that it was seldom an armed force 
was detached, without an officer to command 
them. It was in all cases the duty of the officer 
to restrain them from committing injury ; and if 
he did not use every exertion to restrain them, 
he was responsible. If all his exertions were in- 


| effectual, it ought to be made, if it was not, his 


duty to bring the offenders to condign punish- 
ment. 

On suggestion of Mr. Arcuer, Mr. PICKERING 
varied his motion so as to refer the subject toa 
select committee. i 

Mr. GuoLson said he could not see any benefit 
which could result from this motion though its 
adoption might do harm by lcaving the inference 
that many such injuries had been committed. If 
they had, the sufferers would not have failed to 
make their grievances known. It was time enough 
to legislate a remedy when the evil was known 
to exist. Unless therefore it should appear that 
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such injuries were habitually committed, he should 
be opposed to this resolve. 

Mr. Pickrrine observed that there could be no 
doubt of such cases having existed ; in proof of 
which he quoted the short debate which had just 
taken place in Committee of the Whole. and 
the several petitions on the subject already re- 
ferred at the present session. 

Mr. Wriaurt, of Maryland, made a few observa- 
tions, not heard by the reporter, in favor of afford- 
ing relief in such causes. 

Mr. Grunpy, of ‘l'ennessee, suggested the pro- 
priety of a reference of this subject to the Military 
Committee, as best qualified properly to examine 
it. 

Mr. PickERING consented so to vary his motion 
as to refer it to that committee; and 

The resolution was adopted by a large majority. 


CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE CANAL, 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to subscribe, on behalf of the 
United States, to a certain number of shares in 
the stock of the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal 
Company. 

A debate arose on an amendment proposed to 
the first section of the bill by Mr. Srocxton of New 
Jersey, in the following words (after the amount 
of $150,000, to be subscribed by the Government 
to the stock)—‘“and a like sum to the capital 
t stock of a company formed, in virtue of an act 
‘of the Legislature of New Jans, for the pur- 
t pose of making a canal between the tide waters 
‘of the river Delaware and the Rariton in the 
t State of New Jersey.” 

Mr. Srocrron supported, and Messrs. INGER- 
soLL, Wricn and Cray (Speaker) opposed this 
motion. 

No objection was avowed to the object of the 
bill, or the amendment; but it was contended by 
the opponents of the latter that it would havea 
tendency to defeat the object of the bill, by bur- 
dening it with matter foreign to its immediate 
object. 

After considerable discussion, the Committee 
rose, reported progress, and obtained leave to sit 
again. 


Tuurspay, December 30. 


The Speaker presented a petition of the Pres- 
ident, Managers, and Company, for erecting a 
bridge over the river Susquehannah, in the county 
of Lancaster, in the State of Pennsylvania, at or 
near the town of Columbia, praying an exemp- 
tion from the operation of the law taxing bank 
notes, having invested a large proportion of their 
eapital stock in a banking institution.—Reterred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. g 

An engrossed bill for the appointment of an 
additional Judge for the Missouri Territory, and 
for other purposes, was read the third time and 
passed. 

Resolved, That the Committee on that part of 
the President's Message which relates to a revi- 
sion of the militia system, be instructed to inquire 


State, for the purpose of repelling a hostile incur- 
sion of the Creek Indians, and guarding and pro- 
tecting the frontiers, which detachment was com- 
manded by Brigadier General Thomas Johnson, 
and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


NON-IMPORTATION LAWS. 


Mr. CALHoUn, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill for the more effectua} 
enforcing of the non-importation laws, by forbid- 
ding the courts to deliver to the claimants, pend- 
ing the trial, merchandise or other articles seized 
under the same; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill for the more effectual enforcing of the non-im- 
portation laws, by forbidding the courts to deliver to 
the claimants, pending the trial, merchandise or 
other articles seized under the same. 

Be it enacted, &c., That whenever any goods, wares, 
or merchandise, shall have been seized, for a violation 
of any law or laws of the United States, which is now 
or may hereafter be passed prohibiting the importation 
of the same, or any ship or vessel, boat, raft, carriage, or 
other vehicle, which shal! have been libelled before any 
court having competent jurisdiction for the trial of the 
same, it shall not be lawful for the said court to order 
or direct that the said goods, wares, or merchandise, 
ship, vessel, boat, raft, carriage, or vehicle, shall be de- 
livered to the claimant or person pretending to have a 
right to the same, upon exccuting a bond for the value 
thereof, or in any other way or manner, until the ques- 
tion of the forfeiture of the said articles shall have been 
duly examined and tried before the said court, and un- 
less the said court shall adjudge that the said articles 
are not liable to forfeiture, and shall order and decree 
the same tobe restored. But the said articles seized and 
libelled as aforesaid shall be and remain in the custody 
and safe-keeping of the collector of the customs by 
whom the seizure shall have been made, as the court 
may direct, until a deeree of condemnation or restora- 
tion shall have been duly made and pronounced: Pro- 
vided nevertheless, ‘Chat in case any articles seized and 
libelled as aforesaid shall be proved to the satisfaction 
of the court to be in a perishing condition, it shall be 
lawful for the said court to order and direct that the 
same be sold by the marshal or other proper officer of 
the court, due notice of such sale being previously 
given, at public auction, to the highest or best bidder; 
and the proceeds of such sale shall be and remain in 
the hands of the marshal or such officer as the court 
shall direct, until the final decree in the case shall be 
pronounced, and shall then be paid over by the said 
marshal or other officer in conformity with the said. 
decree. 

RANSOMING OF VESSELS, &c. 

Mr. Catyotn from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill to prohibit the ransom- 
ing of ships or vessels of the United States, and 
the goods or merchandise on board the same, 
captured by the enemies thereof ; which was read 


twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole. The bill is as follows: 
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A bill to prohibit the ransoming of ships or vessels of 
the United States, and the goods and merchandise 
on board the same, captured by the enemies thereof. 


Be it enacted, &c., That, from and after the day 
of next, it shall not be lawful for the owner or 
master of any ship or vessel, or the owner of any goods, 
wares, or merchandise, on board the same, or for any 
person in their behalf, or in any manner, to ransom or 
enter into any contract or agreement for ransoming 
any ship or vessel, or any goods, wares, Or merchandise, 
on board the same, which shall have been captured by 
the ships, subjects or citizens of any State or country 
at war with the United States. 

Sec 2. And be it further enacted, That all contracts 
and agreements which shall be entered into, and all bills, 
notes, and other securities or obligations, which shall 
be given by any person or persons for ransom of any 
such ship or vessel, or of any goods, wares, or merchan- 
chandise, on board the same, contrary to this act, shall 
ve wholly void in law and of no effect whatever. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That if any per- 
son shall, after the said day of next, ransom, 
or enter into any contract or agreement for ransoming 
any ship or vessel captured as aforesaid, or any goods, 
wares, or merchandise on board the same, such person 
so offending shall for every such offence forfeit and pay 
a sum not exceeding ten thousand dollars, nor less than 
one thousand dollars, be recovered by action of debt, 
ot by indictment or information before any court hav- 
ing competent jurisdiction. 


CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE CANAL. 


On motion of Mr. InerRsoLL, of Pennsylvania, 
the House, by a vote of 70 10 60, again resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the bill 
authorizing a subscription to the stock of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Company—The 
amendment proposed by Mr. STOCKTON, for in- 
corporating in the bill a like provision in relation 
10 the canal between the Rariton and Delaware, 
still under consideration, 

Mr. Svrocxron insisted on his amendment, 
which was also supported by Mr. Taytor of 
New York, and opposed by Messrs. INGERSOLL, 
Wricur, and Farrow. 

Mr. Catuoun expressed a doubt as to the propri- 
ety of the location of these canals in reference to 
a connected chain of inland communication from 
North to South, and intimated a desire for further 
information relative to the same. He was not 
opposed to the object of the bill. 

Mr. Srocx'ron then moved that the Committee 
rise, report progress, and ask leave to sit again. 
He grounded his motion on an allegation, that if 
time were allowed, he should be able to produce 
information in relation to the merits of the pro- 
posed canal in New Jersey, that would be entirely 
satisfactory. 

The motion was supported by Mr. Bicetow, 
and opposed by Mr. INGERSOLL. 

It was decided in the affirmative—ayes 81. 

On suggestion of Mr. Macon, with the consent 
of Mr. Srocxron and Mr. INGERSOLL, the further 
consideration of the bill was postponed to, and 
made the order of the day for, Monday week. 

And on motion, the House adjourned until to- 
morrow. 


Frivay, December 31. 
Mr. Eppes, from the Committee of Ways and 


Means, reported a bill to amend the act laying 
duties on notes of banks, bankers, and certain 
companies; and notes, bonds, and obligations dis- 
counted by banks, bankers, and certain companies; 
and on bills of exchange of certain descriptions ; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 


mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. Arcuer, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill to compensate Michael Hogan for 
the occupation of, and damages done to, his house, 
by a detachment of the United States’ troops ; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 


mittee of the Whole. 


A Message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a joint “resolution 
relative to the brilliant achievement of Licuten- 
ants Burrows and McCall,” also, a joint resolu- 
tion expressive of the sense of Congress of the 
gallant conduct of Captain Oliver Hazard Perry, 
the officers, seamen, marines, and infantry acting 
as such, on board of his squadron ;” in which re- 
solutions the Senate desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The first mentioned joint resolution was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The last mentioned joint resolution was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The Sreaxer laid before the House a letter 


from the Commissioner of the Gencral Land Of- 
fice, respecting the lands belonging to the United 
States; which was réad, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. Croucu, the Committee of 


Ways and Means were instructed to inquire whe- 
ther any, and, if any, what, alteration or amend- 
ments are necessary to be made by law, in the acts 
relative to establishing the compensations of the 
collectors of the customs in the ports of the Uni- 


ted States, and that they have leave to report by 
bill or otherwise. 

The bill granting to Moses Hook the right of 
pre-emption to a tract of land, passed through a 
Committee of tie Whole, and was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 


CLAIM FOR HORSES, &c. 


Mr. Arcuer, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the petition of Kenzie and For- 
sythe. The report is as follows: 


That the petitioners were traders at Chicago at the 
time of its evacuation by the American forces, and 
were in possession of a quantity of gunpowder and 
whiskey, which they had brought there for the purpose 
of selling. As the longer possession of that post, 
daily surrounded with hostile Indians, became danger- 
ous, the commanding officer resolved to evacuate the 
fort, and to destroy the public property; and, as the 
Indians were expected to take immediate possession 
of the place, Major Heald advised the petitioners to 
permit their property to be also destroyed, in order to 
prevent it from falling into the hands of the enemy 3 
which was accordingly done. "Phe fort was evacua- 


HISTORY OF 


CONGRESS. 820 


Dec 


ately. In order to assist the party to make their es- 
cape, a number of horses and mules were furnished 
by the petitioners, which were captured about two 
miles from the fort. 

For the destruction of the whiskey and gunpowder, 
and for the loss of the horses and mules, the peti- 
tioners claim compensation. 

The committee believe that the horses and mules 
should be paid for by the Government, inasmuch as 
they were in the service of the United States, and 
were captured by the enemy; and have reported to 
the House a bill, which, if passed, will extend relief 
to them. But they cannot conceive that the peti- 
tioners can have any claim for a compensation on ac- 
count of the destruction of their property, because it 
had been brought by the petitioners, who were traders, 
to that place, for purposes of speculation. Nor do 
their pretensions to remuneration appear to reccive 
any strength from the circumstance of the destruction 
of this property by an officer of the Government, be- 
cause it would otherwise have fallen into the hands of 
the Indians, whore it would have been lost to the 
claimants. They accordingly ask leave to propose the 
following resolution : 

Resolved, That the petition of Kenzie and Forsythe, 
so far as it prays for compensation for their gunpow- 
der and whiskey, destroyed as aforesaid, ought not to 
be granted. 

The report was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 


CONDUCT OF THE WAR. 


Mr. Brapiry, of Vermont, said it was well 
known, that late in the last session of Congress 
he had offered a resolution for inquiring into the 
causes of the disasters on our frontier, which had | 
not received the approbation of the House. The} 
objections to the course which he then proposed 
to pursue appeared now to have lost much of 
their force, whilst the reasons which recom- 
mended its adoption had daily gathered strength. 
He now again proposed to offer a like resolution 
to the House, under the persuasion that under 
any circumstances it was necessary. Ifa change 
were even likely to take place in the state of our 
present relations to foreign Powers, justice to the 
parties concerned required the adoption of the 
motion. If the war continued, the inquiry was 
doubly necessary, that it might be made more 
efficient for the future. Mr. B. said he would 
not anticipate any objections to his resolution, 
but would content himself with observing, that 
it was founded in a sense of justice to the Execu- 
tive, and not inconsistent with that confidence | 
justly due to it. He had adopted a phraseology, 
too, which he believed would remove many of 
the objections urged to it at the last session. Un- 
der these impressions he proposed the following 
resolution ; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States | 
be requested to cause to be laid before this House any ; 
information in his possession, not improper to be j 
communicated, which may tend to illustrate the causes 
of the failure of the arms of the United States on the 
Northern frontier. 


Mr. MıLLeR, of New York, expressed his hope 
that the gentleman from Vermont would permit 


«$e 


a 


two—not that he was oppose 
zealously favorable to its object, but because he 
wished to move some amendments to the resolu- 
tion, which would require more time than would 
be now afforded for reflection on the subject, 

Mr. BraoLey declined assenting to a post- 
ponement. 

Mr. Waicur, of Maryland, submitted to the 
mover, whether the fact was, as stated, that our 
army have failed? Such was not his impres- 
sion. 

Mr. Mugrrezr, of North Carolina, required the 
yeas and nays on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. Trovp, of Georgia, said that if an inquiry 
of this sort was expedient at all, the shape of the 
proposition was perhaps as little exceptionable as 
could have been given toit. But a military in- 
quiry, under any circumstances, was a matter of 
so much delicacy, that it ought to be well 
weighed and entered into with much caution 
and circumspection. This arose from the nature 
of such inquiries. Secrecy was the soul of mili- 
tary operations. Their details ought to be known 
to those concerned only ; for, if imparted to others, 
perchance they might find their way to the enemy. 
It was very well known that military in vestiga- 
tions frequently took place in the British House 
of Commons; but the invariable object of them 
was to turn out the Ministry. Such an inquiry, 
however, rarely was instituted even there; and 
whenever successfully urged, it had invariably 
been when the object of an expedition or cam- 
paign had been abandoned. Mr. T. said he should 
have liked to have heard from the mover of the 
resolution something like argument; that much 
more of advantage would result from the adop- 
tion, than of evil that might ensue from it. Sup- 
pose any possible result of the inquiry—suppose, 
for instance, that by the communication, in an- 
swer to this resolution, it should be shown that 
General Wilkinson had been prevented by bad 
weather from commencing his operations in 
due season; that, when he reached St. Regis, 
General Wilkinson, without forming a junction 
with Gencral Hampton, had proceeded on Mon- 
treal; or that, even having formed such a june- 
tion, it would have been unmilitary for him to 
proceed onwards; suppose it should turn out that 
there had been the best military conduct possible 
on the part of all our Generals; or, that the ob- 
ject of the campaign failed 10 be accomplished 
in consequence of the misconduct of either of 
them, or was the result of cowardice or treason ; 
suppose any result, probable or improbable, and 
where is the Constitutional remedy ? How would 
the gentleman lay his hand on the delinquent ? 
An Investigation, it appeared to him, could not 
properly be made by a tribunal which had not 
the power to apply the remedy. The investiga- 
tion, as well as the remedy, rightfully belonged 
to another department of the Government. Mar- 
tial law was the only proper corrective to be ap- 
plied to misconduct of military men. Not, Mr. 
T. said, that he was opposed to every species of 
military inquiry. Far from it. There were cer- 
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tain species of such inquiry which it might be 
perfectly proper to institute. For the purpose 
of new modeling an army, abolishing certain de- 
scriptions of force or grades of office, such inqui- 
ries might be neecssary. But, said he, for the 
purpose of reaching any particular military com- 
mander, who is supposed to have forfeited the 
confidence of the people, the remedy is not yours ; j 
it belongs to the Executive. Not having the rem- 
edy in our hands, the inquiry cannot be productive | 
ofany advantage to the public concerns. Butwith 
respect to some eviis which may result, Mr. T. 
said he would add a few words. What descrip- 
tion of evidence would be necessary to the intel- 
ligent prosecution of such an inquiry ? Nothing : 
short, certainly, of the plan of the campaign, the 
correspondence between the General, aud the cor- 
respondence of the Generals with each other, &c. | 
Mr. T. dwelt on the evils which would result | 
from exposing to the enemy a plan of the cam- 
paign, &c. Unfortunate as the termination of | 
this campaign might have been, it would become | 
more so by exposing to the enemy the official de- i 
tails of its plans and progress. Wherever we 
had experienced during the war any thing of dis- ; 
aster or defeat, it was attributable to our igno- | 
rance of the force of the enemy. It was there- ! 
fore obviously important to us to follow the ex- | 
ample of the enemy in this respect, and keep him 
as much as possible in ignoranee of our military 
operations. He may occasionally derive infor- 
mation from a traitor or deserter; but informa- 
tion so acquired bore no comparison to the in- 
jury which would result from affording the enem 
official information on these matters; and suc 
official information, he presumed, would alone 
satisfy the object of the gentleman’s motion. He 
hoped therefore it would not pass. 

Mr. Brantey said, if he could suppose that by 
the adoption of his resolve, the House would in 
any way afford aid to the enemy, however grati- 
fying its passage might be to him personally. he 
would most willingly abandon it. But, if the 
gentleman had attended to the terms of the reso- 
lution, he wouid have seen that the information 
to be communicated was left discretionary with 
the President; and he was a competent judge of 
what could properly be communicated. He asked 
not for the plan of the campaign, but for those 
causes of its failure which it was not improper 
for the country to know. Neither was it his ob- 
ject, Mr. B. said, to call in question the saga- 
city or conduct of the Department of War; nor 
to take any part in the differences supposed to 
exist between the officers of the Army, or to im- 
pute any want of gencralship to either of them. 
His object was to ascertain why all the move- 
ments of our army had been so inoperative, and 
had disappointed the expectations entertained by 
all men—the reasonableness of which the Presi- 
dent in his Message seemed to have recognised. 
It ought not to be supposed, because this or that 
General did not move in a particular direction, 
that this state of things exists. The causes ought 
to be ascertained. and made known to the Jlouse, 
to enable them, if within their province, to pro- 


—— 


vide a remedy. Without such knowledge it was 
impossible the Executive and Legislature could 
ever move together. Money might be wanted; 
men might be wanted. Could not Congress sup- 
ply a remedy for either of these defects? It might 
be that the very opposition of the Northern States 
to war was the cause of its ill success. If so, 
said he, let the blame fall on them; and I trust in 
God we shall apply the remedy. Whatever be 
the cause of the failure of our arms, it is proper 
this House and the people should know it; and 
I therefore hope the resolution will pass. 

The question on the passage of the resolution 
was then decided in the affirmative—yeas 137, 
nays 13, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Barnett, Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly 
of Virginia, Beall, Bigelow, Bradbury, Bradley, Breck- 
enridge, Brigham, Caperton, Caldwell, Champion, Cil- 
ley, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Cox, Craw- 
ford, Creighton, Crouch, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, 
Desha, Dewey, Duvall, Ely, Eppes, Fisk of Vermont, 
Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gas- 
ton, Geddes, Glasgow, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, 
Hale, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hubbard, 
Hufty, Humphreys, Hungerford, Ingersoll, Irwin, John- 
son of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of New York, Kent 
of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of Mas- 
sachusctts, King of North Carolina, Law, Lefferts, 
Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, Mce- 
Kee, Miller, Moffit, Montgomery, Moore, Moseley, 
Murfree, Markell, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, 
Pearson, Pickering, Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, Pleasants, 
Post, John Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of 
Tennessee, Rich, Ridgely, Ringgold, Roberts, Rob- 
ertson, Ruggles, Sage, Schureman, Scybert, Sharp, 
Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of New 
York, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Stan- 
ford, Stockton, Strong, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, 'T'all- 
madge, Taylor, Telfair, ‘Thompson, Udree, Vose, 
Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, White, 
Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Wilson of Penn- 
sylvania, Winter, Wood, and Yancey. 
` Nays—Messrs. Bard, Bowen, Chappell, Gholson, 
Grosvenor, Hanson, Oakley, Potter, Sevier, Troup, 
Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, and Wright. 

So the resolution was passed. and a committee 


was appointed to wait on the President with the 
same. 


Monvay, January 3, 1814. 


Mr. Peasants presented a petition of sundry 
inhabitants of the State of Virginia. praying the 
aid and patronage of the General Government in 
openiag an inland navigation from the waters of 
Chesapeake bay to St. Mary’s river, in the State 
of Georgia.—Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole, to whom is committed the bill to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to subseribe, on 
behalf of the United States, for seven hundred 
and fifty shares of the capital stock of the Ches- 
apeake and Delaware Canal Company. 

Mr. Erres, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill making certain partial ap- 
propriations for the year 1814; which was read 
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the election, shall be entitled to vote for members of 
the General Assembly for the county in which he shall 


twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. Erres, from the same committee, reported 
a billto amend the seventh section of the act, 
entitled “An actto lay and collect a direct tax 
within the United States ;” which was read twice 
and committed to a committee of the Whale. 

Mr. McKee from the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Daniel 
Boone; which was read twice, and ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time to-morrow. 

Mr. Lownves, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the joint resolution from the 
Senate, “ relative to the brilliant achievement of 
Lieutenants Burrows and McCall;” also, the 
joint resolution from the Senate, “expressive of 
the sense of Congress of the gallant conduct of 
Captain Oliver Hazard Perry, the officers, sea- 
men, marines, and infantry acting as such, on 
board of his squadron.” without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said resolutions. together 
with the letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
which accompanics them, be referred to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House to-day. 

The engrossed bill granting the right of pre- 
emption to Moses Hook, was read a third time, 
passed, and sent to the Senate. 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. Fisx, of Vermont, from the Committee of 
Elections, made a report on the petition of Mr. 
Kelly, contesting the election of Mr. Harris, a 
sitting member from the State of Tennessee. 

The report was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole, and is as follows: 

That a correct statement of the poll, and the law of 
Tennessee governing the said election, will be found 
in the report of the Committee of Elections, made in 
this case at the last session of Congress; from which, 
it appears that the inspectors of the election in the 
county of Warren returned two more votes for Mr. 
Harris than were given for him, which gave to him a 
majority of one vote over Mr. Kelly; that, deducting 
these two votes from Mr. Harris’s poll, leaves Mr. Kelly 
a majority of one. Mr. Harris now produces evidence, 
which raises a strong presumption that the deputy 
sheriff who conducted the election in the county of 
Rhea, in said district, improperly added three or more 
votes to Mr. Kelly, and destroyed a like number given 
to a Mr. Rodgers, who was also a candidate; and to 
show that Pleasant Bean, and Daniel Obarr, who voted 
for Mr. Kelly, were not entitled to vole. A decision 
on the charge against the deputy sherif not being 
likely to affect the result of the election, the committce 
pass it with mo other remark than that the evidence 
leaves a strong impression that he conducted very im- 
prudently. ‘The aflidavits of Bean and his father prove 
that the son was but eighteen years of age at the time 
of the elcction, and therefore not entitled to vote. By 
the testimony of Obarr, he had not a freehold in the 
district, nor had he been living more than three months 
in the same at the time of the clection. By the third 
article of the constitution of Tennessee, it is provided 
that “every freeman of the age of twenty-one years 
and upwards, possessing a freehold in the county where- 
in he may vote, and being an inhabitant of this State; 
and every freeman heing an inhabitant of any one 
county in the State six months immediately preceding 


The committee are of opinion that that branch of 
this article, which prescribes the second qualification 
of the voter, restricts him to vote in the county where- 
in he has been an inhabitant six months immediately 
preceding the day of election, and permits him to vote 
nowhere else; and, therefore, Danicl Obarr had not a 
right to vote in this election. hat, deducting from 
the poll of Mr. Kelly the two votes given by Bean and 
Obarr, leaves Mr. Harris a majority of one, and entitles 
him to a seat in this House. The committee, there- 
fore, respectfully submit the following resolution : 

“ Resolved, That William Kelly has not supported 
his petition, and that Thomas K. Harris is entitled to 
his seat in this House.” 


FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. Wersver, of New Hampshire, said that 
it would be remembered that, at the last session, 
a Message was received by the House from the 
President, in answer to certain resolutions of the 
House, relative to the repeal of the French de- 
crees. This Message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, who made their 
report. On this report the House did not act at 
that session. I now rise, said Mr. W., for the 
purpose of submitting a motion, which shall again 
bring the subject before the House. I mean, sir, 
that the Message and the report of the Commit- 
tecof Foreign Relations thereon, be again referred 
tothe same. I understand such a reference, or 
some similar proceeding, to be necessary, in order 
to bring the subject again regularly before us. 1 
am induced to this, as well by the intrinsic im- 
portance of the matter contained in the report of 
the Secretary of State, as by an unwillingness 
that the manner in which the resolutions of the 
Ilouse were answered on that occasion should 
quietly pass intoa precedent. I deprecate the 
idea, that when this House, which is the inquest 
of the nation, calls for information on certain 
specific points, the call is to be answered by an 
elaborate argument, and that such argument is to 
be holden to be conclusive on the judgment of 
the House and of the nation. 

The subject to which the Message aud the re- 
port of the Secretary relate, has lost none of its 
importance. It remains an object of great inter- 
est, to those especially who have been and still 
are dissatisfied with the professed grounds of the 
war. 

This House. by an almost unanimous vote, has 
recently expressed its sense of the necessity of an 
inquiry into the causes of the failure of our arms. 
l agree, sir, with the general sense of the House, 
and with what 1 am persuaded is equally the gen- 
eral sense of the community. It is doubtless ne- 
cessary to know if there be not something wrong 
or defective in the conduct of the war, But is 
it not equally important to inquire, if there were 
nothing wrong or defective in the original com- 
mencement of it? May it not have been ill- 
judged and ill-timed in the beginning, as well as 
ill-conducted since? There may be, sir, a want 
of better armies and better generals. Let us in- 
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gard to the justice and necessity of the war; a 
cause that approves itself better to the judgments 
and consciences of those whose efforts are indis- 
pensable to its vigorous prosecution. If its ad- 
vocates can show satisfactorily that this war was 
undertaken on grounds plainly and manifestly 
just; if they can show that it was necessary and 
unavoidable; if they can show that it is strictly 
an American war; that it rests solely on Amer- 
ican grounds; and that it grew out of a policy 
just and impartial, as it related to the belliger- 
ents of Europe—if they ever make all this man- 
ifest, the war will change its character. It will 
then grow as energetic, as it now is feeble. It 
will become the cause of the people, and not the 
cause of a party. The people would then main- 
tain their own cause, with vigor and effect. In 
such a cause, Government would have nothing 
to do but to direct the spontaneous action of the 
community. It now has to create that action, 
by the application of every artificial stimulus that 
can be invented. In such a cause, we should not 
have been, at the end of two drivelling cam- 
paigns, farther from our object—the conquest of 
Canada—than when we began. No, sir, Cana- 
da, to the walls of Quebec, would have been 
yours in thirty days, if the cause had been one 
with which the whole people had been satisfied, 
and which they had espoused with ardor. 

The Speaker here said, that it was necessary, 
before further discussion, for the House to decide 
whether it would now consider the motion. 

Mr. WepsTER was not aware that such vote of 
consideration was necessary, on a mere motion to 
refer a subject. If such, however, were the course, 
he should submit to it. 


sure him that it is the wish of the gentlemen 
who declared the war to effect the ubject of it, to 
wit—an honorable peace, and that without delay. 
l do hope that the friends to the prosecution of 
the war with energy and effect, will not agree to 
take up that subject at the time proposed; and, 
sir, to enable them to express their opinions, I 
will move that they be taken up on the fourth of 
March, the ides of March being a memorable day 
in the annals of history, and in my judgment a 
proper time to take upa subject of the complexion 
of the one now under consideration, and this 
House will recollect, that they are now called on 
to secure the blessings purchased by the blood of 
their fathers, the patriots of the Revolution, and 
hand them down unimpaired to posterity. 

Mr. Rueca, of Tennessee, said he was opposed 
to the motion of the gentleman from Maryland, 
because it put off the subject to a distant day, 
the effect of which may be ago-by to the consid- 
eration of what he deemed ought to be attended 
to immediately. During the last session of Con- 
gress, the resolutions presented by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire were agreed to, and a re- 
port was communicated to the House accord- 
ingly. The Committee of Foreign Relations 
had the same under consideration, and reported 
thereon. That report might have been acted on 
at the last session, but a press of business was 
urged as a reason for delay. Now, at this ses- 
sion, a postponement is contended for, because a 
consideration of the subject wiil prevent, as is 
said, the important business relating to the Army 
and Navy. That business increases as the end 
uf a session approaches is well known. If the 
motion prevails, a go-by will probably be given to 
the whole subject, instead of being promptly met 
and decided. A consideration of it will not ne- 


Mr. Wensrer’s motion, which originally con- | cessarily take much time, and the House may 
templated a reference of the subject to the Com- | continue the longer in session each day. An 
mittee of Foreign Relations, was so modified as | agreement to the motion of the gentleman from 
to propose a reference to a Committee of the | New Hampshire will not oblige the House to an 


Whole. : : 
And the motion to refer the same to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, was agreed to. 


uninterrupted discussion of the subject; for, that 
the House can at any time delay it, and attend 
to other important business, is well known. 


On the question to make the same the order of | With the quo animo and cui bono by which this 


the day for Monday next— 

Mr. Wrigut said he hoped this subject would 
not be marked for Monday next. It will be rec- 
ollected, said he, that the great and important 
business of the Army and Navy, which ought, in 
the opinion of every patriot, to occupy the House 
uninterruptedly, until they are properly provided 
for, and satisfactorily disposed of will engage us 
far beyond that time; that it will be improper to 
occupy the time of this House in that petil guerre 
against the Administration, while the attention 
of the House ought to be pre-occupied on the 
foreign war we are now engaged in against Great 
Britain and her savage allies. YT would ask the 
quo animo by which this business is brought be- 
fore us, as wellas the cuz bono—is it to strengthen 
the arm of Government or to paralyze it? Can 
ic be the object of gentlemen who were opposed 
to the war to protract it, by sowing the seeds of 
dissension against the Government? J can as- 


business was brought before the House, the House, 
it is presumed, have nothing to do; but, if other- 
wise, this House ought immediately to act on it. 
How the friends of a vigorous prosecution of the 
war will decide on the motion of the gentleman 


from Maryland is unknown, but the discussion / 
of that question will not be evidence to deter- 


mine who are, or who are not, for a vigorous 
prosecution of the war; but, if otherwise, the 
principal question ought to be immediately de- 
termined, that that may be ascertained. The mo- 
tion is, to postpone the subject to the fourth day 
of March next—the ides of Mareh—to enable the 
friends of the prosecution of the war to express 
their opinicns thereon, I thank the gentleman. 
said Mr. R., for his offered indulgence, but I de- 
sire it not. Tam now prepared to express my 
opinion. That the ides of March are memorable 
in the annals of history is true. The ides of 
March are memorable, because, on that day, 
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Julius Cæsar, who at that time was at the head | cussed at the last session. The House had ob- 
of the Roman Government, was destroyed. The | tained thereon all the information withia its con- 
introduction ot the memorable ides of March will | trol; and he could not see why they should take 
not help the argument in support of the motion | up the time of the House in further discussion. 
to postpone the consideration of the subject to the | He, therefore, moved that the business be post- 
ides of March next, in the mode contended for. | poded indefinitely. 
Let, then, the motion last made be negatived, and | The Speaker declared this motion, in the 
the motion of the gentleman from New Hamp- | present stage of the business, to be out of order. 
shire prevail, so that the subject may be dismissed | Mr. CaLuown, of South Carolina, said, that he 
as soon as can be, that the people of this nation | hoped that the motion for the first Monday in 
may know the conclusion and the votes of their | February would not succeed. He preferred Mon- 
representatives thereon, day next. because it was the day designated by 
The question on the postponement to the 4th | the gentleman himself who had first agitated 
Monday in March next, was decided by yeas and | jori subject. Mr. C. believed that a great ma- 


nays—For postponement 69, against it 82, as fol- | jority of this House and of the nation were al- 
lows: | ready satisfied, in relation to the topics to be em- 
Yeas—Messrs. Alexander, Archer, Avery, Bradley, | braced by the proposed discussion. If the gen- 
Brown, Burwell, Caldwell, Clark, Comstock, Conard, | tleman, however, was not satisfied himself, and 
Creighton, Crouch, Denoyelles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, | wisbed a further opportunity to create doubts of 
Eppes, Evans, Findley, Fisk of New York, Forney, | the justice or necessity of the war, he wished to 
Forsyth, Franklin, Glasgow, Gourdin, Griffin, Hall, | give the gentleman his own time to prove it un- 
Hubbard, Ingham, Jackson of Virginia, Kennedy, | Fiki And here, said Mr. C., if not out of order, 
Kent of Maryland, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North i Jet me set the gentleman right as to a remark he 
Garolina, Lefferts, Macon, McCoy, McKee, McKim, | wade in his preliminary observations. The gen- 
Moore, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, ! 5 x iet ° 
Pi Pleas: a apg A nae Ueman called upon gentlemen on this side of the 
iper, Pleasants, Ringgold, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, Hous ve the justice of the wi That is 
Seybert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, oust te prove tig Jusnes anh i be re | fe S 
Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Strong, Tannehill, Tay- | nor necessary 5 ut has been atten: a OnE DELATE 
lor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, | The burden of proof, on the presumption that 
| 


Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, and |Our country Is always in the right till the con- 
Yancey. | trary be proved, now certainly rests with the gen- 
Nays—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Barnett, Baylies j teman from New Hampshire, and his friends on 
of Massachusetts, Bayly of Virginia, Bigelow, Boyd, that side of the House. Let the gentleman then 
Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Butler, Caperton, | Pave his own tine. There were. Mr, C. said, 
Calhoun, Champion, Chappell, Cheves, Cilley, Clop- | Strong reasons why gentlemen on this side of the 
ton, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachu- House should agree with him in opinion on this 
setts, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dewey, Ely, Fisk of Ver- | subject. As to the great business of the session, 
mont, Gaston, Geddes, Gholson, Grosvenor, Grundy, | giving vigor to the operations of the Army or 
Hale, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Husty, Hungerford, | the Navy, he hoped neither this or any other 
Ingersoll, Irwin, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of | business would be permitted to interfere with it; 
New York, Kerr, King of Massachusetts, Law, Lewis, | and le pledged himself for one, who was in favor 
Lovett, Lowndes, Lyle, McLean, Miller, Moffitt, | of Monday, that he would not, by his vote, sanc- 
Moseley, Markell, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John | tion its interference with any measure calculated 
net William Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of | to give vigor to the war. Ido strongly believe, 
ennessee, Rich, Ridgely, Roberts, Schurcman, Shef | that on the points agitated in the report accom- 
We a E O a Seer panying the Presidents Message, there is a clear 
, 3 l oaa ? , ; i 3 ice ¢ acessi y 

of Massachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, demonstration of the Josce ay br rne 
war, in which the Republicans of the House and 


Wilaon of Massachusetts ani, W inter. of the nation have reason to rejoice, and the dis- 
cussion of which will afford them further cause 
of exultation. 

Mr. Grunopy, in consequence, as he remarked, 
of the disposition expressed on the other side of 
the House not to permit this discussion to inter- 
fere with other business, withdrew his motion 
for postponement, and the discussion was made 
the order of the day for Monday next. 


AMENDMENT TO TIE CONSTITUTION. 
On motion of Mr. Pickens, of North Carolina, 


So the postponement was not agreed to. 

Mr. Grunpy, of Tennessee, who had voted in 
the minority on the last motion against postpone- 
ment to the 4th March, now moved to postpone 
it to the first Monday in February. 

Mr. WesstER opposed so long a postpone- 
ment, though he intimated that he should feel no 
objection to a postponement for two weeks. 

Mr. Gastron, of North Carolina, also opposed 
so long a postponement, which he feared would 
have the appearance of giving the go-by to this 
discussion. He should not object to two weeks’ | the House resolved itself into a Committee of 
postponement, at which time, if in’ the way of! the Whole, on the proposition to amend the Con- 
business of greater urgency, it would doubtless | stitution of the United States, so as to establish 
not be pressed by gentlemen on his side of the | an uniform mode of election of Electors of Presi- 
House. dent and Vice President of the United States. 

_ Mr. Desua, of Kentucky, expressed his opin-| Mr. Pickens said: Mr. Chairman, the ob- 
àon that this subject had been sufficiently ais | ject of the resolution is to establish an uniform 
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upon it; so much sanction will it derive frdfn ! 
the length of usage, as well as from a recollec- 
tion of the pure day when it was framed. Con- : 
sidering, however, that the instrument embraces 
a provision of its own amendment, in such in- 


stances as experience might prove it to be defec- 


tive; believing, moreover, that in this particular, 


the reasons in favor of the amendment are so 


imperious as to outweigh every countervailing | 
consideration, I have felt it my duty to offer this ! 


proposition to the House. I will endeavor to as- 


sign such reasons in favor of the measure as ap- į 


pear to me most forcible; though I fear I shall 
not be so fortunate as to be able to present them 
in such form as to entitle them to a favorable 
consideration. 

In free cleetive Governments much of their 
stability will depend on such an exercise of the 
elective franchise as will insure tranquillity in 
the appointment of their principal officers; at 
such junctures they will experience their great- 
est trials. That this has been long a settled opin- 
ion will be illustrated by this fact, that it is from 
this very consideration the advocates of heredi- 
tary succession draw their chief argument, and 
have long succeeded in convincing the world 
that, to avoid the popular commotion which 
would flow from the exercise of the elective priv- 


upon this subject ?—a rule which every man’s 
! justice and good sense will approve, and which 
; will appear most congenial with our free form 
of Government. If by this rule any State will 
gain or lose in relation to its present comparative 
weight. it will lose only what in justice it ought. 
It illy comports with the dignity or the real 
interests of this great Confederacy to suffer this 
struggling among the States for the advantage 
over each other. Yet so long as the subject is 
left at large, contending parties will resort to it 
for present purposes. Ought we not then to fixa 
| regular system which shall overlook the little 
{interests of the moment, and such as will be just 
and fair under any change of circumstances, and 
in the remotest times? 

We must expect much agitation in the public 
mind at the approach of each period of election, 
as well frorn contending parties in the same 

| State, as from the States themselves. The ma- 
| jority will endeavor to secure an individual vote 
to the candidate they may espouse, and to have 
the minor divisions unheard io the College of 
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ilege, it was preferable to commit to chance the | Electors; while this will be resisted with all the 
appointment of the First Magistrate of a nation. į art and iusinuation a minority can command, 
Qur care cannot, therefore, be too particular in j even to the hazard of losing the vote of the State 


establishing such a mode of choosing our first 
Executive officer on such fair and simple princi- 
ples as to insure the most general satisfaction, 
and thereby the most tranquillity. lt will then 
be of little avail what turn parties or politics 


Į entirely. This will be the ground of much crim- 
ination and recrimination, which naturally pro- 
duce an irritation in the public feelings, always 
unpleasant and often dangerous. 

At the eve of our elections sudden changes 


may take; if evils be experienced under any | will be made, or attempted, to answer the emer- 
course of measures, the people who bear and who | gency. One tastance will be used as a precedent 
feel them will in a short period make the neces- | for others less justifiable, until the people will 
sary amendment by a fair expression of the pub- į have lost all confidence in the exercise of this 
lic suffrage. important suffrage. We need only look back to 

Thatsome uniform method of appointing Elec- į our late election for evidence of this. In the 
tors should be adopted, the reason of the case as | State of New Jersey, at the moment when the 
well as our own short experience demonstrates. | people were about to exercise their long accus- 
This will secure a just equality in the relative | tomed rights of voting for the Electors, the Gen- 
weight of the States. Otherwise one State hav- | eral Assembly met, and deeming it not prudent 
ing a regard to the feelings and sentiments of the | to trust the election to the vote of the people, re- 
minority will divide in its vote in proportion as : pealed the law on the subject, and vested that 
political opinions are divided ; giving only a fair } power in their own body, and accordingly ap- 
balance in the electoral scale; while a sister! pointed the Electors. When. these cases occur 
State, equally if not more divided in opinion on | at this day, what may we expect when parties 
national polities, will give an undivided vote in | are more virulent, and men less virtuous. About 
the opposite scale. It requires no calculation to | the same time this subject was long disputed be- 
see that in this way a man may be elected to the | tween the two branches of the Assembly of Mas- 
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sachusetts. After much disagreeable jarring, it 
happened that a compromise was effected be- 
tween the Houses, each having insisted on the best 
terms which it could get for the purposes of their 
respective parties. I have been informed that a 
similar difference existed between the two Houses 
of the Pennsylvania Legislature on a former oc- 
casion, and that it was not until the time had 
nearly elapsed that a compromise was effected, 
and the votes of the State saved. It is not pre- 
tended that these compromises were settled on 
the fair principles of public sentiment. They 
were mere bargains, in which the parties were 
only influenced by a view to their own purposes. 

To show the preference of a regular plan, not 
liable to sudden changes, where it will become 
consecrated by usage, Í would instance the State 
to which I have the honor to belong. In North 
Carolina, almost ever since the Government com- 
menced, the method proposed by this resolution 
has prevailed ; in consequence of which, the most 
perfect harmony had been kept up. If in any 
district an election was warmly contested, this 
caused no excitement beyond the limits of the 
particular district; and within each district the 
contest was soon ended; the party failing would 
rest contented under the reflection that the suf- 
frages were fairly weighed. Different parties 
would prevail in different districts, in proportion 
to the political divisions which might exist; and 
of course no political party in the gencral result 
was exclusively gratified, each shared in the grat- 
ification of suecess whenever their importance 
entitled them to it, Previous to the last election, 
however, the accustomed mode was changed, and 


the power of choosing Electors for the time, was | laws. 


given to the succeeding Legislature. This change 
caused more agitation over the State than had 
been witnessed since the Government com- 
menecd. At the session of the Legislature, when 
this power was to be exercised, it was not with- 
out much difficulty and much disagreeable de- 
bate and irritation that they made the choice of 
Electors. After which the former district plan 
was re-established, and a resolution passed by a 
unanimous vote in both branches, recommending 
the principle of the amendment now proposed, 
extending it also to representatives. 

While this election is left to the regulation of 
the State Legislatures, it will have a necessary 
tendency to intermix State and general polities. 
In most States the regular duties of legislation 
are of a different character from the subject of 
national politics, and therefore should not be con- 
fused together. A State will better attend to its 
internal affairs where its Legislature is as little 
as possible engaged in forming electoral tickets 
or planning modes of election favorable to politi- 
cal views. 

I have confined my remarks to the reasons 
why it would be advisable to have some uniform 
fixed mode, on fair principles. I would urge as 
a particular reason for viewing the Presidential 
election as important in relation to the regular- 
ity and harmony of conducting it, the coinci- 
dence of time throughout the nation. Every 


State being engaged at the same moment in this 
choice, the cummotion may therefore be more 
general and dangerous than that which may at- 
tend such occasions in more limited sections. 

In inquiring what mode will be most advisa- 
ble to establish as a uniform rule for the appoint- 
ment of Electors, but three plans present them- 
selves: that by the vote of the people in the dis- 
tricts, as proposed; an election by a general tick- 
et; an appointment by the vote of the State 
Legislatures. These are the only modes, one or 
the other of which the several States have had 
if use. 

The plan now presented appears to me most 
congenial with the free spirit of our Government, 
and the most fair and simple in its operation; if 
we still maintain our first political maxim, that 
“all legitimate power is derived from the people,” 
it mustresult thatthe most direct channel through 
which this power can be conveniently communi- 
cated is to be preferred. No method is so direct 
as that by which a man makes his own ticket, 
and votes it—no mode is more convenient than 
that by asingle district. No qualification of suf- 
frage will be so reasonable as that which adopts 
the rule which the States bave prescribed. 

In each district the candidates will most pro- 
bably be known cither in person or character to 
the people, and they will know the interests of 
the people, whose opinions they propose to repre- 
sent, and the persons to whom they will be re- 
sponsible for faithfully performing their trust. 
Every action of our great community, however 
diversified in interest, will be distinctly heard in 
the choice of the person who is to administer the 
This, being fair to all interests and parties, 
| will most probably produce general satisfaction. 

If different sentiments or interests exist in any 
State, those sentiments or interests should in 
their proper proportion be put into the national 
seale, and the fair results of the whole will point 
out the true national representation. 

Political parties will be less sectional than in 
any other plan. Where each single district gives 
a distinct vote, the political character of the votes 
will not so probably be identified by geographical 
sections, but more interspersed over all sections 
of the country. When the States give an entire 
vote it may frequently happen that each end of 
the Union will give a united vote in opposition 
to the other, as was nearly the case at the last 
Presidential election. This happening to be the 
case habitually fora few periods, the political 
parties will gradually assume a geographical 
character. A man elected by the entire votes of 
one end of the Union will be looked at by the 
other end not as the representative of the nation, 
but rather as the head of the party, and that party 
a local sectional one. 

Tn the district plan, no caucus or self-appointed 

i committee will be required to form a ticket for 
the State, which is indispensable in any other 
more general mode of popular election, for other- 
wise a general concert in selecting could not well 
take place. The pcople will be free from the im- 
posing influcnce of a nominated ticket, and will 


prospect of suecess. Nor will they be liable to 
imposition by spurious tickets, where every man 
will know the person for whom he votes; very 
different will be the case where a collective num- 
ber of candidates are named on the same ticket, 
with all of whom very few individuals in any 
one section of the State will be acquainted ; then 
a ticket will gain currency by the title that may 


be endorsed on it, or the name of some prominent ! 
From | 


character placed at the head of the list. 
this circumstance much fraud may be practised 
with effect; as it will be very difficult to detect 
impositions that may be offered at the various 
election grounds in a State. This kind of impo- 
sition was, if my information is correct, practised 
in the State of Ohio at the Jast Presidential elec- 
tion, by which two separate tickets were intro- 
duced, purporting to be for the same candidate, 
which had the effect of diverting from him a part 
of his support, though to a small extent. 

An important advantage of distinct elections 
is, that the agitation attending these occasions, 
however highly excited, will be confined to the 
limits of detached districts, and will be unknown 
and unfelt elsewhere. ‘fhe general tranquillity 
of the State will remain undisturbed by any gen- 
eral cause of excitement. L may add, the com- 
paratively small importance of a single election, 
will render it an object less deserving very ex- 
traordinary exertion; and therefore in the same 
limits the momentum of public agitation will be 
less, than when the general result was to give the 
united votes of the State. 

In a State having any tolerable division of po- 
litical sentiment, there will probably bea variance 
as to the results in the different districts, which 
will be gratifying to the one side and the other, 
respectively, wherever the one or the other may 
have the most relative weight. And from this 
mutual satisfaction we are to expect more general 
tranquillity, than when the heart-hurnings of dis- 
appointinent are applied exclusively to one polit- 
ical denomination in the State, while the triumph 
of success exclusively attends the other. It isa 
rule of policy which applies toall public measures, 
and more expecially to the concerns of a nation, 


that next to the object of acting rightly is that of : 


rendering genera! satisfaction. 


Elections will be best secured against intrigue ! 
and corruption where this power is exercised by | 


the scattered freemen at large. Where this trust 
is centered as it were in a single point. as by a 
legislative vote, designing men will have more 
inducement to offer corrupt influence: and in 


times less virtuous a few powerful men may be; 
able to effect the elevation of an individual whom ! 


the nation may believe to be unworthy. 


The proposed method will arrive the nearest : 
ata fair equality between the relative weight of | 


the States. respect being had to the proportional 

division of political interest that may prevail. I 

admit that, at first view, this would seem to give 

an advantage to the small States, inasmuch as 

the balance of votes in a small State may be 

equal to, or may exceed that of a large one. This 
13th Con, 2d Szess.—27 


of public sentiment shall be in the same propor- 
tion in each. A State however divided will 
give the same united vote with a State however 
unanimous. Suppose two States were left to 
decide the election of a President, all the other 
| States having given an equal vote to A and to B. 
{The one State entitled to nineteen the other to 
!twenty Electors. The smaller States were unan- 
:imously in favor of A’s election and also nine- 
! twentieths of the larger—and eleven-twentieths 
i of the larger State only being in favorof B, What 
i would be the result? Though A will have 
| twenty-cight votes, and B only eleven, yet by a 
i general vote B willbeelected. Though a minor- 
lity willin every mode of election be left, yet it 
requires no caleulation to see that in single dis- 
tricts this will be the smallest possible. 

There is in most States some diversity of po- 
‘litical interest, and in no other way can each be 
heard than by a district election. 

In the mode of appointment by a Legislative 
yote, this privilege is unnecessarily removed a 
degree farther from the people, who are the foun- 
l tain of political power. And in the election by 
‘gereral ticket the power is virtually removed 
i still more remotely from them. For this ticket 
i must of necessity be formed by a caucus of the 
i State Assembly, or by some other collection of in- 
‘dividuals. This nomination ina State, though 
| not obligatory, yet, it is notin the power of the 
i people to oppose it successfully, though a part or 
| the whole of the persons named should be obnox- 
| ious, unless by a similar concert of other individ- 
| uals who may take upon themselves to manufac- 
| 
| 


ture a ticket in opposition, and in reality the only 
alternative with the voter, is either to decline his 
right of vote with possibility of cffect, or give his 
i aid to one or other of the manufactured tickets. 

i A reason against any mode of giving the un- 
| divided votes of the States, of all others the most 
| important, and most affecting the vital existence 
| of the Union, is its tendency towards a geograph- 
1 


ical severance of parties. By the principle of 
self-defence all the States niustadopt such a mode, 
unless a uniforrn plan is established ; indeed they 
have nearly all so acted at the late election as to 
give unanimous votes; and by this means a 
whole section of the Union, with a small excep- 
tion, voted for one individual, while the opposite 
section supported his opponent, and these sec- 
tions are divided by regular State lines. Now 
does a Chief Magistrate so elected appear to rep- 
ie whole Union? And will not a small 
of repetitions of such events naturally 


‘3 
i 
| 
i 
1 
i 
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draw the opposite parties, in looking toward their | 
opponents, to look directly across this divisional ' 
line? The States North and East of Pennsyl- i 
vania and Maryland, with the exception of one 

small State, were, by the manner of voting, unan- : 
imously opposed to the election of the candidate 
who succeeded; while the States South and: 
West were entirely unanimous in his favor. ` 
This seems evidently a direct advance towards a i 
separation of parties by geographical boundaries; : 
for the irritation occasioned by mutual charges i 
and recriminations will gradually lead to settled 
hatred and jealousy of each other. That pro- ' 
miscuous division of parties which we had seen 
in every quarter would be lost in this greater local 
division ; after which, I fear, there is not virtue i 
enough in man to hold the discordant parts to- ; 
gether. Now, what would have been the conse- 
quence provided the plan now proposed had reg- 
ulated all the electoral appointments at the late 
election? The general result as to the choice | 
would no doubt have been precisely the same ; | 
but as to the complexion with regard to local ; 
sentiment, very different. Virginia and New: 
York would each have divided in their support | 
of candidates—Maryland aud New Jersey would ` 
have done the same, as would also the Southern , 
States of North Carolina, South Carolina, and į 
Georgia, as well as the New England States; i 
even Pennsylvania might divide ina small de- ` 
gree. This would exhibita promiscuous division 
of sentiment extending itself over the whole na- ` 
tion, and not capable of being delineated by State 
lines or the course of rivers. 

On this delicate part of the subject T will refer 
this Committee to an authority, the mention of 
which will give it sufficient sanction. Ia the: 
parting address of our illustrious Washington, he | 
admonishes the people of the United States, with 
the most solicitous concern, against any tendency į 
toward geographical divisions of parties, and 
views it as most dangerous to the Union of the 
States. So farasit applies to the question before 
us, I doubt not it will have its full weight. 
These are my principal reasons for hoping that! 
the proposed amendment to the Constitution may - 
be adopted. 

Mr. FınpLey spoke for a few minutes in oppo- 
sition to the resolutions. 

Mr. Gaston said, that after the pertinent and : 
judicious observations of his colleague (Mr. Pick- : 
Ens) in support of the proposed amendment to | 
the Constitution, he had indulged the hope that 
some of the gentlemen who were averse to its 
adoption would have fully stated the grounds : 
upon which their opposition was founded. He 
should have attended to their remarks with pleas- 
ure, and had they failed to produce conviction on 
his mind, would have endeavored, according to ' 
his opportunity and ability, to give them a suita- 
ble reply. Although this hope had been disap- 
pointed, and it might appear superfluous to add . 
anything to an argument which remained yet! 
unanswered, he must be excused for trespassing ! 
on the patience of the Committee for a few min- ; 
utes. The proposition merited a deliberate ex- | 
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‘indifference might be fatal. 


: under consideration. 
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amination. It related to one of the most import- 
ant features of the Constitution. His best judg- 
ment had convinced him that it ouzht to be 
adopted. As a member of the Legislature of 
North Carolina he had cordially united in re- 


‘commending it to the notice of Congress. He 


could not reconcile it to his feelings or to his 
sense of duty if he did not contribute to its sup- 
port an aid more efficacious than the mere ex- 
pression of his vote. 

The proposed amendment owed its origin to 


i an occurrence which had excited an extraordinary 


interest in the State which he had the honor in 
part to represent. Electors of President and 


. Vice President had been uniformly chosen in 


North Carolina by the people, voting in conveni- 
ent and legal districts. But at the eve of the 
last Presidential election the Legislature of that 
State abolished the aucient and well-approved 


: mode, and directed the appointment to be made 


by the succeeding Legislature. Although, in fa- 
vor of this innovation, it was urged, certainly 
with plausibility if not with force, that it was 
proper for North Carolina, in self-defence, to 
adopt some mode which would enable her to 
bring out her entire strength in the appointment of 
a President; and although it was morally certain 
that the effect of the change would be to promote, 
in a very decided manner, the election of the 
candidate who was the favorite with the major- 


jily of her citizens, yet this inroad upon the 


elective franchise created almost universal dis- 
Without stopping to vindieate the 
propriety of this disconient, said Mr. G., I cannot 


. but regard it with complacency. It is an indica- 


tion that there exists among my countrymen a 
quickness Gf perception and intensity of feeling 
in relation to a subject upon which dulness or 
Tam rejoiced at this 
sensitive shrinking at the approach of whatever 
savors of usurpation. Jt augurs well—it is a 
proof that even State pride and the spirit of party 


; may be addressed in vain, when they are woved 
: to the sacrifice of a fundamental right, 


Such was the effect of the excited temper of 
the people, that their next Legislature re-enacted 
the accustomed mode of appointing Electors, and 
divided the State into districts. But, at the 


i same time, reflecting upon the many evils which 


resulted from the want of an uniform mode of 
appointment throughout the Union, they came to 


the unanimous determination of proposing the 


amendment to the Constitution which is now 
lts great principle is, that 
each State shall be divided by its Legislature into 
equal districts, in each of which the people en- 
titled to vote for the most numerous branch of 
the State Legislature shall appoint an Elector. 
As the details have not been objected to. I shall 


confine my remarks to the support of this prin- 
. ciple. 


Sir, there breathes net a man who views the 
sacred characier of Federai Union with more 
reverence than myself. No oge ean more sin- 
cerely or ardently deprecate any innovation on 
its principles. lf the proposition under discus- 
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sion embraced eik an innovation, however ade 
visable it might seem—however clear of all ob- 
jections that I could anticipate—I should tremble 
at the attempt to introduce it. But, when we 
come to examine the Constitution, and compare 
with it the proposed amendment, we shail find that 
the object is not to introduce new, but to invigor- 
ate old principles: to givea practical operation 
to the instrument which consists with its designed 
effect—to rescue it from perversion and abuse. 
1t is well known, that no part of the plan of a 
Federal Government presented greater difficul- 
ties to the illustrious men who framed it, than 
that which relates to the appointment of the Ex- 
ecutive. Dangers exhibited themselves on every 
side; from within they had to apprehend the suc- 
cessful operation of all those bad passions that 
were connected with the acquisition or control of 
an office, from which flowed patronage, and pro- 
fit, and power; from without they could not but 


dread the intrigues, and arts, and corruptions, į 


consequent upon the efforts of foreign nations to 
regulate the choice of an individual who was to 
direct the measures of a great people in relation 
to them. The outlines of their plan were sketeh- 
ed with a masterly hand. Each State was to 
choose a number of Electors, upon the combined 
principles of population and State sovereignty, 
equal to the number of Senators and Representa- 
tives. These Electors were to be called into ex- 
istence, for the special purpose of voting for a 
President, and were to exist only during that spe- 
cial conjuncture. They were to meet in cach State 
and on the same day throughout the Union. No 
Senator or Representative, or person holding an 
oflice under the General Government, could be a 
member of the Flectoral College. These outlines 

were indeed wise, yet they were but outlines. 
How the Electors themselves should be chosen, 
the Constitution did not provide; it left this part 
of the process of appointing a Chief Magistrate 
of the Union to be regulated in cach State by its 
respective Legislature. Why this discretion was 
left to the State Legislatures it is not for me to 
decide; I should presume, however, that the Con- 
vention supposed, that in each State it would be 
so managed as best to suit the convenience of its 
citizens. It was not easy to foresee whether a 
choice hy the people, voting in districts or in 
States, would best effectuate the objects of the 
Convention. In large States the former might be 
desirable, in smaller States the latter might be 
preferred. For the present, and until experience 
could be consulted, it was deemed most prudent 
not to fix the method. That which should utti- 
mately be found most judicious, it was presumed 
would generally be adopted. The amendment 
now before us is perfectly in character with the 
symmetry of this plan. It oversteps none of its 
outlines; it alters not the ratio of Electors, their 
duration, their mode of voting, nor the materials 
of which they are to be composed. It directs only 
a uniform mode of appointing them, and proposes 
the only mode, as will be hereafter seen, which 
practically corresponds with the views of the Con- 
vention. 


Amendment to the Constitution. 


H. oR. 


Is it not desirabis, sir, that some saga mode 
should obtain? Unless the Constitution should 
prescribe, in definite and imperative terms, the 
process by which Electors shall be taken from the 
mass of their fellow-citizens, it will be liable to 
perpetual fluctuation, according to the varying 
notions of eighteen distinct State Legislatures, 
each of them “subject to frequent, in general to an- 
nual changes. Nothing can contribute more ef- 
fectually to the permanence and stability of any 
institution. than thatits essential forms should be 
permanent and stable, The omnipotent force of 
habit over individuals loses none of its power 
when extended to communities. Time and cus- 
tom have an effect upon opinions and feelings, 
and modes of action, which alone can render them 
distinctive and characteristic. Thus it is that 
they become intimately associated with the affec- 
tions, and are converted into what is emphatical- 
ly called a second nature. It is the part of polit- 
cal wisdom to create and strengthen this union 
between the affections of the people and the forms 
of their Government. You thus consecrate these 
forms in their estimation, and establish a solid 
basis on which the Government itself can rest. 
May | not be permitted to say, too, without an 
attack upon any political party, ‘that the honor of 
the country demands that we should prevent the 
recurrence of those scenes which, on the return 
of every Presidential election, are exhibited in 
some one or more of the States. I mean, sir, the 
struggles between contending parties to render 
the mode of appointment subservient to their im- 
mediate views. This subject has not charms 
enough to induce me to examine it in detail. 
Every gentleman has witnessed such scenes. No 
party can claim to be guiltless of such designs— 
“ Peccalur et inira mania et exlra? In one 
State we behold the same class of political be- 
lievers contending strenuously for a mode of ap- 
pointment, which in another they as zealously 
oppose. 

The last Presidential election presented an 
instance which has not a little impressed my 
mind. In Massachusetts no other mode of ap- 
pointment could be tolerated by the Democratie 
part of the Legislature, but the choice by the peo- 
ple in districts; while in North Carolina it was 
claimed to be Republican to appoint by the Le- 
gislature. And, vice versa, the same political 
party that in North Carolina advocated the choice 
in districts, in Massachusetts was found to prefer 
either a Legislative choice or a general ticket. 
An uniform mode, fixed by the Constitution, will 
put an end to struggles which the good and. wise 
must view with regret; and while it thus rescues 
the honor of the country from the imputation 
which is affixed to such contentions, it will nar- 
row the range of faction, and diminish the scope 
for intrigue. The political combatants will come 
into the field fairly. Their efforts will be solely 
directed to the contest, without any artifices to 
get an advantage in the choice of weapons, or in 
the mode of warfare. The controversy will be, 
to secure for their opinions, as for their friends, 
the favor of the majority of the nation, and not 


839 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 840 


H. orR. Amendment to the Constitution. 


One of its most illustrious 


preference. In no State has any other mode been! people should operate in the choice of the person 
thought of, nor have I heard any other suggested, | to whom so important a trust was to be confi- 


ticket throughout each State, or an appointment] An eminent advantage which | believe likely 
by the State Legislatures. The principle and | to flow from this fair expression of the sentiments 
scope of the proposed amendment is the establish- | of every portion of the people, in the choice of a 
ment of the first of these modes. It is very far| President, will be found in the security which 
from my design to enumerate all the advantages! it affords to the minority in each State, against 
which | believe it to possess; many of them have | the intolerance of the majority. In Republican 
been already stated by my colleague, and it is not | Governments the majority must indeed rule, but 
my wish to repeat, and perhaps thereby weaken | it is of vast importance that the majority should 
any of his arguments. But I will attempt to set’) be compelled to respect, not only the rights, but 
forth a few leading considerations, which, in my | the opinions, feelings, and even prejudices of the 
judgment, render it infinitely superior as a per-| minority. Unless it feel this sentiment, nature 
manent and universal rule to either of the others. | and history prove, that it will be unjust and 
Sir, it is recommended to our adoption by a con- | overbearing. When the Eleetors of President 
sideration which should endear it to all who feei | are chosen by States, the minority in each State 
an attachment to the great and leading princi-| is utterly without weight. As to this purpose it 
ple of Republican Government. It is by this; has no political power. Its opinions are treated 
method that the voice of the people of the Union | with arrogance. The individuals who belong 
is fairly expressed, and fully felt in the selection | to it are viewed asa class that is arrayed against 
of their Chief Magistrate. Adopt this mode, and lihe cause of the State. They must either for- 
it is searcely practicable that any individual can | bear from all interference in its concerns, or be 
be chosen for that high office, but by the voice ; subjected to the jealousies and malignant tyran- 
of a majority of the people. There may, indeed, | ny of intolerant power—never more intolerant 
be a considerable difference between the relative i than when backed by the physical force of the 
strength of the minorities, in any two districts. | community, or when exerted upon those who 
but, when all the districts are taken into compu- jare without the ability tu retaliate. Let the 
tation, such difference must be equalised. He | voice of every part of the nation be heard in the 
who obtains the suffrage of more than half of the | appointment of the Chief Magistrate, and the 
voters of the two hundred and eighteen districts | minority in each State acquires an importance, 
into which the United States will be parcelled,| which insures to them respect and political free- 
must in all human probability have a majority | dom. If they can give but one vote, it is worth 
of the suffrages of the people. But how is it, sir, | the attention of the majority to conciliate that 
when each State is made to throw all its votes | vote; for, joined with the suffrages of other por- 
into one scale, however much the citizens of | tions of the people in other States, it may weigh 
that State may be divided? A majority of the | heavily in the balance. 
votes thus obtained is no evidence of the sanc-; In every Government which is purely of the 
tion of a majority of the people. In proportion as | federative character, there isa radical defect, aris- 
you lessen the number of the sections which elect, | ing from the want of an intimate relation be- 
you multiply the chance of enabling a majority | tween those who administer its powers, and 
to control, A single statement will verify this | those who are subject to its control. Our Gov- 
proposition. Four States, Massachusetts, New | ernment partakes both of the national and feder- 
‘York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia, gave one hun- | ative forms. Without stopping to discuss that 
dred and one, out of the 218 votes, that are ren- | great question, which gave rise to the parties, 
dered for President. Let the Legislative choice, | that were early seen after its organization, whe- 
or the general ticket prevail—tet a small majority į ther it is more likely to eneroach upon the State 
in these States, cause their votes to be given to | authorities, or to be controlled by them in its ne- 
the same candidate: With the assistance of the | cessary and proper operations, all will concur, E 
votes of North Carolina, Kentucky, Maryland | trust, in the position, that it is wise to impart to 
South Carolina, or Connecticut, which a bare j it every efficiency which abridges not individual 
majority in either may command, he is elected | liberty, nor lessens the useful powers of its com- 
President. Yet the fact will be, that he has ob- | ponent members. Whatercr may be the powers 
tained the support of a little more than one-fourth | which are in terms delegated, in proportion as 
of the nation! This, sir, is not only revolting to| you remove the General Government from the 
our republican notions, but is adverse to one of | people, you impair its strength, Wise and rc- 
the leading purposes contemplated by the framers | flecting men, who are sensible of its infinite value, 
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ing against external dangers, will venerate and 
uphold it from principle. But the citizens in 
general, who have little agency in promoting its 
operations, and who feel not its beneficial inilu- 
ence in their daily concerns, who look elsewhere 
for the protection of their personal rights, and 
for redress from individual injuries—who scarce- 
ly feel it, but in its restraints, or in its demands 
on them for personal services and contributions, 
will naturally regard it in the light of a foreign 
Government. It will be scarcely possible to 
create in them that sentiment of loyal obedience, 
which springs spontaneous in the heart towards 
the Government which is felt and cherished as 
their own. Give them an agency as individuals 
in the appointment of its Chief, and they are at 
once sensible of a participation in the political 
institution itself. It is brought nearer home to 
them—a connexion is created between the Gen- 
eral Government and themselves, instead of a con- 
nexion between the General Government and the 
State to which they belong. This intimate rela- 
tion, and the sentiments of loyalty and affection 
which spring from it, will be a tower of strength 
to the Federal Government. The vigor which 
is thus imparted, diminishes not one particle of 
the freedom of the citizen, and deprives not the 
State governments of a single privilege which is 
necessary to their support, or to the full exercise of 
their peculiar powers. lt impoverishes not those 
from whom it is, taken, while it is invaluable to 
the institution on which it is conferred. 

Intimately connected, sir, with the advantage 
which I have just pointed out, is that which springs 
from the co-operation of individuals, for a com- 
mon purpose, in different parts of the nation, 
that necessarily results from this mode of ap- 
pointing the Electors of President. ‘The citi- 
zens of one extreme, uniting with citizens in 
another extreme of the Union, in promoting the 
election of the same individual, as the President of 
their country, are drawn towards cach other as 
members of ihe same political family. They will 
feel the same sentiment o common country, 
which is now indulged between the citizens of 
the same State. Their joint exertions, in their 
individual capacities, must create one of the 
strongest bouds of union. But a mode of voting 
which throws the entire voice of each State into 
the scale of its favorite candidate, though it may 
bring abouta co-operation of State with State, or in 
other words, a co-operation of the leaders of one 
State with those of another, in fact disunites the 
people,and breaks them into distinct masses. Such 
a co-operation of State with State, far from being 
productive of benefit to the nation, is scarcely less 
to be dreaded than the array of State against 
State. 
danger—while the opposition of individuals is 
harmless, and their union most salutary. 

Sir, I conscientiously believe, that a remedy 
like that proposed, is essentially necessary to ef- 
fectuate the ubjects which the framers of the Con- 
stitulion designed to secure in the clection of a 
President. He who in his heart loves that Con- 


in insuring domesfic tranquillity, and guard- | 


Both the one and the other are full of 


i among the wisest and most virtuous of their neigh- 
| bors, th 


| dent. 

this descriptionwere Senatorsand Representatives. 
Whatever might be their individual virtue or in- 
telligence, these were too near the Palace to be 
safely trusted with the power of declaring who 
should occupy it. The Electors thus chosen,. 
thus free from all irregular impulse, convening 
in cach State on the same day, and under circum- 
stances the most favorable to deliberation, were 
to vote for a President, and immediately after- 
wards to mingle with their fellow-citizens, from 
whom they had been called forth but for that spe- 
cial purpose. Every practicable obstacle was 
supposed to be thus thrown in the way of “ cabal, 
intrigue, and corruption.” There was no * pre- 
existing body of men who might be tampered 
with beforehand to prostitute their votes.’ No 
| sinister bias could be presumed to exist “ from too 
great devotion to the President in office.” The 
* transient existence” of the Electors, and their 
© detached situation” seemed to render cabal and 
combination impracticable, and to remove all op- 
portunity of corruption. The voice of the peo- 
ple operating ay and fully in the appointment, 
the President would feel himself indebted to them 
for his office, and independent of all but them 
for his continuance in it. 

Thus beauteous smiled the theory. How hid- 
eous the deformity of the practice! The first 
step made in the election is by those whose inter- 
ference the Constitution prohibits. The mem- 
bers of the two Houses of Congress meet in cau- 
cus, or convention, and there ballot fora President 

land Vice President of the United States. The 
result of their election is published through the 
Union under the name of a recommendation. 
This modest recommendation then comes before 
the members of the respective State Legislatures. 
Where the appointment ultimately rests with 
i them, no trouble whatever is given to the people. 
| The whole business is disposed of without the 
| least inconvenience to them. Where, in form, 
| however, the choice of Electors remains with the 
people, the patriotic members of the State Legis- 
lature, vieing with their patriotic predecessors, 
back this dragj on popular credulity with the 
weight of their endorsement. Not content with 
i this, they benevolently point out to the people the 
immediate agents through whom the negotiation 
can be most safely carried on, make out a ticket 
of Electors, and thus designate the individuals 
ı who, in their behalf, are to honor this demand on 
their suffrages. Sir, this whole proceeding ap- 
pears to be monstrous. Jt must be corrected, or 
the character of this Government is fundamen~ 
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human passions, but that which finds its way to 
the heart, through the avenues which pride, am- 
bition, vanity, personal resentment, family attach- 
ment, and a thousand foibles and vices open to 
the machinations of intrigue. ‘heir compara- 
tively “ permanent existence,” and concentrated 
situation, afford the most desirable facilities for 
the continued operation of these sinister acts. It 
is not in nature that they should long operate in 
vain ; nor isitin nature that the individual elected 
by these means should not feel his dependence on 
those to whom he owes his office, or forego the 
practices which are essential to insure its contin- 
uance, or its transmission in the desired succes- 
sion. Thus, in practice, do we find all the ad- 
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part vigor to the Constitutlon, re-establish it upon 
its true basis, and perpetuate its duration, I avow 
myself its warm and decided friend. The earthly 
| wish nearest my heart is, that, amidst the storms 
which threaten the submersion of all that is pre- 
cious in civilization or refinement, we may cling 
to that Constitution as the mariner to the floating 
spar which Providence throws in the way of his 
preservation. 

i When Mr. Gaston had concluded, the Com- 

mittee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


Saturpay, January 4. 

Joun G. Jackson, from Virginia, appeared, 
and took his seat. 

Mr. WessTer presented a petition of sundry 
inhabitants of Hanover, in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying that a tax may be imposed 
upon domestic distilled spirits. 

Mr. Lerrerts, of New York, presented the 
petition of sundry citizens of New York, on be- 
half of themselves and their associates, praying 
the incorporation of a National Bank, with a cap- 
ital of thirty millions, at such place as the Pres- 


vantages frustrated which, in the choice of a|identand Directors may determine, or as shall 
President, the Convention so anxiously sought to | be designated in the act of incorporation ; offer- 
secure, and all the evils realized against which | ing, among other inducements to granting a char- 


barriers were so sedulously erected. Who can 
recognise, in the object thus exhibited, any of 
those features which its early friends contem- 
plated with admiration, and joy, and hope? Ifa 
single trace remains of its former charms— 

«Tis but that loveliness in death, 

Which parts not quite with parting breath ; 

Expression’s last reeeding ray, 

A gilded halo hovering round decay.” 

Mr. Chairman, I dare not promise that the 
adoption of this amendment by the States will 
put an end to cabal, intrigue, and corruption, in 
the appointment ofa President. No human means 
can be adequate to that end, But I believe it de- 
monstrable that this amendment will deprive ca- 
bals of facility in combination, render intrigue 
less systematic, and diminish the opportunities of 
corruption. Icannot say that it will insure to 
this high and important office pre-eminent ability 
and virtue, but I am convinced that it will ex- 
clude from the appuintment all who have not 
succeeded in establishing that character with the 
great body of their feilow-citizens. The Presi- 
dent may yet have his favorites and partisans, 
who will yield support and receive patronage, but 
the voice of the people will be heard and respect- 


ter, to loan to the Government any amount, not 
| exceeding one half of its eapital. 
The petition was referred, on motion of Mr. 
.L., to the Committee of Ways and Means, by a 
vote of 57 to 54, in opposition to the wishes of 
some who desired to refer it to a select commit- 
lee.—On motion of Mr. Carnoun. the memorial 
| was ordered to be printed—ayes 70. 
| Mr. Post, of New York, presented the petition 
| of the mechanics and manufacturers of the city 
i of New York, stating that, in their opinion, an 
| erroneous construction has been put by the collect- 
| ors for the district of New York, on theact laying a 
duty on licenses to retgiiers of foreign merchandise, 
(by applying the sam@ to all the saddlers, hatters, 
jand other manufacturers, who employ any for- 
i eign articles, however minute, in their manufac- 
ture; by which construction they conceive them- 
selves aggrieved, and pray that Congress will ex- 
tend them relief in the premises.—Referred to the 
| Committee of Ways and Means. 
| Mr. Trove, of Georgia, presented the petition 
of sundry persons in Georgia, praying that Con- 
ieee may take into consideration the propriety 
| 


of improving the navigation from the waters of 
the Chesapeake bay to St. Mary’s river, in Geor- 


ed, notwithstanding all efforts to sappress or con- | gia.—Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
trol it. Faction cannot but exist, but it will be | on the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal bill. 

rendered tolerant. State attachments must yet| Mr. ARCHER presented a bill for the relief of 
continue, (ever may they continue,) but they will | Mary Philip Leduc ; which was read twice, and 
not swallow up all attachment to the General : committed to a Committee of the whole House 
Government. States may endanger the perpe- ; to-morrow. i 

tuity of our Confederacy by their combinations; Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 
or their quarrels, but these dangers will be stripped | Affairs, reported a bill allowing compensation 
of half their terrors when our citizens feel that | for horses owned by militia or volunteers, and 
they have a common country, and are linked to- | killed or Jost in the service of the United States; 
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mittee of the Whole. 

Qn motion of Mr. Troup, the Committee on 
Military Affairs were discharged from the con- 
sideration of the resolution of the 21st ultimo, 
respecting the length of a tour of militia duty ; 
and the resolution was referred to the committee 
on that part of the President’s Message which 
relates to a revision of the militia system. 

Mr. Bonn, from a select committee, reported a 
bill to authorize the opening a road from Shawa- 
nee town, on the Ohio river, in the Illinois Ter- 
ritory, to the United States’ saline, and from 
thence to the town of Kaskaskia; which was 
read twice, and committed toa Committee of the 
whole House on Thursday next. 

Mr. Lownves, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the following resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States be 
requested to present to the nearest male relative of 
Captain James Lawrence, a gold medal, and a silver 
medal to cach of the commissioned officers who served 
under him in the sloop of war Hornet, in her conflict 
with the British vessel of war, "the Peacock,” in tes- 
timony of the high sense entertained by Congress of 
the gallantry and good conduct of the officers and crew 
in the capture of that vessel: and the President is also 
requested to communicate to the nearest relative of 
Captain Lawrence, the sense which Congress enter- 
tains of the loss which the Naval service of the United 
States has since sustained in the death of that distin- 
guished officer. 

The said resolution was read, and referred to 
the Committee of the whole House on the reso- 
lutions from the Senate, relative to the brilliant 
achievement of Lieutenants Burrows and McCall, 
and expressive of the sense entertained by Con- 
gress of the conductof Captain Perry, his officers 
and men, in the capture of the British fleet on 
Lake Erie. 

The bill making certain partial appropriations 
for the service of the ycar 1814, passed through 
a Committee of the Whole. : 

Some discussion took place in Committec of 
the Whole, not on the bill, but on a complaint of 
Mr. Prr«in, that the general estimates for the en- 
suing year had not yet been laid before the 
House. In reply, it was remarked by Mr. Eprss, 
that the course now proposed was not novel, but 
had frequently before taken place, of making a 
partial appropriation, when necessary, before the 
general estimates for the service of the year were 
made out. 

The bill was reported to the House, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Daniel 
Boone was read a third time, and passed. 

NAVAL EXPLOITS. 

On motion of Mr. Lownpes, of South Caroli- 
na, the House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the resolutions expressive of the 
sense of Congress of the merits of several of our 
naval heroes, who particularly distinguished 
themselves during the past Summer. 


lutions. 
indeed, of unequal magnitude and importance 5. 
but, the least important of them. if it had been 
obtained by the subjects of any Government on. 
the continent of Europe, would have been heard. 
with admiration, and rewarded with munificence. 
The action between the Enterprise and the Boxer,. 
from which the public eye appears to have been 
withdrawn by the greater magnitude and the con- 
fessedly superior splendor of a more recent vic- 
tory—this action has shown, as conclusively asa 
contest between single ships could show, the supe~ 
riority of American officers and seamen over those 
of the nation which the continued success of a 
century has proved to be superior to all the rest 

of the world in naval warfare. Although Licu- 
tenant Burrows was mortally wounded, carly in 

this action, yet, the skill and gallantry with which 

he commenced it, leave no doubt, that if he had 

been longer spared to the wishesand the wants of his 
country, the same brilliant success which resulted 

would have been obtained under his command; 

while the ability with which Lieutenant McCall 

continued aud completed the contest, assures to 
him as distinguished a fame as if he bad carried 

the vessel into action. The loss of a commander, 
indeed, may fairly be considered as rendering a 
victory more honorable to a successor, because it 
must render it more difficult: it may be expected 
to confuse, though it does not depress. But, the 
victory, which was achieved in forty minutes, 

with a disparity in the effect of the fire of which 

there are other examples in American history— 

such a victory could only have been achieved by 

men who did not lose for a moment their confi- 

dence, or their cool intrepidity. 

Of the victory of Lake Erie, Mr. L. said, that it 
was imore difficult to speak. It was impossible for 
him to speak in terms which could convey any 
adequate conception of the importance of the vic- 
tory—of the unrivalled excellence of the oflicers— 
of the gratitude of the country. The documents 
referred to the committee sufficiently prove that 
superiority of force on the part of the enemy 
which would have insured their victory, if it were 
not the appropriate character of military genius 
to refute the calculations which rely on the su- 
periority of force. Nor was the victory obtained 
over an unskilful ora pusillanimousenemy. The 
English officers were brave and experienced, and 
the slaughter on board their vessels, before they 
were surrendered, sufficiently attests the bravery 
of their seamen. They were skilful officers, sub- 
dued by the ascendency of still superior skill. 
They were a brave foe, who yielded to one yet 
braver. 

There was one characteristie of this action, 
Mr. L. said, which seemed to him so strongly to 
distinguish it, that he could not forbear to ask the 
attention of the Committee to it fora few mo- 
ments. He knew not an instance in naval or mil- 
itary history in which the success of the contest 
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appeared so obviously to result from the personal | satisfaction he felt at the very handsome and elo- 
act of the commander asin this. When the crew | quent manner in which the gentleman from South 
of Captain Perry’s vessel lay bleeding around him; | Carolina had aequitted himself in the observa- 
when his ship was a defenceless hospital; if he | tions he had just made. It would, indeed, have 
had wanted—not courage, which in an American illy become the Representatives of the people, 
officer forms no distinetion—but, if he had wanted | when every city on the continent had almost 
that fertility of resource which extracts from dis- | literally blazed with joy on the occasion of these 
aster the means of success and glory, he did not | victories, to have remained silent on this subject. 
say, if he had surrendered his ship, but if he had! Our ships on the ocean, commanded by the most 
obstinately defended her; if he had gone down | gallant offiers in the worid, had already shown 
wrapped in his flag; if he had pursued any other; what American tars could do, ship to ship, It 
conduct than that which he did pursue, his asso- | remained for the heroof Erie to exhibit to them an 
ciates might have emulated his desperate cour- | awful lesson of our capacity to fight in a squad- 
age, but they must have shared his fate. Thej ron against, not only an equal but superior force. 
battle was lost. lit he were to relate the circumstances which, in 
Now, examine any other victory, however bril- Í his opinion, most distinguished the hero of that 
liani. If, in the battle of the Nile, Lord Nelson | battle, Mr. C. said, he should certainly refer to 
had fallen even by the first fire, does any man l that mentioned by the gentleman from South 
believe that it would have affeeted the result of | Carolina. Imagine to yourself, said he, this val- 
the contest? Inthe battle of Trafalgar he did | uable officer in the hour of peril, his vessel a wreck, 
fall, and victory never for a moment fluttered | her deck strewed with the mangled bodies of his 
from what was then her chosen eyry—the Brit-|dead and dying comrades, and admire with me 
ish mast. And, not only in this view was the! the cool intrepidity and consummate skill with 
victory of Captain Perry unrivalled, but, in the | which he seized the propitious moment, changed 
importance even of its immediate consequences, | his station, and, aided by his gallant second in 
he knew none in the modern history of naval war- | command, and only second in merit, pressed for- 
fare that could be compared with it. An impor-| ward tu fame and to victory. Such an action, it 
tant territory immediately rescued from the grasp | has been well said, has scarcely its parallel in 
of English power—uppermost, Canada conquer- | history. The importance of victory can be more 
ed, or prepared for conquest; an ocean secured | readily realized, when we look at its consequen- 
from the intrusion of every foreign tlag; a fron-}ces. It led to the victory on land, by which a 
tier of a thousand miles relieved from the hostil- | territory was delivered, and a province conquered. 
ity of the most dreadful foe that civilized man | No longer is the patriotic soldier, whose safety 
has ever known! Nay, further, Captain Perry | ought to be guarded by all the principles of honor 
and his gallant associates have not only given us! and of modern warfare, to be delivered over in 
victory in one quarter, but shown us how to obtain | cold blood to the merciless tomahawk. No longer 
itin another yet more important. How deep is| the mother wakes to the agonizing spectacle of 
now the impression on every mind that we want | her child torn from her breast, and immolated to 
but ships to give our fleet on the Atlantic the suc- | savage brutality. Here, sir, said he, the conse- 
cess which has hitherto attended our single vessels! | quences of that victory are most conspicuous; 
We want but ships; we want, then, but fime. | and, coming from a country in the vicinity of 
Never had a nation, when first obliged to engage | the scene of action, and so sensibly alive to its 
in the defence of naval rights by naval means— | consequences, I could not forbear expressing my 
never had such a nation the advantages or the [high satisfaction at giving my vote in favor of 
success of ours. The naval glory of other States | these propositions. Mr. ©. could not sit down, 
has risen by continued effort—by slow gradation; j he said, without expressing his pleasure at find- 
thatof the United States, almost without adawn,|ing that the name of Elliott was coupled with 
has burst upon the world in all the sudden splen- j that of Perry. Lieutenant Elliou had given, in 
dor of a tropical day. To such men we can do| the capture of the British brig Detroit, last Win- 
no honor. All records of the present time must | ter, a promise of future greatness in the line of 
be lost—history must be a fable ora blank—or/ his profession. The admirable manner in which 
their fame is secure. To the naval character of | he had iu the battle of Brie seconded his brave 
the country our votes can do no honor, but, we j commander, attested the propriety of connecting 
may secure ourselves from the imputation of|his name in their resolve with that of the hero of 
insensibility to its merit—we can express our ad- | the Lake. 
miration and our gratitude. | The Committee then rose and reported the 
Mr. L. concluded by saying that the resolution | resolutions; which were, by the House, ordered 
respecting the capture of the Peacock, proposed 1 lo a third reading to-day. 
by the committee of the House, was the usualex-{ They were accordingly read a third time, and 
pression of approbation which, in similar instan- unanimously passed. 
ces, had never been omitted ; it was an inadequate E ae f Sii TE 
memorial of the merit of an officer who devoted} AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 
his life to the honor of his country. On motion of Mr. Pickens, of North Carolina, 
Mr. Cray, of Kentucky, (Speaker,) said that, | the House again resolved itself into a Commit- 
before the question was put, the Chairman nust | tee of the Whole, on Mr. Pickens’s resolutions 
allow him an opportunity of expressing the high | to amend the Constitution, so as to establish a 
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uniform mode of election of 
dent and Vice President. | the Northwestern frontier of the United States against 

Mr. Wricnt spoke in support of the resolution, | the incursions of savages and other enemies, by grant- 
and Mr. Suienuerp against it. Mr. Pickens | ing donations of land to actua! settlers, and for public 
made a few remarks in reply. | purposes, in such situations as may best promote the 

The question was then taken on the resolution. ends proposed, in the northerly and westerly part of 
The vote was—for the resolve 57, against it 70. j the State of Ohio, and of the Territories of Indiana, 


The Committee rose and reported their disa- | Illinois, and Missouri, and that they have leave to re- 


greement to the resolution, and the House ad- | port by bill or otherwise. 
journed. | Mr. TayLor moved to amend the resolve so 


Í as to refer the subject to the Military Committee ; 
j and, thus amended, the resolve was passed. 


Weonespay, January 5. 
Mr. Kenr, of Maryland, presented a petition of | APPROPRIATION BILL. 


sundry inhabitants of the City of Washington, | The engrossed bill making certain partial ap- 
praying that a law may be passed, authorizing propriations for the service of the year 1814, was 
the laying off into lots, and the sale of the vacant | pead a third time. [The main appropriation in 
and Ps eae ground lying, between the | the bill is one and a half millions of dollars on 

apitol and the Potomac river, and that the pro- | aecount of the expense of the Military Establish- 
ceeds of said ground may be applied to altering ment.] 


the te af ihe scant, ad eee ae Mr. Prrein moved to lay the bill on the table 
me Ds Par Cc i eels o the Committee for | yntil to-morrow, with a view, if the annual esti- 
e District olo umon. mates were not then received, to move its post- 


Pie: et of Mr eo Pe eu of | ponement from day to day until they were re- 
mey rdin, presented on the 27th of Decem- | ceived. He could not conceive why the esti- 


ber, 1804, was referred to the Committee on Pen-| mates had not at least accompanied, if not pre- 


M aE ETE ees itt d ceded, the demand for an appropriation of money. 
re cur, from a select committee, reported | Jt would be with an ill grace that the head of the 


[i 
e o AE au uniform mode eat War Department could assign his absence from 
enators and Representatives to Congress; which | the seat of Government as a reason for their not 
was read, and committed to a Committee of the being prepared, if such should be the fact. Be 
i 
| 


Ble Aes Oe dtheC the cause what it might. he hoped the House 
‘The following proposition to amend the Con- | would not pass the bill, until the estimates were 
stitution of the United States, was submitted by received 

Mr. rae pi of Virginia which was read, and The postponement was also advocated by Mr. 
ordered to lie on thc table: Grosvenor, who exhorted the House, as guar- 
f Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- diaus of the public purse, to use the power in their 
tives of the United Slates of America in Congress as- | hands of refusing supplies, in order to coerce 
sembled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring, That i the production of the necessary estimates. The 


the following articles be proposed to the Legislatures mere demand from the Head of the Department 
of the several States, as amendments to the Constitu- wane 


tion of the United Statos, each of which, when ratified 
by three-fourths of the said Legislatures, shall be valid, 


to all intents and purposes, as part of the said Con- : : 
stitution : B T P for his part he did not feel. 


1. Congress shall have power to lay a tax or duty, į Mr. Eppes, of Virginia, and Mr. Troup, of 
not exceeding ten per centum ad valorem, on articles | Georgia, stated in reply, as was stated yester- 
exported from any State. day by Mr. E, that the course was by no means 

2. Congress shall have power to make roads in any novel, of anticipating the regular annual general 


State. . | appropriation by partial appropriations for par- 

3. Congress shall have power to make canals in any | ticular.objects; that this appropriation had been 
State, with the consent of the State within which the | recommended by a letter from the head of the 
same shall be made. | Department of War, in which it is stated, that 

4. Congress shall have power to establish a national | the appropriation for the year 1813 having been 
bank, with branches thereof, in any State. | expended, a partial appropriation for the year 1814, 

The engrossed resolution relative to the brilliant | similar to that made last year, was essential to 
exploit of the deceased Captain Lawrence and | the public service; that the appropriation at this 
the crew of the Hornet, in the capture of the 
British brig Peacock, was read a third time and | ture expenditure, and sanctioned no application 
passed unanimously. of public money except to objects already author- 


Mr. Kitnoury, of Ohio, by way of again intro- | ized by law, &c. 
: | y 


_ in his view, sufficient warrant to justify 
the appropriation of money. even if a contidence 
were reposed in the call of such officer, which 


time destroyed no accountability for past or fu- 


ducing to the attention of the Honse a subject} Some incidental desultory discussion took place 
which had been presented to their notice at the | on the amount of the appropriations of last year, 
last session but not finally acted on, moved the | &e., not generally interesting. In the course of 
following resolution: it, Mr. Cueves of South Carolina said he should 

Resolved, ‘That a committee be appointed to inquire | give a reluctant vote for the bill, inasmuch as 


into the expediency of providing more effectually, and | the estimates were not before the House; and Mr. 
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postponement 57, against it 104. So the motion 
was lost. 

The bill passed without further opposition, and 
was sent to the Senate for concurrence. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 
The House resumed the order of the day on 


the report of the Committce of the Whole on 
the proposed amendment to the Constitution, for 


making uniform the mode of choosing Electors | 


of President and Vice President. 
the committee is against the resolution. 
Mr. Guotson said, in substance, that as he ex- 


pected to vote on the question before the House ; operations of our Constitutional prov 


was decided by yeas and naysas follows: For the | 
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innovation, or that I would encourage frequent 
Constitutionalamendments. No, sir; on the con- 
trary. I have with much reflection adopted it as 
a fixed principle, that, in a Government whose 
form is a pure representative democracy, I would 
make no change in the Constitution except such 


The report of | as should be suggested by practical experience. 
if never would alter a Republican Constitution 


merely for the sake of theorizing. Testing the 


ision on the 


differently from a large majority of his colleagues, | subject now before the House by this maxim, the 


he would beg permission very succinctly to as- 
sign some of the reasons by which he was gov- 
erned. The reasons which operate on my mind, 
said Mr. G., are not such as have been resorted to 
in the debate. Ishall support, sir, the proposition | 
submitted by the honorable gentleman from North | 
Carolina, (Mr. Picxens,) because it will tend to 
nationalize the institutions of the country to which 
it relates, and will give to them a more federative 
republican form. At present the Electors of the | 
Chief Magistrate of the nation are chosen by the ! 
variant modes of eighteen distiuct independent | 
State sovereignties. In some States the choice | 
is by the Legislatures thereof; in some by gen- j 
eral ticket; in others by districts, &e. Now, itj 
is perfectly manifest, that where those who are 
to appoint the President are themselves thus se- | 
lected, the election ofa President may not be sub- | 
stantially and unequivocally by the people. There ! 
is no certainty or assurance that Electors chosen | 
by the State Legislatures, for instance, would | 
select the same person for President as would the | 
people, or persons immediately appointed by them | 
for the purpose. 

Onder the present mode, the fact cannot be | 
concealed, and Lam far from attempting to dis- 
guise it, that recourse must of necessity be had | 
to the agency of bodies called caucusses—and I: 
do not know, sir, under the present arrangement | 
how they could be avoided. The custom, for ex- i 
ample, in the States choosing Electors by general | 
ticket, is for the Legislatures of such States to 


question arises whether any partial inconyeni- 
ences have resulted. Itis perfectly notorious that 
such inconveniences have taken place, and they 
require to be remedied. They need not be recited. 
Iam justified by experience in saying I would 
take as little power out of the hands of the people 
as possible. I would restore it to them in this 
case—I would not deprive them of the important 
privilege embraced and secured to them by the 
amendment before us. ‘There is no necessity for 
withholding it, and it is at least as likely to be 
exercised with safety by the people as in any 
other way. 1 therefore hope the amendment will 
be adopted. 

Mr. Wricnt, Mr. Macon, and Mr. ALSTON, 


| spoke against the report; when the further con- 


sideration of the report was postponed to to-mor- 
row, on the suggestion of Mr. Gaston, that he 
had understood that some gentlemen who had 
voted against the amendment were friendly to 
the principle of the proposed amendment, but op- 
posed to its detail; and that, being desirous that 
the principle should be fairly tried, he wished 


| time to prepare an amendment whieh should 


place the principle directly before the House. 
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. 
Mr. Tay.or, of New York, offered for consid- 
eration the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making it 
; the duty of the Attorney General of the United States 


meet informally, that is in caucus, and to desig- i to keep his office at the seat of Government during 


nate and recommend to the people certain persons i the ssesion of Congress; and that they have leave to 
for the most part unknown to them, to be Elec- 

tors ; and these persons are accordingly uniformly 

chosen by the people. In this case the right of | 
election is virtually exercised by the Legislatures, 
and only formally by the people. ‘This is obvious 
to every gentleman. It would be uncandid to 
deny it. Here then, not intentionally, but from i 
the very nature of our institutions, there is an en-! 
eroachment on the privileges of the citizen. Now, 

sit, without any previous nomination, or recom- | 


report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. T. observed that it would seem to be ne- 
cessary, from the experience of the House, that 
the law officer sould be present during its ses- 
sions. In most of the States, the law officer was 
required to be present during the sessions of their 
Legislatures, and all papers involving legal ques- 
tions were referred to him for his opinion there- 
on. The vast importance of the acts frequently 
before Congress, and their bearing on pre-exist- 
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ing laws, seemed to rende 
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r it especially neces- | tution would admit. A conviction of the pro- 


sary that such an officer should be present at this | priety of such amendment was not peculiar to 


place during the sessions of Congress ; 


and toj New York. 


An amendment was recommended 


bring the subject before the House, he had moved | by the Convention of North Carolina in the fol- 


this inquiry. 
The resolution was agreed to without opposi- 
tion. 


ASSUMPTION OF DIRECT TAX. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee! 
of the Whole on the bill to amend the 7th sec- | 
tion of the act to lay and collect a direct tax | 


within the United States. 

The bill having been read through— 

Mr. Taycor observed that the Legislature in 
New York holds but one session annually, which 
commences on the last Tuesday in January, and 
that the bill is intended to give to New York the 
same privilege of electing to pay its quota of the 
direct tax into the Treasury as has been enjoyed 
by other States under the seventh section of the 
act to lay and collect a direct tax within the 
United States. 

The obvious propriety of passing the bill was 


lowing words: 


« When Congress shall lay direct taxes, they shall 
immediately inform the Executive power of each 
State of the quota of such State, according to the cen- 
sus herein directed, which is proposed to be thereby 
raised; and if the Legislature of any State shall pass 
a law, which shall be effectual for raising such quota 
at the time required by Congress, the taxes laid by 
Congress shall not be collected in such State.” 


An amendment in the same words was pro- 


! posed by the Convention of Virginia, accompa- 


nied with an injunction upon their Representa- 
tives in Congress to use all reasonable and legal 
methods to obtain its ratification. 

The Convention of South Carolina accompa- 
nied their ratification of the Constitution with 
resolutions: s 

“That the General Government of the United 
States ought never to impose direct taxes but when 


evident from the same consideration which in- ' the moneys arising from the duties, imposts, and cx- 


duced the introduction of the general principle 
of State assumption into the act of last session. 
But there was another consideration, intimately 
connected with the original compact between 
the States, to which he begged leave to ask the 
attention of the Committee. The Federal Con- 
stitution was ratified in convention by most of 
the States between the Autumn of 1787 and the 
Spring of 1788. New York was among the last 
States adopting it. If his memory served him, 
it was last except North Carolina, the Conven- 
tion in the latter State having closed its session 
on the first of August, and in tke former on the 
26th of July, 1788. 


the Constitution to lay and collect direct taxes, 
had among others in the State of New York an 
effect to retard its ratification. And when the 
Convention finally yielded their assent, they 
took care in the same document to enjoin it upon 


their Representatives in Congress to exert all! 


their influence, and use all reasonable means to 


obtain a ratification of several amendments, | 


among which is the following: 

«Phat Congress do not lay direct taxes but when 
the moncys arising from the impost and excise shall 
be insufficient for the public exigencies, nor then until 
Congress shall first have made a requisition upon the 
States to assess, levy, and pay their respective propor- 
tions of such requisition agreeably to the census fixed 
in the said Constitution, in such way and manner as 
the Legislature of the respective States shall judge 
best; and in such case, if any State shall neglect or 
refuse to pay its proportion, pursuant to such requisi- 
tion, then Congress may assess and levy such State 
proportion together with interest at the rate of six per 
centum per annum, from the time of payment pre- 
scribed in such requisition.” 

The same Convention expressed their confi- 
dence that all laws in the meantime to be passed 
by Congress, would conform to the spirit of that 
and the other amendments, as far as the Consti- 


| cise, 
i until Congress shall have made a requisition upon the 


Considerations connected į 


f . l ouis ates fur her g 
with the general power vested in Congress by | guished among the States for her attachment tu 


are insufficient for the public exigencies, nor then 
| States to assess, levy, and pay their respective propor- 
tions of such requisitions.” 

And “ That it be a standing instruction to all such 
delegates as may hereafter be elected to represent this 
State in the General Government, to exert their ut- 
most abilities und influence to eflect an alteration of 
the Constitution, conformably to the foregoing resolu- 
tion.” 

The Convention of New Hampshire proposed 
an amendment embracing the same principle, 
and in nearly the same words, as that of New 
York. Even Massachusetts, at that time distin- 
the general interest of the Confederation, and 
having given the most signal examples of her 
confidence in the General Government, did not 
ratify the Federal Constitution without recom- 
mending the same amendment proposed by New 
York. ‘Ihe direct tax for the ensuing year has 
į already been assumed by several States. He 
did not speak from authority, but it was under- 
stood that it had been assumed by New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Kentucky, Ohio, South Carolina, 
and Georgia, making an aggregate in amount of 
| about one-third part of the whole tax. He wished 

to afford to New York the same privilege as had 
been enjoyed by other States, and such was the 
object of this bill. 

Mr. Roperrson remarked that from the ex- 
tent of territory of the State which he repre- 
sented, and the very small compensation attached 
to these offices, it would be impossible in that 
State to get proper persons to accept the office 
either of assessor or collector; so that the only 
way in which the direct tax could be collected in 
that State, would be by the interposition of the 
Legislature. But that Assembly did not meet 
until this mouth; so that the law as it now stood 
would not embrace the case of Louisiana. He 
proposed, therefore, to amend the bill so as to 
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After an observation from Mr. TAYLOR, that j 


an understanding with the constituted authori- 
ties of that State might obviate the necessity of 
legal provisions in relation to its quota, as it was 
generally understood the State would assume its 
proportion, the Committee rose and reported the 
bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


Tuurspay, January 10. 
Mr. Kityourn and Mr. Jennings severally 
presented petitions from sundry inhabitants of 
the several States and Territories West of the 


Allegany mountains, praying that donations of ! 


land may be granted to actual settlers on the 
Northwestern frontier of the United States, the 
better to protect the said frontier—Referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. McKim, the Committee of 
Ways and Means were instructed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what amendments are 
necessary to the laws laying and collecting a 
duty on imports and tonnage, with a view to pre- 
vent frauds, and more perfectly to secure the 
revenue arising from this source, and that the 


committee have leave to report by bill or other- 


wise. 

The said resolutions were read, and ordered to 
lie on the table. 

An engrossed bill to amend the seventh sec- 
tion of the act, entitled “An act to lay and collect 
a direct tax within the United States,” was read 
the third time, and passed. 

The following Message was received from the 
Presipenr or Tut Unirep STATES: 

To the Senule and House o 
Representatives of the United States : | 

I transmit, for the information of Congress, copies | 
of a letter from the British Secretary of State for For- ! 
cign Affairs to the Secretary of State, with the answer i 
of the latter. I 

In appreciating the accepted proposal of the Gov- ! 


Janvary, 1814. 


| tive to the brilliant achievement of Captain James 
į Lawrence, in the capture of the British vessel of 
war Peacock.” 
The House resumed the consideration of the 

: report of the Committee of the Whole on Mr. 
! Pickens’s motion; which was debated for some 
time by Mr. Grosvenor in opposition, and Mr. 
; Gaston and Mr. Prexerine in favor of the pro- 

posed amendment to the Constitution. Mr. Mug- 
| FREE also spoke at length in favor of an uniform 
i choice of Electors, not by districts, as proposed, 
| but by the State Legislatures, 
On motion of Mr. JENNINGS, 
; , fesolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
: fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
| of compensating Captain William Hargrove, and 
| the officers and privates under his command, for 


| services rendered the United States as mounted 
rangers of Lhe Northwestern frontier. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, from the committee to whom 
; was referred the memorial of Oliver Evans, and 
i of others, interested on the subject of patent terms 
jin general, and Mr. Evans’s improvements in 
i milling particularly, made a report, in part, on the 
| petitions of the flour manufacturers against Oli- 
| ver Evans’s patent, concluding with a resolution. 
that “their petition ought not to be granted.” 
| This report was, on motion of Mr. Fisk, of New 
| York, referred to a Committee of the Whole. 
| Mr. Incersou stated, also, for public informa- 
| tion, that, in relation to the subject at large of 
i the extension of patent terms generally, it was 
i the commiittee’s impression that it would be inex- 
i pedient generally to extend the terms of patent 
j rights, though an extension might be due to Mr. 
| Evans’s improvements of the steam engine. A 
j decision on this question, however, had been de- 
ferred by the committee, with a view to afford an 
opportunity to persons claiming like indulgence 
| to bring their claims before Congress. 


LIEUTENANT GENERAL PROPOSED. 


Mr. Murrren offered for consideration the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 


ernment of Great Britain for instituting negotiations ` be instructed to inquire into the expediency of empow- 
for peace, Congress will not fail to keep in mind, that | ering by law the President of the United States, by and 
vigorous preparations for carrying on the war can in j With the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
no respect impede the progress to a favorable result; | one Lieutenant General to command the Armies of the 
whilst a relaxation of such preparations, should the | United States, with such powers and emoluments as 


wishes of the United States for a speedy restoration of 


the blessings of peace be disappointed, would neces- : 


sarily have the most injurious consequences. 
JAMES MADISON. 
Jaxuary 6, 1814. 


The said Message and documents were read, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

Another Message was also received from the 
President of the United States, trausmitting the 
annual report of the Director of the Mint. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senare have passed the bill * making 
certain partial appropriations for the service of 
the year 1814,” with amendments, in which they 
ask the concurrence of this House. The Senate 
have also passed, unanimously, the resolution rela- 


i may be deemed expedient. 


Mr. M. said, in his opinion the result of the 
last campaign had disappointed the expectations 
of every one. That opinion had been decid- 
edly expressed by this House, in its recent vote 
for inquiry into the causes which led to the fail- 
ure of our arms, However general might be the 
; opinion in this House, it was still more so in the 
ination. He hoped and trusted the inquiry em- 
i braced in the resolution just alluded to. would be 
; so prosecuted as te show where the blame really 
i rests; that. if misconduct has taken place, it may 
i be laid at the door of the person by whom it was 
committed; for, as the matter now stands, no two 
persons in the House would agree on the causes 
whence this unexpected result has proceeded. But 
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Tn every 
age, and under every Government, it 
found necessary to have some officer appointed 
who should be responsible for the conduct of the 
army, so that it should not require an investiga- 
tuon of two ur three years to ascertain who was 
to blame for any particular error or misconduct. 
Previous to the war with France, in 1798, it was 
thought necessary to have a person of that char- 
acter. At that period, Mr. M. said, there were a 
great many more of the officers of our Revolu- 
tionary army living than there are now, 
whom held seats in Congress. He should be jus- 
tified in saying, there was at least as much mili- 
tary talent in the nation at that time as there is 
now; and if it was at that day expedient. ona 
mere prospect of war, to appoint a Lieutenant 
General, he could not for his own part conceive 
that the same step was not equally necessary at 
this day, when war actually exists. It must, in- 
deed, be admitted on all hands, to be more neces- 
sary now than it was then. It was a fact, he 
said, of which no gentleman in the House could 
be ignorant, that the Secretary of War had been 
absent from the seat of Government for some 
months, for the purpose, 

effect to the operations of the campaign. 1f such 
was his object, what was that but assuming upon 
himself the office of Commander-in-Chief? If it 
was necessary such an office should exist, he con- 
ceived it highly proper that another officer should 
be appointed to execute its duties, and that they 
should not devolve on the Secretary of 
addition to the important duties prescribed for 
him to perform. lt was true, Mr. M. said. that 
he himself had no pretensions to military know- 
ledge; but, without making any pretension to it, 
he might be permitted to presume that the same 
men and the same measures would, in the next 
campaign, produce the same result as in the last ; 


and he offered the above resolution under the | arms. 


hope that some benefit would result from any 
change whatever. 

Mr. Wataurr said, he did not rise to oppose the 
reference of this subject to the military commit- 
tee; but he rose to put the gentleman right as to 
the feeling of the House and of the nation, which 
he appears so much to have misunderstood. Have 
the arms of the United States failed in the cam- 
paign? Have we not, on the contrary, been mar- 
vellously successful? We have gained a province 
taken from us. Is that nothing? Lake Erie, a 
great inland sea, occupied by the enemy at the 
commencement of the campaign, and all its 
shores, are ours, We conquered and took the 
army of the enemy in that quarter; we reduced 
all the Indian tribes under the yoke of the United 


States, and compelled them to beg for subsistence j 


for their wives and children from us, Here there 


as report said, of giving | 


H. or R. 
from the British 


‘quer us with so much facility, was driven into 


| general sickness and debility, and yet they pro- 
! ceeded on, and are even now lying at the key of 
Canada, and ready to descend to Montreal the 
; moment the season permits. True it is, said Mr. 
! W., that public expectation was raised to a high 
| pitch. What man could do we could achieve ; 


H 


many of | but it was impossible to war against the elements, 


i or we should long ’ere now have been in posses- 
i sion of Montreal. For his part, Mr. W. said, he 
attached no blame to any one; and it was cruel, 
| on such a subject as this, to anticipate judgment 
before the evidence necessary to enable them to 

decide was submitted to the House. It was a 
vealumny to say our arms had failed. We had 

never directed a blow that had not its duc ef- 
‘fect. But it was said the Secretary of War as- 
j sumed the command. If a Lieutenant General 
| be appointed, Mr. W., said, he would be as much 
i subordinate to the Secretary of War as the pres- 
tent officers of the army were. When the last 
session of Congress ended, and he could without 
disadvantage leave the seat of Government, the 
Secretary of War had left his ease here, and vol- 
untarily encountered all the toil and fatigue of a 


| camp life, to contribute his best efforts to the suc- 
ie of our arms; and was there any man in the 
f 


nation who would disapprove his conduet? We 


War, in |do injustice, said Mr. W., to the characters we 
| thus censure, and not much credit to ourselves. 


| The man who undertakes to give an opinion with- 
out evidence, is not qualified to decide on it when 
he has it before him, for he must be too preju- 
diced to judge correctly. Mr. W. observed he 
had objected to the resolution passed the other 
day, because there had been no failure of our 
| No officer had deserved condemnation 
until evidence appeared against him; and there 
| was no evidence against the courage or conduct 
i of ourarmy, which had displayed, not Roman, but 
| American valor; so conspicuous, indeed, had been 
the courage displayed, both by our army and na- 
vy, that he hoped the man who should hereafter 
speak of Roman valor, on this floor, would be con- 


| sidered as speaking in the second degree, and not 
| the first. 


Mr. Fisk, of New York, said, before the ques- 
tion was taken on this resolve, he should prefer 
to see the House engaged in raising an army cal- 
culated to require the command of an officer of 
so bigh a grade. For, after all that might be 
said, and all the inquiry that could he had, it 
would be found to be owing to want of soldiers 
more than want of officers that our army had not 
accomplished all that was expected of them during 
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Governo 


the last campaign. With a desire that Congress | 


| 
This motion was agreed to without a division ; | ; 
and the resolution lies over for further conside- į tion. He was certain there were none of the 
ration. ; delegation from that State who approved it. 
GOVERNOR CHITTENDEN. i The act was unjustifiable; but it was the act of 
Mr. Suan, after a number of introductory re- ithe Governor of a State. The resolutions were 


marks, explanatory of the laws relating to the | objectionable in several points of view, of which 
militia, which subject them, when in actual ser- | he would briefly notice only one or two. If Gov. 
vice, to the rules and articles of war, and place į Chittenden had committed an offence against the 
them, during such time, in all respects on the | laws, he was liabic to the proper tribunal. It was 
footing of regular troops, adverted to the recent | not proper that the House of Representatives 
proclamation of Governor Chittenden, of Ver-; should turn informers. The courts of justice 
mont, calling the militia of that State from the po- should be as clear from any improper influence 
sition assigned them by military orders. This act, | as possible. H the resolutions should be adopted, 
he said, was in direct violation of the statute, | and the weight of the opinion of the House of 
which makes it penal to entice the soldiers in the į Representatives were such us it ought to be, it 
service of the United States to desert. This act i would be conclusive against the individual con- 
was done, too, at a critical Lime, and by a person | cerned; if, however, they failed in convicting 
standing in so conspicuous a station as to require | him, and merely excited public sympathy in his 
particularly the punishment due to his offence. | favor by their accusation, 1t would place this 
Mr. S. adverted to the peculiar station of the ody in an unpleasant, if not ridiculous point of 
militia thus ordered home, on a frontier requir-| View. In such case the House had no Constitu- 
ing their presence for its protection ; and whence, tional power; and all resolutions on the subject 
he said, from their character, they might, indeed, j must beimproper. As wellas for another reason: 
have been expected. being the descendants of the | these resolutions declare the law to be so and so, 
Green Mountain Boys who so much distin- | and then declare the Governor to have violated 
guished themselves during our Revolution un-| the law. Now, said Mr. F., our resolutions nei- 
der the illustrious Allen, to have voluntarily | 
aided in the invasion of the territory of the enemy. : 
Under these circumstances, and when their ser- | 
vices were most needed, they were invited byi 
Governor Chittenden to desert their position, | 
His conduct in this respect must meet the de-! 
cided reprehension not only of every member of | 
this House, but of every good citizen in the na- | eas f i 
tion. lt ought then to receive legal serutiny. Mr. Grosvenor said, if, without expresgng 
His offence ought to be punished, lest our Jaws | any Opinion on the part of this House, the reso- 
should be subjeet to the remark which was ap- | lutions merely directed the Attorney General to 


ther make or strengthen laws, and therefore can 
be of no use. Viewing the resolutions as objec- 
tionable in every point ef view, he moved that 
they lie on the table. 

Mr. Suanp said, as the delegation from Ver- 
mont appeared to object to the form or principle 
of these resolves, he had no objection to let them 
lie for consideration. 


plied to Solon’s: that they were like cobwebs, Institute a prosecution against Governor Chit- 
which entangled the weak, but which the strong tenden, he, for his own part, would not object to 
could break through. To bring this subject di- them. Tle had no objection to let the Jadiciary, 
rectly before this House, he offered the following under the Constitution and law, decide the ques- 
resolutions: tion al once, whether the Governors who had 

Resolved, That the militia of any of these United acted with Governor Chittenden had ur had not 
States, or the Territories thercof, when lawfully em- acted constitutionally. Without knowing what 
ployed in the service of the United States, are subject | was the opinion of others, if that part was ex- 
to the same rules and articles as the troops of the Uni- | punged which threw the opinion of this House 
ted States. ‘in the scale against the gentleman implicated, 

Resolved, That every person not subject to the rules | he should not object toa resolution which should 
and articles of war, who shall procure or entice a | place the question properly before a judicial tri- 
soldier in the service of the United States to desert, is | bunal, where alone it could be correctly decided. 
guilty of an infraction of the laws of the United States, | Mr. Wricut said he was of the same opinion 


and subject to punishment. with the gentleman last up, but for a different 
Resolved, That his Excellency Martin Chittenden, | reason. He did not wish ie crime in question 


3 Ve isenitie. his proce ; : 
oe ofina mE o CEON ay Ve hie pror j to be considered as the mere breach of a penal 
AMORI eae ee ae y j law. He held in his hand the Constitution of 


vember, in the year of our Lord 1813, did entice ai es 5 ; A 
soldiers in the service of the United States to desert. | the United States, which defined the crime of 


‘herefore | treason to be levying war, &c., and affording aid 
3 he ta e H } ý 
Resolved, 'That the President of the United States | and comfort to the enemy. He had mo idea of 
be, and he is hereby, requested to instruct the Attor- confining the offence of Governor Chittenden 
ney General of the United States to institute a prose- either expressly or by inference to the mere pec- 
cution against the said Martin Chittenden. cadillo of violating a law, when he appeared to 
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have violated so much more important and au- 
thoritative an instrument. 

Mr. Finpiey said he had no objection to the 
resolutions lying on the table; but was totally 
opposed to this House giving its opinion on the 
law, or directing the prosecution of any one. He 
was opposed to the whole resolutions, because he 
believed no good could come of them, though he 
should, for the present, vote for their lying on 
the table. 

The resolutions were then ordered to lie on 
the table. 


Fripay, January 7. 

The amendment of the Senate to the resolution 
relative to the brilliant achievement of Captain 
James Lawrence, in the capture of the Britsh ves- 
sel of war the Peacock, was read, and concurred 
in by the House. 

The Spraxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a state- 
ment of moncy appropriated for the Military De- 
partment, for the year 1813, which was read, and | 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, called up his amend- | 


ment proposed to the Constitation, which was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole. 


MEMORIAL OF PAUL CUFFE. 

Mr. Wuearon presented a petition of Paul 
Cuffe, a free colored man, who states, that, from 
motives of religion and humanity, he hath been 
induced to attempt the civilization and amelio- 
ration of the condition of the inhabitants of the 
African Continent, and praying permission for a 
vessel to depart from the United States, to Sierra 
Leone, for the purpose of carrying a number of 
families of free colored people, to effect the object | 
of his undertaking.—Referred to the Committee | 
of Commerce and Manufactures. The memorial | 
is as follows: 


To the President, Senate,and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America. 


The memorial and petition of Paul Cufte, of West- 
port, in the State of Massachusetts, respectfully show- 
eth, that your memorialist, actuated by motives which 
he conceives are dictated by the philanthropy which 
is the offspring of Christian benevolence, is induced to 
ask the patronage of the Government of the United 
States, in affording aid in execution of a plan, which 
he cherishes a hope may ultimately prove beneficial to 
his brethren of the African race within their nativ 
climate. 

In order to give a complete view of the object in 
contemplation, it may not be considered trespassing 
too much on your time, to premise some of the lead- 
ing circumstances which have led to the present ap- 
plication. Your memorialist, being a descendant of 
Africa, and early instructed in habits of sobricty and 
industry, has gratefully to acknowledge the many fa- 
vors of a bountiful Providence, both in preserving him ; 
from many of the evils which the people of his color 
100 often have fallen into, and also, by blessing his in- 
dustry with such a portion of the comforts of life as to 
enable him in some degree not only to commiserate, 
but to relieve the sufferings of his fellow creatures ; 


el 


and having early found implanted in his heart the prin- 
ciples of equity and justice, he could but view the 
practice of his brethren of the African race in selling 
their fellow creatures into a state of slavery for life as 
very inconsistent with that divine principle ; and, in 
his mature age, having been greatly interested in the 
abundant labor of many pious individuals, both in this 
country and in England to produce a termination of 
the wrongs of Africa, by prohibiting the slave trade, 
and also to improve the condition of the degraded in- 
habitants of the land of his ancestors, he conceived it 
a duty incumbent upon him, as a faithful steward of 
the mercies he had received, to give up a portion of 
his time and his property in visiting that country, and 
affording such means as might be in his power to pro- 
mote the improvement and civilization of the Africans. 


Under these impressions he left his family, and with 
a sacrifice of both time and money visited Sierra Leone, 
and there gained such information of the country and 
its inhabitants, as enabled him to form an opinion of 
many improvements that appeared to him essential to 
the well-being of that people. ‘These he had an op- 
portunity of communicating to several distinguished 


| members of the Royal African Institution in London, 


and he had the satisfaction at that time to find that 
his recommendations were approved by the celebrated 
philanthropists, the Duke of Gloucester, William Wil- 
berforce, Thomas Clarkson, William Allen, and others, 
and has since learned that the institution have so far 
acceded to his plans as to make some special provision 
to carry them into effect. One of these objects was 
to keep up an intercourse with the free people of color 
in the United States, in the expectation that some per- 
sons of reputation would feel sufficiently interested to 
visit Africa, and endeavor to promote habits of indus- 
try, sobriety, and frugality, among the natives of that 
country. 


These views having been communicated by your 
petitioner to the free people of color in Baltimore, 
Philadelphia, New York, and Boston, they, with azeal 
becoming so important a concern, have manifested a 
disposition to promote so laudable an undertaking, and 
several families, whose characters promise usefulness, 
have come to a conclusion, if proper ways could be 
opened, to go to Africa, in order to give their aid in 
promoting the objects already adverted to. Your pe- 
titioner, still animated with a sincere desire of making 
the knowledge he has acquired, and the sacrifices he 
has already made, more permanently useful in pro- 
moting the civilization of Africa, soltcits your aid so 
far as to grant permission that a vessel may be em- 
ployed (if liberty can also be obtained from the British 
Government) between this country and Sierra Leone, 
to transport such persons and families as may be in- 
clined to go, as also, some articles of provision, to- 
gether with implements of hushandry, and machinery 
for some mechanic arts, and to bring back such of the 
native productions of that country as may be wanted. 

For although pecuniary profit does not enter into 
calculation in the object in contemplation, nor does it 
afford any very promising prospects, yet, withouta little 
aid from the trifling commerce of that country, the ex- 
pense would fall too heavy on your petitioner, and 
those of his friends who feel disposed to patronize the 
undertaking. Your petitioner therefore craves the at- 
tention of Congress to a concern which appears to him 
very important to a portion of his fellow creatures, 
who have been long excluded from the common ad- 
vantages of civilized life, and prays that they will af- 
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dom may think best. ; 
With much respect, E am your assured friend, 
PAUL CUFFE, 
Westport, 6th month, 1813. 


CLAIM OF REBECCA HODGSON. 


Mr. Ancurr, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the petition of Rebecea Hodg- 
son, which was read, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

The report is as follows: 


That by virtue of a lease dated on the 14th day of 
August, 1800, the house of a certain Joseph Hodgson, 
in the city of Washington, was let to Samuel Dexter, 
the then Secretary of War, for the term of eight months; 
in which lease the said Dexter covenanted, for him- 
self and his successors, to keep the said premises in 
good and sufficient repair, ordinary decay and inevi- 
table casualty excepted: and the same, so kept in re- 
pair, at the expiration of the term to deliver up to the 
said Hodgson: That, in pursuance of the lease, Mr. 
Dexter took possession, in the name of the United 
States, of the building and premises, and occupied the 
same as a public office: ‘That, on the evening of the 
8th day of November, 1800, a fire communicated itself 
to the house, by which it was destroyed: That, after 
the expiration of the term for which the house had 
been leased, Joseph Hodgson instituted a suit against 
Samuel Dexter for an alleged breach of the covenant 
contained in the lease, in not delivering up the prem- 
ises in good and sufficient repair. But the Supreme 
Court of the United States, at February term, 1803, 
gave judgment against the plaintiff, on the ground, that 
as Dexter was a public agent of the Government, he 
was not responsible in his personal and individual ca- 
pacity. The court, however, in their decision in this 
case, gave no opinion on the liability of the United 
States. 

The present petitioner is the legal representative of 
Joseph Hodgson, and claims of the Government dam- 
ages equal to the value of the house, in consequence 
of its destruction by fire. 

In determining on the legality of the petitioner's 
claim, it becomes necessary to examine the significa- 
tion and true construction of the words ‘inevitable 
casualty,” and to ascertain whether the destruction of 
this house took place by such an inevitable casualty as 
exonerates the lessee from the operation of the co- 
venant, for a breach of which damages to the lessor 
would necessarily result. The acts of God, which 
may be defined to be such occurrences as could not 
happen by the intervention of man, as storms, light- 
wings, earthquakes, and tempests, are very properly 
denominated inevitable casualties. But the expression 
cannot be confined to those accidents alone which 
human efforts cannot control; for it has been applied 
by eminent authority to those occurrences which may 
be checked or subdued by the exertion of man. Jord 
Mansficld, the uniform correctness of whose adminis- 
tration of civil jurisprudence has been often culogized, 
considers a fire which originates without negligence 
or design, as an inevitable accident; and Sir William 
Jones, whose style is universally admired for its purity 
and precision, in different passages in his elementary 

treaties on bailment, calls a fire happening under the 
same circumstances of accident, an inevitable accident, 
and an inevitable mischance. By these two distin- 
guished jurists, a fire happening without negligence 


January, 1814. 


The next inquiry which presents itself for considera- 
| tion is, whether the fire by which the house of Hodgson 
j was destroyed, took place by negligence, accident, or 

design. in making their determination upon this sub- 
ject, your committee conceived themselves bound to 
examine, not only the evidence adduced by the pe- 
titioner, but other testimony, which, from an examina- 
tion of the journal of the House, they found to be in 
| existence, and to be applicable to the case. On the 
į 10th of February, 1801, a committce was appointed to 
investigate the causes of the late fires in the War and 
Treasury Departments, who, on the 2&th of the same 
month, reported to the House a variety of depositions 
which they had taken in relation to the sabject of their 
inquiry. From all of which there results a strong pro- 
bability that the fire in the War Department (Hodgson’s 
house) was commuuicated from the fire-place of the ad- 
joining building, and that there is no evidence whatever 
on which to found a suspicion of its having originated 
from negligence or design. If, then, the view which 
your committee have taken of that clause in the lease 
which bears upon the present claim, and the conclu- 
sion which is drawn from the testimony, be correct, 
it necessarily follows that the petitioner can have no 
claim against the United States for compensation or 
damages, until other evidence shall be adduced, which, 
by outweighing that already in existence, shall prove 
the destruction of the house to have been produced by 
negligence or design. Your committee, therefore, con- 
clude with submitting the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the petition of Rebecca Hodgson, 
administratrix of Joseph Hodgson, ought not to be 


granted, 
POST OFFICE PATRONAGE. 

Mr. Incerso tu, of Pennsylvania, said he rose to 
submit a resolution, which he trusted would be 
generally acceptable; because it was intended, 
and he believed calculated, to correct one of the 
most unwarrantable abuses that pervades and vi- 
olates the principles of the Federal Constitution. 
I mean, said Mr. I.,a resolution for inquiring into 
the expediency of so amending the laws now in 
force for the regulation of the General Post Office 
Establishment as shall render appointments under 
that establishment more conformable than they 
are al present to the provisions existing for other 
appointments under the Government. It hasal- 
ways been an objection urged by many respecta- 
ble individuals against the Constitution of the 
United States, from the time of its adoption down 
to this moment, that the Executive Chief Magis- 
trate is entrenched behind too formidable a barrier 
of patronage and influence. Yet that officer can 
make hardly an appointment without submitting 
the nomination to an ordeal in the Senate; an 
ordeal well known to be of the most trying kind— 
for very recently it would occur to everybody 
that, after being tested in the Senatorial crucible, 
some distinguished individuals not answering the 
assay, had been rejected as found wanting and 
thrown back upon the President. The War De- 
partment cannot make an officer, from a major 
general to a cornet, without the intervention of 
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the Senate. Nor can the Navy Department. 
Within a few years an honorable member, now in 
his place in the Senate, had, very meritoriously, 
introduced and carried into operation a provision 
for depriving the Secretary of the Navy of the 
privilege of appointing pursers at his will with- 
out the necessity of a Senatorial supervision. 

If, then, sir, said Mr. I., neither the President 
nor any one of the Executive Secretaries enjoys 
such a field of irresponsible patronage, I submit 
it to every man attached to the principles of the 
Constitution, to consider whether the head of the 
Geaeral Post Office should be allowed, without 
control, without appeal, without question, to 
command the services of a band of agents consist- 
ing, unless I am incorrectly informed, of not 
less than three thousand individuals, distributed 
throughout the territories of this extensive con- 
tinent. Though rotation in office is not a prin- 
ciple embodied in the Constitution, yet it is well 
known to be held so sacred by many that certain 
eminent personages had deemed it becoming 
them to afford it all the illustration in their pow- 
cr, by consecrating it in practice and example. 
Now, sir, it is not the least alarming feature of 
the abuse I complain of, that the gentleman at 
this time presiding over the General Post Office 
Establishment has remained at that post during 
a long period of years—1 cannot say exactly how 
long, but Į believe during nearly four several 
Presidential terms of office—during all which 
period the number of his subalterns has been in- 
creasing, until they have reached three thousand 
persons, who, under another head of this depart- 
mentand another order of things, might be planted 
as the worst of emissaries, for the worst of pur- 
poses, over the United States of America. [am 
not now prepared to say, and I desire it to he dis- 
tinctly understood that I do not mean to say, 
that this great trust has been abused in practice 
by the present Postmaster General; though lcan- 
not deny myself leave to remark, that if no abuses 
have taken place, it isa proof that that gentle- 
man is a purer one than I ever knew, or heard or 
read of. This patronage extends not merely to 
the uncontrolled appointment of inferior deputies. 
IIe has moreover within his gift places which, in 
that particular unfortunately too seductive, that 
is, in point of emolument, are better worth hav- 
ing than any one of the honorable stations occu- 
pied by the Secretaries immediately about the 
person, aud in the Cabinet of the Executive.— 
While therefore I disown any view to implicate 
the General Post Office in culpability at present, 
I cannot help apprehending that other masters 
and other times may come, when honorable Sen- 
ators or other elevated men may be diverted, per- 
verted possibly, from their duties, by hopes al- 
lowed to be entertained that a Postmaster may 
be prevailed on to translate them from their public 
places to others of less dignity but more emolu- 
ment. It does appear to me that unless some 
remedy be applied to this evil, and that without 
delay, we are in danger of a new order of Jesuits. 
in this country, with an unlimited Generalat their 
head,to dictate his orders, and enforce them, 
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under all the pains and penalties of removal from 
their deputations. AU that I require is, that the 
Post Office Establishment should be put on the 
footing of all the other departments of the Gene- 
ral Government; that this should be done as soon 
as possible. and that an effectual remedy should 
be applied to this great and dangerous evil. With 
these views, and the object which he had avowed, 
Mr. I. offered the following resolution : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of revising the laws regulating the 
General Post Office Establishment of the United States, 
and of so amending them as to render them more 
conformable than they are at present to the principles 
of the Constitution, as regards appointments to office 
under that establishment. 


Mr. GuoLtson moved to amend the resolution 
so as to refer it to the standing Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. This motion was 
opposed by Mr. Incersout, on the ground of the 
press of business already before the committee— 
and was negatived. Mr. Ruea, of Tennessee, 
moved to lay the resolution on the table; which 
motion was also negatived. 

The vote on the resolution was as follows— 
for the motion 73, against it 53. 

So the resolution was passed, and a committee 
ordered to be appointed. Mr. Incersoun, Mr. 
Barset, Mr. Roane, Mr. Humppreys, and Mr. 
SHIPAERD, were appointed the committee, 
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Mr. Grosvenor, of New York, rose to make 
a motion which grew out of the present situation 
of our Army on the Northwestern frontier, and 
of the frontier generally, which was daily and 
hourly subject to attack from the enemy—and on 
which subject he felt particularly sensitive, be- 
cause of the proximity of the district he repre- . 
sented to the scene of action. It was well known’ 
to the House that higher up, on the Niagara, 
there had heen an attack by the enemy, which 
was completely successful, and in which a fort 
was destroyed. That evil, if traced to its source, 
would probably be found to be owing to the 
wantof competent officers. He did not mean to 
say, for he did not know, whether the comman- 
der was in fault, for his absence from the post, or 
not. If even in his absence a surprise had taken 
place, there must have been a miserable defect 
in the capacity of the remaining officers. Be 
the fact in this respect as it might, it is well 
known that many of our officers had, from some 
cause or other, recently left the main body of the 
Army on the frontier. He had understood, by 
letters, that scarcely officers sufficient remained 
to perform the ordinary camp duties. He did 
not blame the absent officers—for it was natural, 
if they were permitted, that they should seek a 
milder climate. In his view of the subject, how- 
ever, conceiving our Army to be more exposed 
at this moment than any other, the practice of 
granting leave of absence to so many of the offi- 
cers was calculated to subject it to utter destruc- 
tion. He knew not that his views on this subject 
were correct; but they coincided with the gen- 
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eral views of all with who 
upon it. He knew not but the army or armics 
were perfectly safe from the enemy; but, in his 
view, appearances were strongly against that 
opinion. Besides, Mr. G. said, the Winter sea- 
son was peculiarly the time to make soldiers and 
to make officers. Though the practice of grant- 
ing furloughs to the officers of an army might 
not be unfrequent, yet the times were so changed, 
the usage ought also to be changed, if we wish to 
secure the safety our Army through the Winter. 
Jt was under such impressions that Mr. G. offered 
for consideration the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the acts, rules, and regu- 
lations, by which furloughs and leave of absence from 
the Armies of the United States are obtained by 
officers thercof, and whether the said acts, rules, and 
regulations, ought to be revised, altered, and amended ; 
and that they have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 
Mr. Trotr objected to this motion, as travel- 
ling out the province of the Legislature into that 
of the Executive. To Congress was granted the 
power of raising armies and granting supplies 
for them; but to the Executive was confided the 
exclusive control and direction of the armies 
when raised. Toenable him properly to execute 
this duty, the President had been vested with 
the most arbitrary powers—the power of dismiss- 
ing without assigning a cause, and, Jointly with 
the military courts, of cashiering, and inflicting 
on officers other punishments, even unto death. 
The power then of controlling military move- 
ments, said Mr. T., is not with us, but with the 
Executive. He may dismiss any officer of the 
Army, and even the Seeretary of War, for mis- 
conduct; and the power of control, possessed by 
this [Touse, is the power of impeaching the Pres- 
ident if he fail in the performance of his duty. 
True it was, the enemy had, on a recent occa- 
sion, surprised us, found us slumbering in our 
beds, in a thoughtless manner—but it was not for 
him to say where the blame lay of that occur- 
rence. In relation to the officers now absent 
from the Army, he could only say that he had 
heard—and he had heard because, in his capacity 
of Chairman of the Military Committee, it had 
become his duty to inquire into the matter—that 
when the Army lately went into cantonments, 
there were found to be a considerable number of 
supernumerary officers attached to it. An order 
bad been issued by the commanding General to 
consolidate the troops into full and complete 
regiments and allot to each of the regiments 
so formed its proper complement of ollicers. 
That order being properly executed. the super- 
numerary officers were thrown out of employ— 
and orders were given to them to repair to the 
different recruiting stations, where unquestiona- 
bly they would be occupied more beneficially to 
the service than in any other way. 
the fact in relation to the absence of the officers 
generally who were not with the Army. It 
struck him, Mr. T. said, that there was something 
objectionable in the object of the resolution. It 
proposed to make the manner of granting fur- 
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loughs a matter of legislative provision, when in 
fact it was a thing which could not properly be 
legislated upon, depending so entirely, as it did, 
on circumstances and on the state of the Army. 
If Congress were to makea law, that no fur- 
loughs should be granted, there was not au hon- 
lorable man in the country who would accept a 
| military office. This beiug his view of the sub- 
ject. he hoped the resolution would not pass. 
Mr. Grosvenor seid, he had offered this reso- 
tion from no captious feeling, but from a sincere 
fear that the Army might be subject to destruc- 
tion from the absence of these officers. He could 
not have positive information that such was the 
exposed situation of the Army, but he was in- 
| formed letters had been received in this city from 
i the officers stationed there, importing that they 
| were kept constantly on fatigue duty. As con- 
| servators, in part at least, of the interest of the 
: United States, he wished the House to make in- 
| quiry into these facts; not that he desired himself 
| to propose any regulations or modification of ex- 
| isting laws to remedy the evil, but he wished to 
refer the subject to the proper Military Commit- 
tee, to inquire whether any abuses exist of the 
privilege of furlough. and, if so, whether it was 
possible to providea remedy. He did not wish to 
impeach any officer of a breach of duty; he did 
‘not even know what were the rules and regula- 
tions on the subject. This was what ne desired 
the committee should inquire into. Congress 
+ had the power to make rules and regulations for 
ithe government of the Army; and without any 
i invasion on the functions of the Executive, the 
| granting of furloughs might be made a subject of 
i legislation—and he merely wished to inquire 
| Whether such legislation was necessary. Are 
i gentlemen satisfied, asked Mr. G, with the pre- 
| sent state of things on the frontier? Do they 
know that cur Army is safe? If there were ol- 
i ficers enough on the frontier, the supernumerary 
(otor might indeed be well employed in re- 
cruiting. But it was not into the absence of 
j such officers he wished to inquire, but into the 
| cause of the absence of those who were merely 
seeking their own personal convenience. At 
least he wished the House to permit an inquiry. 
We cannot, said Mr. G., hope to conquer Canada 
| in a way like this. The conquest of the British 
provinces is not the business of a single cam- 
| paign. Your Army isin the neighborhood of the 
; enemy; and this isa moment when your troops 
should be carefully taken care of and disciplined. 
For this purpose, it is desirable, as far as possible, 
that your oflicers should be with the armies. 
| Mr. G. coneluded by saying that he did not wish 
‘to insinuate that any particular oflicer was to 
: blame for the present state of things; but that an 
evil exists, which in his opinion required a 
remedy. 

Mr. Trove deprecated the disposition, which 
"appeared to prevail in that House to interfere in 
‘the management of the Army. If the members of 
: this Honse undertook to make themselves judges 

of the manner in whieh the war ought to be con- 
ducted, there would be about as many opinions 


869 
January, 1814. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


870 
H. or R. 


as there were members in the House; and at 
last, after all their opinions, the war must be con- 
ducted by the Executive in such manner as he 
migbt deem most consistent with the public inter- 
est. Thegentleman last up had fairly avowed his 
ignorance of existing regulations on the subject. 
Mr. T. rose to inform the gentleman and the 
House of their nature; by whom it would be 
agreed they were as comprehensive as anything 
could be. Mr. T. here read the following article 
from the regulations issued from the War Office: 

“No furlough shall be given during a campaign ; 
nor any, but by the Gencral commanding the district 
or army, and for the cause of disability, which disability 
shall be certified by a regimental or hospital surgeon. 

« Furloughs shall, beside expressing the term of time 
granted to absentces, express also, an order to join the 
regiment, post, or garrison, to which they may belong. 

« No order shall be given to officers seeking a furlough 
for their own convenience, which shall have the effect 
of entitling thei to an allowance for transportation of 
baggage.” 

This provision, Mr. T. said, was as imperative 
as it could be, and had all the force of law. 
There was, therefore, obviously no amendment 
necessary to the existing provisions. In inqui- 
ring into the non-execution of this provision, if 
such was the object, the House assumed a duty 
not belonging to it, and must go upon the princi- 
ple that it had a right to punish officers for mis- 
conduct; otherwise, it was not within its province 
to inquire into their conduct in this respect. 

Mr. Gnotson, of Virginia, said that the satis- 
factory information communicated to the House 
by the gentleman from Georgia, on this subject, 
entirely corresponded with the information he 
had derived from an officer of the Army, distin- 
guished for his ability, as well as his devotion 
and zeal in the public service, with whom he had 
recently conversed, and who was incapable of 
misrepresentation. From him he learnt that there 
were officers enough remaining with the Army 
for its discipline and safety, some of whom would 
do honor to any army. If the resolution were to 
be adopted, it might produce some agitation in 
the public mind, but could afford to the House no 
other information than that already given to it 
by the honorable the chairman of the Military 
Committee; he hoped, therefore, it would not pass. 

Mr. Farrow, of South Carolina, said that, in 
condemning this motion, he attributed no im- 
proper motives to the gentleman who moved it. 
A man might commit error as readily with pure 
as With impure motives, But he thought the 
motion improper. There is an officer at the head 
of our armies, whose duty it is to attend to them ; 
and the House will have enough to do if it at- 
tends to al! the flying reports which swarm around 
it. How are we to know, said Mr. F.. that the 
officers whom we see absent from the Army are 
not in the line of their duty? If there be any- 
thing wrong in the conformation of the Army, 
we shall hear it through the proper channel, with- 
out stepping out of the line of our duty. Unless 
the Commander of the Army be corrupt, this 
House has nothing to do with its details; if he 
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be corrupt, lay the axe to the root at once, and 
do not go circuitously to work, Believing that 
the House had already¢gone far enough, possibly 
too far, in the inquiry it had set on foot the other 
day, respecting the late campaign, he was entirely 
opposed to the resolution now under consideration. 

Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, said he had not under- 
stood the mover of the resolution as accusing any 
one of misconduct. That disasters had happened 
to our forces, that complaints had been made of 
misconduct, was true. But the motion before the 
House did not necessarily condemn any one. If 
every one was innocent, it was due to them to 
inquire; if guilt or error attached any where, the 
House owed it to themselves to make an inquiry. 
Mr. F. was, therefore, in favor of the resolution, 
which he could not see to be an improper one. 
lt was the duty of Congress to make rules and 
regulations for the government of the Army. To 
the regulation which had been read by the gentle- 
man frorn Georgia, it might be necessary that 
they should give a more particular sanction by 
law, and to that end an inquiry might be bene- 
ficial. We find our enemy vigilant, said Mr. F. 
He undergoes a Winter campaign, whilst our ar- 
mies are snugly hutted up in their quarters. I 
do not say there is fault on our side, though, if 
there be, we ought to know where it lies; but 
this I will say. that if some step benot quickly 
taken to secure them. the fruits of the Summer’s 
campaign will be lost before the Winter ends. 

Mr. Catuoun, of South Carolina, rose to move 
that this resolution lie on the table. 1t seemed 
to him that the object which gentlemen appeared 
to have in view could not beattained byit. The 
object appeared to be to remedy an existing evil. 
viz: the absence of our officers from their posts. 
Any regulations of ours cannot have a present, 
but must have a prospective operation. Mr. C. 
said that he himself thought every officer ought 
to be at his post. He was sorry to see on our 
part considerable inactivity, whilst on the side of 
the enemy we beheld vigilance well worthy of 
our imitation. On the subject of furloughs, how- 
ever, he did not know that any appropriate pro- 
vision could be made by law. They might as 
well undertake to enact by law that an officer 
should fight bravely, or do his duty on the field 
of battle. There being so great a division of 
opinion on this subject, he moved that the resolu- 
tion lie on the table. 

Mr. Grosvenor intimated that he did not ex- 
pect by this motion to remedy the present evil, 
further than an expression of the opinion of 
this House would serve to accelerate that object. 
Mr. G. made some further observations, tending 
to show that the evil which he complained of 
really exists. 

Mr. Wrtcut, of Maryland, had no objection to 
any inquiry, and if any person or persons were 
to blame, he hoped the House would not hesitate 
tu iuculpate them. But although many officers 
were absent from the lines, it ought to be recol- 
lected that Cougress had, by law, created a super- 
numerary major to each regiment, and a third 
lieutenant to each company, for the purpose of 
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recruiting. These supernumerary officers, he 
presumed, would about include all the absentees. 

Mr. Troup added a few words. If the House 
was of opinion that an evil existed requiring their 
interposition, the direct way for the gentleman to 
get at it would be by a motion to request the Ex- 
ecutive to order all the oflicers now absent to re- 
pair to their posts. 

The question was taken to lay the resolution 
on the table, and decided in the affirmative. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill which passed this House the other 
day, making an appropriation of a million and a 
half on account of the Military Establishment, 
was returned from the Senate, with an amend- 
ment appropriating a million of dollars towards 
the expenses of the Navy Department for 1814. 
This amendment passed through a Committee of 
the Whole, where it was shortly debated, and 
was reported to the House; when, on the ques- 
tion to concur in the amendment, a sharp debate 
arose. It commenced with Mr. Pirxty’s objec- 
tion to the appropriation, because the annual esti- 
mates were not before the House. and ended ina 
contest whether the Federal or Republican party 
were the greatest friends to an efficient navy. 

[As we have not room for the debate, which 
was principally a repetition of what has been 
said by the newspapers on the latter point, we 
content ourselves with stating the speakers’ 
names, as they succeeded each other, and the 
sides they occupied.—L£ditors. | 

Mr. Prrxin, of Connecticut led the way, op- 
posing the bill on the principle before stated. 
Mr. Eppes, of Virginia, quoted usage and prece- 
dent in reply, aided by Mr. McKim, of Maryland. 
Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, expressed his re- 
gret at the dilemma in which he conceived the 
House to be placed by not having the usual esti- 
mates before them. The yeas and nays being 
called for, Mr. Erpes expressed his satisfaction 
at the call, because they would show, he said, 
who was or who was not disposed to support our 
gallant Navy. 'lo this insinuation, Mr. SHEF- 
rey, of Virginia. Mr. Wens‘rer, of New Hamp- 
shire, and Mr. Pirxin, of Connecticut, replied 
with some temper, as imputing to hostility to the 
Navy their opposition to the bill before them; 
which they declared to proceed entirely from their 
regard to the Constitution, which, confiding to 
this House the purse strings of the nation, re- 
quired them rigidly to guard the accountability 
of public officers; they declared themselves zeal- 
ous and old friends of the Navy. Mr. CULPEPFR, 
of North Carolina, explained his vote for the 
bill, because he did not feel at liberty to withhold 
support from those already engaged in the public 
service. Mr. Ausron, of North Carolina, Mr. 
Wricur, of Maryland, and Mr. Rorerrs, of 


Pennsylvania, seemed to think Mr. Epprs’s idea | 


not so erroneous as the gentlemen above con- 
tended, inasmuch as those gentlemen had hereto- 
fore one and all voted against making loans and 
laying taxes, by which alone the Navy could be 
supported, and it was not doubted but they would 
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do so again ; the less doubted, because it had been 
openly declared from that side of the House, 
heretofore, that the only way to arrest the war 
was by a combination to withhold supplies from 
and prevent loans to the Government. 

The question being at length taken by yeas 
and nays, the vote stood thus—For the Senate’s 
amendment 99, against it 52, as follows: 

Yeras—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, Brown, Bur- 


‘well, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, 


Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Crawford, Creigh- 
ton, Crouch, Culpeper, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoy- 
elles, Desha, Duvall, Karle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, 
Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, For- 
ney, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Griffin, Grundy, 
Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hubbard, Hum- 
phreys, Hungerford, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson 
of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of 
Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North 
Carolina, Lefferts, Lewis, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, 
McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Murfree, Nel- 
son, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleas- 
ants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, 
Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sharp, 
Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, 
Strong, Tannchill, Taylor, T'elfair, Troup, Udree, Ward 
of New Jersey, Whitchill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
Wright, and Yancey. 

Nays——Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, 
Cox, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, 
Gaston, Geddes, Grosvenor, Hale, Juckson of Rhode 
Island, King of Massachusetts, Law, Lovett, Macon, 
Moffitt, Moseley, Markell, Oakley, Pickering, Pitkin, 
Post, Potter, Jobn Reed, William Reed, Ruggles, 
Schureman, Shefley, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of 
New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, ‘l'ag- 
gart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massa» 
chusetts, Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilson of Mas- 
sachusetts, and Winter. 


Monnay, January 10. 


Another member, to wit: from Massachusetts, 
Wituiam M. Ricuarpson, appeared and took his 
seal. 

Mr. Bonp presented a petition of the Legisla- 
ture of the Illinois Territory, praying that mca- 
sures may be adopted for confirming certain spc- 
cies of claims to lands in said Territory.—Re- 
ferred 16 the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. Trovr, from the Commitee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill making further provision 
for filling the ranks of the regular army, encour- 
aging enlistments, and authorizing the re-enlist- 
ment, for longer periods, of men whose terms of 
service are about to expire; which was read twice 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Troup, from the same committee, reported 
a bill to raise three additional regiments of rifle- 
men; which was read twice, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House. 

Mr. Trocr, from the same committee, reported 
a bill authorizing the President to raise, for five 
years, or for the war, fourteen of the regiments 
authorized by the act of the 20h of January, 18135 
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which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. Fisk, from the Committee of Elections, 
made a report on the petition of John Taliaferro, 
contesting the election of John P. Hungerford, 
one of the Representatives from the State of Vir- 
ginia ; which was read, and committed toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Thursday next. 

The Speaker laid befure the House a letter from 
the acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
two statements of the importations in American 
and foreign vessels for one year, ending on the 30th 
of September, 1812; which was read, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Grosvenok, the ITouse pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution submitted by him 
on the 7th instant; and the same being again 
read, was agreed to by the House. 

Mr. Evers, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means. made an unfavorable report on the petition 
of the President and Directors of a Company for 
erecting a bridge over the river Susquehannah, 
at Columbia; which was read, and the resolu- 
tion therein contained was concurred in by the 
House. 

Mr. Eppes, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, also made a report on the petitition of 
Richard Mitchell; which was read, and Mr. E. 
presented a bill for the relief of Richard Miteh- 
ell; which was read and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Wednesday next. 

Mr. McKer, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands, reported a bill granting to the Presi- 
dent and Directors of the Orleans Navigation 
Company, and their successors, a lot of ground ; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
‘mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 


NATIONAL BANK. 


Mr. Errrs, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, made a report on the petition of sundry 
inhabitants of the city of New York; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union.—The report is as fol- 
lows: 

That the power to create corporations within the 
Territorial limits of the States, without the consent of 
thé States, is neither one of the powers delegated by 
the Constitution of the United States, or essentially 
necessary for carrying into effect any delegated power. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, 
the petition of the subscribers, in behalf of them- 
selves and their associates, respectfully showeth : 
That they are desirous of establishing a National 

bank, and of being incorporated, for the purpose of 
carrying on the business of banking, with a capital of 
thirty millions of dollars, at such place as the presi- 
dent and directors of the corporation shall appoint, or 
as shall be designated in the act of incorporation. 

Your petitioners are induced to make this applica- 
tion to the General Government, from the sincere be- 
lief that the establishment of a National bank will be 
no less beneficial to the public than to the individuals 
-who may be concerned in it. Among the most obvi- 
ous and important advantages which the Government 


would acquire, by such an establishment, would be the 
means of borrowing from it money for the public ser- 
vice, not only on better terms, but with much greater 
facility than can be done from individuals. In order 
to secure to the Government this benefit, your peti- 
tioners propose that the bank shall loan to the Govern- 
ment, whenever required, such sums as they may want, 
so as they shall not, at any time, exceed one-half of 
their capital, and that a proper clause be inserted in 
the act of incorporation to carry this proposal into 
effect. 


The other fiscal concerns of the Government would 


also derive great aid from a National bank, through 
which their operations might be conducted with much 
more economy and advantage than they can be through 
distinct State banks. 


Your petitioners think they may, on this subject, 


safely appeal to the past experience of the Govern- 
ment, for the inconvenience they have suffered for the 
want of such an institution. Your petitioners, at the 
same time, beg leave to suggest the impolicy of having 
the moneyed transactions of the General Government 
dependent on State institutions to carry them into effect. 


Your petitioners beg leave farther to state, that the 


whole circulating medium of the United States is now 
appropriated by the different State banks, who, in lieu 
thereof, circulate their own paper, to the amount of at 
least fifty millions of dollars, to the exclusive benefit 
of their stockholders: whereas, by the establishment of 
a National bank, on the plan proposed, the People, in 
every part of the Unlted States, would participate in 
its benefits, and the Government would receive trom it 
accommodations in various ways, which the State 
banks have not the means of aflording; and, in con- 
verting the circulating medium to the use of Govern- 
ment, Congress will find less difficulty, and less incon- 
venience will be occasioned, than in raising the same 
amount of money in any other manner. 


The establishment of a National bank will also be 


attended with political effects, which the wisdom of 
Government will not fail duly to appreciate. 
wealth and influence, without regard to party distinc- 
tions, will, in the different parts of the United States, 
embark a part of their fortunes in such an institution ; 
and, as its prosperity and security must depend upon 
the stability of the Union, aud its present form of Gov- 
ernment, the motives of interest, to such as become 
stockholders, will be superadded to those of patriotism 
to contribute to their perpetuity. 


Men of 


Your petitioners forbear to press upon your notice a 


variety of other considerations, calculated to show the 


public usefulness of the proposed institution, because 
they are sensible that they will suggest themselves to 
the intelligence and discernment of those whom they 
address. 

Your petitioners, therefore, pray for an act of incor- 
poration, authorizing them to establish a National 
bank, on such terms as may be best suited to the pub- 
lic interest of our country. 

New York, December 18, 1813. 


DUTIES ON LICENSES. 

Mr. Erres, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, made a report on the resolution instruct- 
ing them to inquire into the expediency of amend- 
ing the first section of the act laying duties on li- 
censes to retailers of wines, spirituous liquors, 
and foreign merchandise; which was read, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Thursday next. The report is as follows: 
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“That, in many parts of the United States, where 
the population is dispersed over an extensive country, 
and but few retail stores established, the provisions of 
the law, as it now stands, will subject to inconvenience 
those who purchase spirit in less quantities than five 
gallons. For the accomsnodation of the great mass of 
the community, however, the privilege to sellin quan- 
tities not less than five gallons will be sufficient, and 
will also enable the small distiller to dispose of the 
spirit he has been accustomed to sell in his immediate 
neighborhood, without paying a retail license. The 
tax on stills must ultimately fall, not on the distiller, 
but on the consumer. It does not appear, therefore, 
that the payment of this tax, in the first instance, 
ought to exempt the distiller from the retail tax, where, 
from any peculiarity of situation, with a view to profit, 
he may add the occupation of a retailer to that of dis- 
tiller. Fearful that the proposed amendment might 
tend to introduce frands, and diminish the revenue, 
and considering it impolitic to recommend any change 
which may narrow our resources at the present time, 
the committee consider it more safe to leave the law as 
it now stands, and to apply in future a remedy, if ex- 
perience shall pronounce against its provisions. They, 
therefore, submit the following resolution : 

“ Resolved, That it is inexpedient, a 
time, to authorize the sale, without license, of spirits, 
in less quantities than five gallons, at the place where 
the same shall have been distilled.” 


Trrasuny Drrarnrurnt, Dec. 28, 1813. 


Sin: [have had the honor to receiv 
the 20th inst., 
to the law laying duties on licenses to retailers, the ob- 


ject of which is to prevent domestic spirits to be sold! 


in less quantities than five gallons, by persons holding 
licenses for distilling spirits of that description; and in- 
quiring whether any information, derived from the 
operation of the former revenue laws, can be afforded 
from the Treasury, which will enable the Committee 
of Ways and Means to decide upon the probable cficct 
of such an amendment. 

Under the former revenne laws, no license was ne- 
cessary for the selling of domestic spirits; and no in- 
formation, therefore, can be derived from that source. 
But, without resorting to experience upon the subject, 
it is obvious that the proposed amendment would bo 
attended with most injurious effects upon the revenue. 
The sum new payable for a license for retailing do- 
mestic spirits alone, is fifteen dollars in towns, and ten 
dollars in the country. A license for the employment 
of a still of fifty gallons for two weeks, may be obtain- 
ed for four dollars and fifty cents; and if the license be 
taken for distilling roots only, for one half that sum, or 
two dollars and twenty-five cents. Every person, 
therefore, desirous of retailing domestic spirits, instead 
of taking a license for that purpose, would be induced 
to take a license for distilling, if that license will cost 
but one-half, or one-fourth of the sum payable for the 
other, and will carry with it the privilege of selling the 
spirits by retail. It is doubted whether the provision, 
at present contained in the law, by which persons hav- 
ing a license fur distilling are authorized to sell do- 
mestic spirits iu quantities not less than five gallons, 
will not be found liable to abuse. To extend it fur- 
ther, would be to render this abuse certain; and would 
morcover, be likely to conve 
retail store or tavern. 

I have the honor to be, &c., 
W. JONES, 


LA 
rt every distillery into a 


STATE OF THE FINANCES. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter from, 
the acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting the annual report of the state of the Finan- 
ces of the United States, made in pursuance of 
the act to establish the Treasury Department ; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means.—The report is as follows: 


In obedience to the directions of the act supplemen- 
tary to the act, entitled “An act to establish the Treas- 
ury Department,” the Acting Secretary of the Treas- 
ury respectfully submits the following report and 
estimates: 

The moneys actually received into the Treasury, 
during the year ending on the 30th September, 1813, 

| have amounted to $37,544,954 93, viz: 


Proceeds of the customs, sales of lands, small branches 
of revenue, and repayments - - $13,568,042 43 
Proceeds of loans, viz: 
Loan of eleven millions, under the act 
of March 14th, 1812, $4,337,487 50 
Loan of sixtcen mil- 
lions, under the act 
of February 8, 1813, 14,468,125 00 


t the present | Treasury notes, under 


the acts of June 30, 
1812, and February 
25, 1813 


5,151,200 00 


23,976,912 50 
Amount, as will appear by the an- 


9 e your letter of| noxed statement E, $37,544,954 93. 
on the subject of a proposed amendment M 


aking, together with balance in the 
Treasury on the Ist of October, 1812, 
which was 


- - - - - 


2,362,652 69 


An aggregate of - - 


- $39,907,607 62 
The payments from the ‘Treasury, during the same 
period, have amounted to $32,928,855 19, viz: 


For civil, diplomatic, and‘ miscellaneous expenses, both 
foreign and domestic - $1,705,916 35 

Military Department, including militia 

and volunteers, and the Indian De- 

partment - 

avy, including the building of new 

ships, and the Marine Corps - 
Public debt: 

On account of interest, $3,120,379 08 

Principal reimbursed - 3,197,102 07 


18,484,750 49 
N 


6,420,707 20 


6,817,481 15 
Amount, as will also appear by the 
| annexed statement E, $32,928,855 19. 
And left in the Treasury, on the 30th 
of September last - 


6,978,752 43 


$39,907,607 62 


The accounts for the fourth quarter of the year 1813 
have not yet been made up at the Treasury, but the 
; receipts and expenditures, during that quarter, have 
been nearly as follows : 
Receipts from the customs, sales of lands, and small 
branches of the revenue, about $3,300,000 00 
Loan of sixteen millions 1,500,000 00 
Loan of seven and a half millions 3,850,000 00 
Treasury notes 3,680,000 00 


$12,330,000 00 
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Making, with the balance in the cibles, and troops of all descriptions, ) 
Treasury on the Ist of October, i of 63,422 officers and men, and includ- 
1813, of -> = - - - 6,978,752 43 | ing ordnance, fortifications, and the 
— | Indian Department, and the perma- 
An aggregate of about - - $19,309,000 00 nent appropriations for Indian treaties, 
ne and for arning and equipping the 

The disbursements have been, for civil, diplomatic, and | militia - - - - - - 24,550,000 
miscellaneous expenses, about - $400,000 00! 4. Navy, estimated for 15,787 officers, 
Military Department - - - 5,887,747 00; seamen, and boys, and for 1,869 ma- 
Naval Department - . - - 1,248,145 10 | rines, and including the service of two 
Public debt, of which near $6,000,000 i 74-ships for four months, and three 
was on account of the reimburse- | additional frigates for six months of 

ment of principal - = - - 7,087,994 95 i the year 1814, and the expenses of . 

And leaving in the Treasury, on the | flotillas on the coast and on the lakes 6,900,000 

3lst December, 1813, about - - 4,685,112 95 — 

— Amounting, altogether, to - - $45,350,000 


$19,309,000 00 


Of the sums obtained on loan, during the year 1813, 
and included in the receipts above stated, an account 
of the terms on which they were made has been laid 
before Congress, excepting as to the Treasury notes 
issued under the act of February 25, 1813, and the 
loan of seven and a half millions, obtained under the 
authority contained in the act of the 2d of August, 
1813. The annexed statement, marked F, will show 
the whole amount received for Treasury notes, during 
the ycar 1813, and at what places they were sold or 
disposed of. ‘Three millions eight hundred and sixty- 
five thousand one hundred dollars, of the notes issued 
under the act of June 30th, 1812, became due in the 


course of the year 1813, or in the present month of 


January, and have been paid off, or the funds placed 
in the hands of the Commissioners of Loans for that 
purpose. 

The papers under the letter G will show the meas- 
ures taken, under the act of August 2d, 1813, author- 
izing a loan of seven millions five hundred thousand 
dollars, and the manner in which that loan was ob- 
tained. ‘The terms were eighty-eight dollars and 
twenty-five cents in money for one hundred dollars in 
stock, bearing an interest of six per cent., which is 
equivalent to a premium of thirteen dollars thirty-vne 
cents and four-ninths of a cent on cach hundred dol- 
lars, in money, loaned to the United Slates. Of this 
sum of $7,500,000, about $3,850,000 were paid into 
the Treasury during the year 1813, and the remainder 
is payable in the months of January and February 1814. 


For the year 1814, the expenditures, as now author- į 


ized by law, are estimated as follows : 

l. Civil, diplomatic, and misccllancous 
expenses - 

2. Public debt, viz: 

Interest on the debt existing previous to 


$1,700,000 


the war - - - $2,100,000 
Interest on debt contracted 
since the war, including 
‘Treasury notes, and loan 
for the year 1814 - - 2,950,000 
5,050,000 
Reimbursement of principal, 
including the old six and 
deferred stocks, tempora- 
ry loans, and Treasury 
notes - - - - 7,150,000 
——~ 12,200,000 
3. Military Establishment, estimated by 
the Secretary of War, for a full com- 
plement, (including rangers, sea fen- 


| The ways and means already provided by law are 
| as follows: 
| 1. Customs, and sales of public lands. The net rev- 
enue accruing from the customs, during the year 
1812, amounted, as will appear by the annexed 
statements A and B, to $13,142,000. Of this sum, 
| about $4,300,000 was produced by the additional 
` duties imposed by the act of July 1, 1812. Thé 
| duties which have accrued during the year 1813, are 
|l estimated at $7,000,000. The custom-house bonds 
| outstanding on the Ist January, 1814, after making 
a duc allowance for insolvencies and bad debts, are 
estimated at $5,500,000; and it is believed that 
$6,000,000 may be estimated for the receipt of the 
customs during the year 1814, The sales of public 
! lands, during the year ending September 30, 1813, 
have amounted to 256,345 acres, and the payments 
by purchasers to $706,000, as will appear by the 
annexed statement C. It is estimated that $600,000 
will be received into the Treasury from this source, 
during the year 1814. The sum, therefore, esti- 
mated as receivable from customs and 
lands, is - 
l 2. Internal revenuesand directtax. From 


$6,600,000 
i the credits allowed by law on some of 
1 the internal duties, and from the de- 
| lays incident to the assessment and 
| collection of the direct tax, it is not he- 

lieved that more ought to be expected . 
i to come into the Treasury, during the 
i 
l 


year 1814, than the sum of - - 3,500,000 
3. Balance of the loan of seven and a 
' half millions, already contracted for - 3,650,000 
14. Balance of Treasury notes, already 
! authorized - - - - - 1,070,000 
5. Of the balance of cash in the Treas- 
ury, on the 3lst December, 1813, 
1 amounting, as above stated, 
to about - - - - $4,680,000 
i There will be required, to sa- 
tisfy appropriations made 
i prior to that day, and then 
undrawn, at least - - 3,500,000 
i And leaving, applicable to 
i theserviceofthe year 1814 1,180,000 
i 16,000,000 
Í So that there remains to be provided, by 
j loans, the sum of Žž - - - - 29,350,000 
$45,350,000 
| Although the interest paid upon Treasury notes is 
Í considerably less than that paid for the moneys obe 
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tained by the United States on funded stock, yet the 
certainty of their reimbursement at the end of one year, 
and the facilities they afford for remittances, and other 
commercial operations, have obtained for them a cur- 
rency which leaves little reason to doubt that they may 
be extended considerably beyond the sum of five mil- 
lions of dollars, hitherto authorized to be annually is- 
sued. lt will perhaps be eligible to leave to the Exec- 
utive, as was done last year, a discretion as to the 
amount to be borrowed upon stock, or upon Treasury 
notes, that one or the other may be resorted to, within 
prescribed limits, as shall be found most advantageous 
to the United States. 

The amount estimated to have been reimbursed, of 
the principal of the public debt, during the year ending 
on the 30th September last, including Treasury notes 
and temporary loans, will appear, by the estimate 
marked D, to have been $3,201,368. As the payments 
on account of the loan of sixteen millions had not then 
been completed, and the stock had, consequently, not 
been issued therefor, it is not practicable to state, with 
precision, the amount added to the public debt during 
that year; but, after deducting the above mentioned 
reimbursement of $3,200,000, this addition will not fall 
short of $22,500,000. 

The plan of finance proposed at the commencement 
of the wat, was to make the revenue, during each year 
of its continuance, equal to the expenses of the Peace 
Establishment ; and of the interest on the old debt then 
existing, and on the loans which the war might render 
necessary, and to defray the extraordinary expenses of 
the war out of the proceeds of loans to be obtained for 
that purpose. 

The expenses of the Peace Establishment, as it existed 
previous to the armaments of 1812, made in contem- 
plation of war, but including the eight regiments 


beyond the expenses of the Peace Es- 
tablishment, and of the interest on the 
public debt for the year 1813, and 
therefore applicable to the same ex- 
penses for the year 1814, which sum 


is estimated at - - - - - 1,180,000 
And making, together - - - - 11,280,000 
There will still remain to be provided 

new revenues, capable of producing - 770,000 


But, as the internal revenues and direct tax, when 
in full operation, will produce, in the year 1815, proba- 
bly $1,200,000 more than is estimated to be received 
from them in the year 1814, it will rest with Congress 
to decide, whether it is necessary that new and addi- 
tional revenues should now be established. 

To what extent the existing embargo may reduce 
the receipts into the Treasury from the customs, during 
the year 1815, it is difficult. to estimate, as the opera- 
tion of the war had reduced the receipts from the cus- 
toms nearly one half from that which was received 
during the year preceding the war. 

The former embargo reduced the revenue from the 
customs nearly one-half the amount of that which 
was received during the year preceding its full opera- 
tion. In this case, however, the transition was from 
the full reccipt of a peace revenue to the entire sus- 
pension of exportation and of foreign commerce in 
American bottoms. It is not, therefore, to be pre- 
sumed, that the existing embargo will cause a reduction 
of the war revenue in the proportion of the peace rev- 
enue: moreover, the effect of the act prohibiting the 


added to the Military Establishment in the year | importation of certain articles, necessarily increases 
1808, and the augmentation of the Navy in actual | the demand, and enhances the value of those which 
service, authorized in 1809, amounted, after deduct- | may be lawfully imported; and the high price they 
ing some casual expenses of militia, and other inci- | bear wilt produce extraordinary importations, and, in 


dental items, to about - - - $7,000,000 
The interest on the public debt, payable 

during ‘the year 1814, will be: 
On the old debt, or that existing prior to 

the present war - - $2,100,000 
On the debt contracted since 

the commencement of the 

war, including Treasury 

notes, allowing $560,000 

for interest on the loan 

which must be made dur- 

ing the year 1814, a sum 

as small as can he esti- 


mated for this object - 2,950,000 
—_——- 5,050,000 
Making - - - - - $12,050,000 


The actual receipts into the Treasury from the rev- 
enue, as now established, including the internal rev- 
enucs and direct tax, are not estimated, for the year 
1814, at more than $10,100,000, viz: 
From customs and public lands - Fs 
Internal revenues and direct tax - - 
If to this sum be added that part of the 

balance in the Treasury on the 31st 

December, 1813, which has been esti- 

mated above, to be applicable to the 

expenses of the year 1814, and which, 
upon the principles above stated, may 


$6,600,000 


part, compensate for the prohibition to export anything 
in return; to this may be added the duty on salt, the 
operation of which is yet but partial. 

To the amount of the defalcation of the revenue, 
caused by the embargo, whatever it may be, must be 
added the difference between the amount of the interest 
payable in the year 1814, on the loan of that year, and 
the whole amount of the interest on the said loan, pay: 
able in the year 1815, as well as that part of the inter- 
est which may be payable in the year 1815, on the loan 
of that year. T'he sum of these items will be required 
for the year 1815, in addition to ‘the revenues now 
established, except 430,000 dollars, being the diflerence 

i hetween the estimated increase in the receipt of the 
| internal revenues and direct. taxes, and the 770,000 
i dollars remaining to be provided for in the foregoing 
i estimate. 

With these considerations, it is submitted whether 
rit may not be expedient and prudent to provide new 
| revenues, capable of producing either the whole, or 

such part of the 770,000 dollars, unprovided for, as 
may appear necessary to fulfil the public engagements, 
} and secure to the financial operations of the Govern- 


3,500,000 | ment the confidence, stability, and success, which is 


due to its fidelity, and to the ample resources of the 
country. 
All which is respectfully submitted. 
W. JONES, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Jan, 8, 1814. 
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PUNISHMENT OF TREASON. 

Mr. WRIGHT, after some observations, moved 
the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That a Committee of the whole House 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of extend- 
ing the 2d section of the act for the establishment of 
rules and articles for the government of the armies of 
the United States, relative to spies, to the citizens of 
the United States.” 

Mr. Strocxron hoped that the House would 
not sanction the resolution so far as to deliberate 
upon it. The principle contained in it, said Mr. 
S., is so monstrous that 1 do hope no reference 
will be made of it. The amount of it is simply 
this, whether the citizens of the United States, 
who are entitled to all the benefits and privileges 
of the Constitution, are to be placed under the 
jurisdiction of a court martial, and subject to 
military law. This appears to me a monstrous 
principle without the least necessity for its ex- 
ercise. Whence, sir, is the necessity of subject- 
ing our citizens to martial law? If any citi- 
zen is found aiding and assisting the enemy, in 
the language of the Constitution adhering to the 
enemy, giving them aid and comfort, he is guilty 
of treason, and can be tried for the same in our 
courts of justice, where he will be entitled to the 
inestimable privilege of a trial by a jury of his 
country. This resolution strikes at the funda- 
mental principles of liberty. It strikes at that 
great bulwark of the citizen, the trial by jury, and 
I do hope that this House will not even so far 
sanction such a resolution as to deliberate upon it. 
Ido not come here, sir, to defend spies, and I 
hope I shall not be charged with being the de- 
fender of any violators of thelaws of my country. 
I am the defender of the rights and liberties of 
the people of these United States, and by the 
help of God I will defend them while [havea 
seat on this floor. This resolution goes to sub- 
vert every principle of civil liberty, to place the 
citizens under the ban of martial law, to prostrate 
courts of justice and the trial by jury, which is 
guaranticd by the Constitution, and I hope the 
House will not so far sanction it as to refer it to 
any committee. 

Mr. Yancey moved that the resolution lie on 
the table.—Lost. 

Mr. Troupe observed that he thought the pres- 
ent subject as worthy of being referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs as some others which 
had been referred. He had understood that there 
were a number of cases which occurred in which 
citizens of the United States had given informa- 
tion to the enemy. He mentioned a case where 
he understood the only good spring used by the 
American army had been poisoned twice, no 
doubt by some person who had been lurking 
about the camp. Among other cases which he 
enumerated, he stated that he understood that 
while General Wilkinson was descending the 
Sc. Lawrence with his army, Judge Ford, who 
resided somewhere there, hoisted a light in his 
upper story which gave the British information, 
and that Wilkinson’s army was soon fired on. 
He had no knowledge of the fact, he had seen it 


in newspapers, or had heard it; he had understood 
that Judge Ford was a very violent partisan, but 
in other respects a man of good character. 

Mr. Macon said that this question appeared to 
him one that could be better settled by referring 
the subject to a Committee of the whole House, 
than by a reference to any other committee, be- 
cause, let the latter make any report, it must 
finally be settled in a Committee of the Whole. 
If it is now refused to a Committee of the Whole. 
the question will be settled at once. The ques- 
tion to be decided was, whether agcivil or mili- 
tary law should prevail. This was the real 
question, and it could be better settled by a ref- 
erence to a Committee of the whole House, than 
by a reference to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; he would, therefore, suggest to the mover 
the propriety of so modifying it. 

Mr. Wricut agreed to modify the resolution, 
so as to instruct the Committee of the whole 
House to inquire into the subject. 

Mr. Srocx'ron said he was more opposed to a 
reference of the resolution to a Committee of the 
Whole, than he was to a reference to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, because, if they re- 
ferred it toa Committee of the whole House, it 
would be an acknowledgment that the resolu- 
tion was worthy to be debated. It has, said Mr. 
S., been well observed by the honorable gentle- 
man from North Carolina, (Mr. Macon.) that 
there is but one question to decide on in this res- 
olution, that is, whether civil or military law is 
to be the law of the land. Upon such a ques- 
tion I hope, that, as the representatives of free- 
men, we shall decide without hesitation, that we 
will not debate or deliberate on the subject. I 
again repeat, there is no necessity for this reso- 
lution. The Constitution of the United States— 
that ark of our safety—has defined treason, and 
whoever is guilty can be tried by a jury, and be 
punished according to the laws of the land. Ev- 
ery case mentioned by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Trour) amounts to treason if the facts 
be as stated, because they came within the pro- 
vision of the Constitution, which declares trea- 
son toconsist in adhering to our encmies, giving 
them aid and comfort. The law of treason in 
this country has been settled by various decis- 
ions, and there is no doubt that giving intelli- 
gence to the enemy is treason. If any of the 
circumstances mentioned by the gentleman from 
Georgia are correct, why have not the persons 
been tried for their offences? There is then no 
necessity to deliberate on this resolution, and I 
hope it will not be referred. Iam glad the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, (Mr. Troup,) when he 
mentioned the circumstance concerning Judge 
Ford, explained, by saying he had no knowledge 
of the circumstance which he stated. I have 
known Judge Ford for a number of years. He 
formerly lived in New Jersey, and is a man of 
the highest honor and integrity. It is true he is 
decidedly opposed to the present war, and speaks 
his opinion freely concerning it. “ This ts the 
head and front of his offending.” But, sir, if 
this be a crime, there are many, very many, in 
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the United States who are equally guilty, and J 
believe that, if the war continues, there soon will 
be many more opposed to it than now are. I do 
not believe that Judge Ford hoisted a light for 
the purpose of giving information to the enemy. 
Thave no hesitation in declaring, upon my re- 
sponsibility, that I believe the charge to be an 
infamous slander. 

Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, said that he was of 
opinion there ought to be some alteration of the 
law, as he believed some offences were commit- 
ted which cquld not be punished by our existing 
laws. He would ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. Srocxron) whether a man who 
was found in Canada, while our army was there, 
lurking about our camp, or giving intelligence to 
the enemy, if he could be tried for treason? He 
believed not, as the act would be done out of the 
United States. He thought there ought to bea 
remedy for such cases. He should, however, 
vote against the present resolution. as it was too 
limited, being confined to an inquiry concerning 
amending the rules and articles of war. 

Mr. Grosvenor did suppose that Congress 
never would seriously take into consideration 
any subject, the passage of which would be a 
violation of the Constitution. If, said Mr. G. 
we advert to the Constitution, we there find trea- 
son defined to consist in levying war against the 
United States, or in adhering to their enemies, 
giving them aid and comfort; and, by an amend- 
ment to the Constitution, it is declared that no 
person shall be held to answer for a capital or 
other infamous crime, except by a presentment 
by a grand jury, execpt the military or militia in 
the actual service of the United States. If Con- 
gress can provide for the punishment of the | 
cases mentioned by military law, they can do so j 
by the civil law. And, sir, without the least 
necessity, will we put our cilizens under martial | 
law? Shall we expose our citizens to military | 
punishment, and deprive them of the right of} 
the trial by jury. But will gentlemen reflect 
that this resolution is in direct opposition to the 
Constitution. What, sir, are we told by the 
mover? That the Constitution requires in the 
case of treason two witnesses to the overt act, in 
order to convict the accused, but that a spy 
might be tried by martial law and convicted on 
the testimony of one witness. What, sir, is this 
but evading the provisions of the Constitution ? 
Treason is defined by the Constitution to be ad- | 
hering to our enemies, giving them aid and com] 
fort, and two witnesses are required. But call! 
it by another name, although the crime is trea- | 
son, and try the accused by martial law, and but 
one witness is required. What is this, sir, but a 
violation of the letter and spirit of the Constitu- 
tion? Again, sir, no citizen can be tried by mar- 
tial law except those belonging to the military 
or militia in actual service, every other citizen is 
entitled by the Constitution to the inestimable 
privilege of a trial by a jury. Congress possesses 
no power to pass a law in conformity to the res- 
olution, and I wish gentlemen, if they can. to 
explain the provisions of the Constitution, which 
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I have read, and show where exists the power. 
If they have no powcr, why refer the subject to 
a committee, or why deliberate on it? There 
can be no doubt but that a spy found in our 
camps is guilty of treason, for he is thereby ad- 
hering to the enemy, aud you cannot by calling 
the offence by any other name, prevent him from 
having the benefit of a jury trial, cr convict him 
on the testimony of one witness. 

Sir, if gentlemen will look at our Declaration 
of Independence, they will find that one of the 
complaints urged there was, that the inhabitants 
were dragged before military tribunals. This 
was one of the reasons which caused a separa- 
tion from the mother country, and we are now 
called upon to deliberate on a resolution which 
goes to subject every man in the United States 
to be dragged before the military tribunals and 
tried by martial law. With the gentleman from 
New Jersey, I do not believe the report concern- 
ing Judge Ford. I have known him for a long 
lime.” He is the first judge of the country in 
which he resides, and is esteemed as a man of 
the highest integrity. I believe he would be as 
far from giving intelligence to the enemy as the 
President, or any man in the United States. 
True, he has talked much and written against 
the present war; in doing this, he exercised a 
Constitutional privilege, and if he has violated 
the laws, let him be constitutionally tried and 
punished. Sir, he never will be tried; nothing 
but these idle rumors will ever be against him. 
If any persons have given intelligence to the 
enemy, I would join in punishing them constitu- 
tionally, but I entreat gentlemen not to travel out 
of the broad and safe road of liberty into the 
uarrow winding paths of military tyranny. 

Mr. Trotvp said, that in answer to the gentle- 
man from New York, who asked the reason why 
those persons, who were spies, could not be tried 
by the civil authority as well as the military, he 
would observe, that often, when a person was 
found in a camp or the vicinity, engaged in his 
treasonous projects, and was apprehended, he ap- 
plied to a judge for the writ of habeas corpus, 
and was, by that writ, rescued from the hands of 
the military and carried before the judge, who, 
not having proof, discharged him, and he again 
returned to his infamous business. The reason 
why martial law was established at all, was be- 
cause cases might happen which would require 
speedy justice. 

Mr. Macon said that he was in favor of the 
reference, because he thought it an important 
question, and was willing to bave it discussed. 
He was at present against the resulution, but he 
thought it a matter of courtesy to give gentlemen 
an opportunity when they wished to discuss any 
question. He was for granting that indulgence 
to others which he should wish granted to him- 
self. The geneman from New York had spoken 
of this resolution as a violation of the Constitu- 
tion, but it would be recollected, that it was not 
the reference which violates the Constitution, 
butthe passage of the law; and even if an uncon- 
sututional law were passed. we had judges who 
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no doubt would declare it null and void. The 
judges had once declared a law unconstitutional 
and void, and he trusted they would do so again 
whenever unconstitutional Jaws were passed. 
Mr. Wenster said, that if the proposition 
were to consider whether it was necessary to 
provide additional legal punishments for any de- 
scription of offences, he should see no objection 


| corpus, issued by the civil magistrate. And are 
| we to deliberate whether it be not proper for us 
| to prevent the delivery of the citizens of this 
| country from illegal arrests and imprisonment by 
ithe interposition of their great Constitutional 
| remedy, their writ of habeas corpus? The Con- 
! stitution contains no provision more valuable; it 
| makes no injunction. more direct and imperative 


to the reference of the subject to a committee. 
If illegal intercourse existed with the enemy, he 
should go as far as any one in applying Constitu- 


| than those respecting trials for treason, and the 
| benefit of the habeas corpus. Treason is not left 
! to be defined, even by the highest courts of law. 
tutional remedies to thatevil. Butthis resolution | It was foreseen that, in times of commotion, vic- 
proposes, in effect, to consider whether it is not į tims might be sacrificed to constructive treason 5 
expedient to try accusations for treason beforg|that doctrine which, in other places and other 
military instead of civil tribunals. However j times, has shed so much innocent blood, and 
glaring may be the idea, yet such is in truth the | which brought Algernon Sydney to the scaffold. 
real nature of the proposition. It is to change | The Constitution, therefore, defines treason, and 
the forum for the trial of treason. The mover of ; prescribes the mode of proof. But what is there 
the resolution, and the gentleman from the State | in the worst cases of construction of treason that 
of Georgia, (Mr. Trour,) have not left any doubt | can be compared, in point of enormity, to the 
on this subject. They have alluded to cases | proposition vow before us? This is not to give 
which they suppose the resolutions to embrace, |a latitude of construction to the judge; it is to 
and for which they deem it necessary to provide | take the cause away from the judge, and carry it 
military punishment. But what is the nature of į tothe camp. Instead of indictment, arraignment, 
those cases? Are they not cases of treason? It ' and trial, it proposes the summary process of mar- 
is said information has been communicated to j tial law. If the proposition should pass into a 
the enemy, very material to him, respecting the | law, it takes away the Constitutional definition 
operations of our own forces, by citizens of the : of the offence; it takes away the prescribed mode 
United States. Signals are said to have been! of proof; it takes away the trial by jury; it takes 
made for this purpose on the St. Lawrence and | away the civil tribunal, and establishes the mili- 
elsewhere. Do gentlemen suppose that the act | tary. Ona resolution of this sort, 1 cannot be- 
of communicating to the enemy important intel- | lieve the House will consent to deliberate. 


ligence, whether by signals or otherwise, whereby 
he is the better able to defend himself, or attack 
his adversary, is not treason? Is not this giving 
to the enemy aid and comfort? May it not be 


Mr. Hanson said he should not attempt to 
add anything by way of argument to what had 
fallen from his honorable friends from New York, 
New Jersey, and New Hampshire, (Messrs. 


in many cases the most important service which | GROSVENOR, Srocxron, and Wessrer,) but he 
can be rendered him? Certainly, sir, all such! could not remain wholly silent when such a sub- 
offences as gentlemen have mentioned are pro-! ject was under discussion. He said, the object 
vided for by law, and adequate penalties annexed i of the gentleman over the way, was as obvious 
to the commission. ‘The simple question before 4 and apparent, as if it were written on the Speak- 
us is, whether we will consider the propriety of! ers forehead, in the largest characters. The 
taking the power of trying for these offences from | war being pretty well over with England, and 
the courts of law, where the Constitution has ; their fury against the enemy almost spent, a war 
placed it, and confer it on the military. Sir, the ‘was now to be commenced against our own cit- 
proposition strikes me as monstrous. I cannot! izens, against a party in this country. He had 
consent to entertain the consideration of it even | noticed, and perfectly understood the prepara- 
for a moment. It goes to destroy the plainest | tions in the eourse of the day in getting up the 
Constitutional provisions. If it should prevail, | new apparatus and machinery of war, as prepar- 
I should nut hesitate to pronounce ita most enor- | atory to its final termination, He considered 
mous stride of usurpation. Nothing, ia any Gov- j all this bustle, taken together with the resolution 
ernment called a free one, eveu in the worst of | submitted, as the last dying convulsive struggle 
times, has exceeded it. Iam utterly shocked at | of the war party. 


the arguments offered in favor of it. When the 
mover was asked why, in the cases he mentioned, 
the offenders could not be punished for treasona- 
ble practices, I understood him to answer, that 
on trials for treason in the courts of law, the tes- 
timony of two witnesses is required; but if the 
trial could be transferred to a military tribunal, 
the two witnesses could be dispensed with. Are 
we now gravely to consider upon a proposition, 
of which this is among the professed objects? 
The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Troup) ob- 
served, that when persons had been apprehended 
for offences, they had been rescued by kabeas 


The object of the resolution obtained, the fun- 
damental principles of the Constitution would be 
sapped; that sacred instrument was violated and 
destroyed ; the charter of our freedom was torn 
in tatters and given to the winds. 

Mr. H. said, the majority had already pro- 
ceeded further in their Jiberticidal projects than 
could have been imagined possible a few years 
ago. But the other day, at a single incubation, 
a hideous brood of spies and informers had been 
brought forth—a swarm of petty tyrants, Execu- 
tive minions and creatures, had been spread 
through the country. Gentlemen were not satis- 
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stitution and laws. 

Mr. H. said, the axe was laid to the root of the 
tree of liberty; the tree of tyranny might be 
planted—its fibres might shoot, and for a time 
hug the soil, but, before they took deep root. it 
would be levelled by the blasts of liberty, while 
the old trunk, still retaining the vital power, 
would shoot forth new and vigorous branches to 
shelter our liberties. His feelings would not per- 
mit him to enter into an argument against the 
monstrous proposition before the House. The 
pretext for it was, that offences had been alleged 
to be committed by certain disaffected individu- 
als who had been brought betore the courts of 
justice, where they were acquitted and discharged. 
Why? Because they were not guilty—they had 
committed no crime—they were innocent. The 
sacrificer deprived of his victims, such inconve- 
nient obstacles to the work of blood as courts of 
justice were to be removed, and military tribu- 
nals erected in their place, to insure despatch in 
executing “summary justice.” Martial law might 
be proclaimed, but it would and should be abol- 
ished and put down by the redeeming spirit in 
the people. The times were alarming, and re- 
quired additional safeguards for freedom and 
checks on power, instead of diminishing those al- 
ready provided. 

Mr. Gastron merely rose to answer a remark 
which had been made by a gentleman from Ver- 
mont, (Mr. Fisk.) and which had not been an- 
swered. The gentleman supposed the case of 
treason being committed out of the jurisdiction 
of the United States, and he asks, where is the 
law to punish the offender? Sir, said Mr. G., 
the Constitution has given to Congress the power 
to pass laws for the punishment of treason, com- 
mitted either in the United States or elsewhere, 
and the only question is, has Congress made the 
provision? By adverting to the first volume of 
the Laws of the United States, it will be found 


Calhoun, Chappell, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Craw- 
ford, Creighton, Crouch, Davis of Penn., Dawson, De- 
noyelles, Desha, Earle, Evans, Findley, Fisk of New 
York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, 
Gourdin, Griflin, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Humphreys, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, John- 
son of Virginia, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, 
Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKim, McLean, 
Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Parker, Pickens, 
Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Ten- 

| nessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Sage, Sevier, 
Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Vir- 
ginia, Strong, Tannchill, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward 
of New Jersey, Whitchill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
And Wright. 

Nars—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, 
Champion, Cheves, Cilley, Clark, Cox, Culpeper, Da- 
venport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Duvall, Ely, 
Eppes, Farrow, Fisk of Vermont, Gaston, Geddes, 

| Grosvenor, Hale, Hanson, Hasbrouck, Hufty, Hunger- 

| ford, Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, King of 
Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, Law, Lewis, 
Lovett, Markell, Miller, Moffit, Montgomery, Moseley, 
Oakley, Ormsby, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, 
Potter, John Reed, William Reed, Richardson, Ridge- 
ly, Robertson, Ruggles, Schureman, Seybert, Sheffey, 
Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stanford, 
Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Taylor, 
Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, 
Wheaton, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, 
Wood, and Yanccy. 

Qn motion of Mr. Wricurt, the resolution was 
made the order of the day for Friday next. 

RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 

Mr. Hanson withdrew his resolutions submit- 
ted by him on the 28th ultimo, and submitted the 
following in lieu thereof: 

1. Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to this 
House any information in his possession, and which it 
may not be improper to divulge, in relation to the 
omission or refusal of the French Government to ac- 
credit the Minister Plenipotentiary sent by the United 
States to that Court, or of his reception, if accredited ; 
of the time when he was so accredited, and of the 
progress of his negotiation. 

| 2. Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire whether Mr. Turreau, late Minister of France, 


that one of the first acts Congress did, was toj did or did not, on or about the 14th of June, 1809, 
pass a law punishing treason. In this jaw, trea-! write a letter to the Secretary of State, setting forth 
son committed against the United States, not : the terms and conditions upon which his Government 
within either of the States, is punishable with ; would treat of amity and commerce with the United 
death, and the place is designated where the of- j States, and urging certain complaints against this 
fenders shall be tried. Sir. I am as much dis- | Government, and requiring certain political sacrifices 
posed as my honorable colleague (Mr. Macon) to | to be made as an indispensable pre-requisite to the 


extend acts of courtesy to members of this House, j formation of such a treaty, and whether the said letter 
but I can never consent to refer to any commit- j Was not withdrawn from the archives of the Depart- 
eae Ii : ` : -c ; ment of State, and how and when it was so with- 
Ee a Lae EÀ ee i aair drawn; and that the said committee have power to 
ieee 1 send for persons and papers. 
prescribes. 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays. | And, on the question that the House do now 
and determined in the affirmativec—yecus 96, nays | proceed to consider the said resolutions, it passed 
77. as follows: : lin the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 69, as follows: 


Yxeas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar. | Yzeas—Mossrs. Archer, Baylies of Massachusetts, 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Bayly of Virginia, Beall, | Bayly of Virginia, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breck. 
Bowen, Bradley, Brown, Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, | entidge, Brigham, Burwell, Caperton, Calhoun, Cham, 
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pion, Chappell, Cheves, Cilley, Clark, Cox, Creighton, | may not be improper to divulge, in relation to the 
Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, ; omission or refusal of the French Government to ac- 
Duvall, Ely, Eppes, Forsyth, Franklin, Gaston, Ged- Í credit the Minister Plenipotentiary sent by the United 
des, Grosvenor, Hale, Hanson, Hufty, Humpbreys, | States to that Court, or of his reception, if accredited, 
Hungerford, Ingersoll, Jackson of Rhode Island, John- | at the time when he was so accredited, and of the pro- 
son of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of New York, Kent | gress of his negotiation. 
of Maryland; Kern King -ol Massachusetts; Law, pew Mr. CaLnovn, of South Carolina, said that his 
By Ovet, sowndes, Uyle, Macon, Markell, Mehean, | object in yesterday calling for a division of the 
Miller, Moffitt, Moseley, Murtree, Nelson, Oakley, ; - i Se : 
Pearson, Pickeri ee he A j question, was to separate this from that which 
> ring, Pitkin, Pleasants, Post, Potter, | was connected with: i To this luti h 
John Recd, William Reed, Ridgely, Robertson, Rug- } wd « ers ead it. 40 this resolution he 
gles, Schureman, Seybert, Sharp, Sheffey, Sherwood, | Could See RO objection 5" 1t was drawn up in re- 
Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stanford, Stockton, i spectful language | and in the usual form. It 
Stuart, Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Troup, Vose, | asked for information in a proper manner, and he 
Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, ! hoped the House would not refuse it. 


Wilson of Massachusetts, and Winter. ; _ The question was taken on this resolution, and 
Nars—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ave- | decided in the affirmative, without a division. 
ry, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Brown, Butler, Cald-| The question was then stated on the second 


well, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Crouch, Davis ofj resolution in the following words: 
Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, For- | whether M. Turreau, late Minister of France, did or 
ney, Gholson, Glasgow, Gourdin, Griffin, Hall, Har- i did not, on or about the 14th of June, 1807, write a 
ris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hubbard, Ingham, Irwin, Ker- | letter to the Secretary of State, setting forth the terms 
shaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, | and conditions upon which his Government would 
McCoy, McKim, Moore, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, | treat of amity and commerce with the United States, 
Pickens, Piper, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Ten- | and urging certain complaints against this Government, 
nessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Sage, Sevier, ; and requiring certain political sacrifices to be made as 
Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, | an indispensable pre-requisite to the formation of such 
Strong, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Udree, Ward of | a treaty, and whether the said letter was not withdrawn 
New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, ' from the archives of the Department of State, and how 
Wright, and Yancey. and when it was so withdrawn; and that the said 
Before deciding further on the same, the House | committee have power to send for persons and papers. 
adjourned, Mr. Catuoun said it was a good rule generally 
in cases of this kind that inquiry be granted, 
Tuespay, January 11. where it is moved ina proper manner. On such 
motions a very great liberality had usually pre- 
vailed in this House, which had been displayed 
in the vote just taken. But as to the particular 


Mr. Humpureys presented a petition of sundry 
inhabitants of the State of Tennessee, praying that 
certain lands in that State may be set apart to . ae ee A 
satisfy warrants already issued under the authority resolution before us, it is of that class which 


of the United States, and that lands which have } ought not to be passed in the present stage of its 


been located, prior to the year 1790, may be re- | existence. To induce the House to pass this res- 


surveyed.—Referred to the Committee on the | olution, there ought to be three things stated. He 
Publie Lands. j need not suggest that this inquiry was of an un- 

Mr. Lownpes, from the Committee on Naval | precedented character, and varying from all usual 
Affairs, reported a bill further to amend the act calls th ee een aan eae 
regulating pensions to persons on board of private rant the i: oP adie T GRO ject ei to be 
armed ships ; which was read twice,and commit- | first stated: secondly, what was expected to grow 
ted to a Committee of the Whole. | out of it; and thirdly, that the object was of a 


Mr. INGERSOLL of Pennsylvania, from the com- | Character to warrant the investigation. Such 
; sy ; : 


mittee appointed to inquire into that subject, re- i ea = ma now proposen, oe T 
ported a bill “providing for the appointmeut of aa OE dhe: Constit ion ORY that ae 
Posumasters.°—[That, alter the first day of May | °° eit iz H a epitided whol ie the Ew. 
next, no person shall act as Postmaster in any of | PPh ap This H had indeed r ; 
the principal offices of the United States, who | CCUtVe. | f ies ach cae in a ee one ie o 
shall not have been nominated by the President, ; "Ure J- ormation; haci Sie ET the ae 
and received the approbation of the Senate.} | cunve Ppa en PORE Ab OUSE fo. Dessous è 
The bill was twice read and committed. for, and not through inquisitorial committees o 
' this House, or on such vague statements as had 
RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. been made. The inofficial mode of inquiry now 
The House resumed the consideration of the | proposed was a departure from the legitimate 
iwo resolutions yesterday submitted by Mr. Han- ! province of this body, to which he hoped the 
son. A division of the question having been re- | House would not accede. 


quired, the question was first stated on the follow-| Mr. Hanson, of Maryland, said he had fiat- 
ing resolution : : tered himself, when he had the honor to make a 


Resolved, That the President of the United States! statement a few days ago on this subject to the 
be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to this | House, that his object would be distinctly under- 
House any information in his possession, and which it | stood. As to the proceeding which this House 
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in its wisdom might think proper to ground on 
this resolution, it was not for him to dictate. 
Certain it was, that if any high and responsible 
officer had done any act for which he was amen- 
able to the Constitutional authority, it was the 
duty of this House to lay the foundation toan in- 
quiry. The statement which he had made, was 
of itself, he conceived, sufficient foundation for the 
House to procecd upon. He entertained no wish 
on his part to examine the Department of State, 
as the gentleman appeared to suppose, or any of- 


ficer of the Government, in relation to the object, ! 


Secretary of State, but not in his official capacity. 
Mr. H. said that this objection was perfectly 
frivolous. The letter was addressed to Robert 
Smith, Esq., as Secretary of State; it treated of 
nothing but public business, and the Minister said 
he felt himself thus called upon to explain to the 
American the views of the French Government, 
Not to go fully into the subject at this time, but 
mercly to show that this House was already pos- 
sessed of sufficient information to act on this sub- 
ject, it was enough to say that a document of im- 
mense importance to the nation had been con- 


of the inquiry ; on the contrary he pledged him- | cealed and suppressed from public view; that 
self to be able to prove the statement he then : whilst we have gone on to consider France as a 
made, without resorting to any department of the | friendly Power, yet, as far back as 1809, our Gov- 
Government. He denied in toto the principle laid į ernment perfectly well knew that it had nothing 
down by the gentleman from South Carolina on | to expect from the justice of France. And, after 
the subject of the grounds necessary to authorize | having made those political sacrifices, one after 


inquiry. Do we not know, said he, that it is the 
practice in this House, as well asin the British 
Parliament, that information given by any mem- 
ber rising in his place may be made the founda- 
tion of an inquiry? ‘I'he gentleman had said, 
Mr. H. observed, that a committee ought not to 
be appointed on this matter; that an inquiry ought 
not to be granted in the present state of vague 
information. Now, Mr. H. said, the information 
given had been as precise and explicit as could 
be. It had been stated in this House, that a let- 
ter of a most insulting nature, requiring of this 


another, and thus done everything required of us 
by this tool of a despot, what had we received in 
return? Had there been any restoration of the 
millions on millions of property stolen from us, or 
i did the House know to this day, even, that our 
Minister had been aceredited atthe French Court? 
It was of the utmost importance, Mr. H. said, 
that such matters should be inquired into. It 
was a radical principle of our Government that 
information should be as widely as possible dif- 


kept in a situation of delusion; that they should 


hue among the people; that they should not be 
| 


Government the most degrading political sacri- j not be hoodwinked and blinded to the real state of 
fices, a letter striking at the honor of the Govern- : our affairs with foreign nations—and it could not 
ment, had been transmitted by the French Min- i be denied that an impenetrable veil had bereto- 
ister to the Secretary of State, and placed on the | fore been spread over our relations with France. 
files of that Department. And what constituted | Was it not of importance to this House and to 
the files of that office? he asked. Tf such a lei- ! the nation to know in what manner we had been 
ter had been transmitted to the Department of | involved in a war, which one half of this com- 
State, and suffered to remain in that office, was | munity knew to be unjust and unnecessary, and 
it not on the files of the Department? Was it ; felt to be oppressive? At the period when this 
necessary that it should be recorded, to constitute | letter was transmitted, this House at least had 
its admission? It had remained in the office suf- | pledged itself to a system of neutrality, Gentle- 


ficiently long to give it an official character. 
‘What was the nature of this document? As far 
back as the year 1809—and gentlemen would re- 
collect the state of our foreign relations at that 
time; when a Minister coming from England with 
full powers to negotiate a treaty of amity and com- 
merce was momently expected—the French Min- 
ister addresses to this Government a letter, to be 
held as a rod in terrorem if we presumed to nego- 
tiate with Britain, This letter set forth certain pre- 
tended grievances, and required particular politi- 
cal sacrifices of our Government, on the presump- 


men on the Committee of Forcign Relations at 
that day might be able to say why it was, after 
taking a stand on the report of their committee, 
they were induced to change their neutral ground. 
But why call on the Exccutive, as was suggested, 
for this Information, when the very foundation of 
the inquiry was, that the President had done an 
act this House ought to inquire into; and for 
which, if satisfied of his guilt, the President ought 
to be proceeded against ? Gentlemen may smile, 
said Mr. H., but if che document which I produced 
| yesterday (Mr. Graham’s translation of the let- 


tion that it was going to make a treaty with Great j ter) is substantiated, and all the facts said to be 
Britain. It appeared from that letter, Mr. H. į connected with it are proved, then l say thata 
said, that France set forth certain disgraceful and | high misdemeanor has been committed. Let me 
dishonorable conditions on which alone it would | ask gentlemen, if in the days of Adams's Admin- 


remain at amity with this Government. Now, 
call this document public or private, the question 
was: had it been received by our Government ? 
The views and feclings of the French Govern- 
ment had been spread on paper, and could be as 
well known through a private as through a pub- 
lic document. As to the objection stated ona 
former occasion, the letter was a private letter, 
addressed to the gentleman who held the office of 


i istration a letter of this description had been writ- 
; ten by Mr. Liston or any other foreign Minister 
ilo our Government, and it had been concealed 
from public view, and the people had never heard 

of it till had been dragged forth like this lener, 
| what would gentlemen have said? Sir, said Mr. 
iH., I want an opportunity to prove facts; and, if 
gentlemen then pronounce a verdict of acquit- 
tance, let them do so. But do not suppress an 
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inquiry; do not, by smothering investigation, at- gentlemen could show thata crime had been com- 
tempt to give impunity to such conduct. Gen- | mitted by the Executive of such a character as to 
tlemen appeared to him, Mr. H. said, to take of-} make him amenable to the Constitutional author- 
fence, as if they had a fee simple in the Govern- | ity of this body, then, and not till then, would he 
ment, or a lease of power for ninety-nine years, | consent to an inquiry which was equally a novelty 
renewable for ever, whenever any investigation | in this House and in the history of legislation. 
was proposed which struck at the character of the| Mr. Gasvron, of North Carolina, said the gen- 
Executive. They must expect, said he, and if|tleman last up did no more than justice to the mo- 
they do not they ought, that we shall use every | tives of those with whom he acted, in supposing 
fair and honorable means to oust them from the | they would oppose the resolution if he could es- 
possession of power, which we feel they have j tablish the doctrine that its adoption would in- 
abused. This House has pledged itself to the|volve a violation of the Constitution. But he 
people, by implication, that this subject shall be} could not agree with him in that point. The 
investigated ; and, let me ask them, what will be | gentleman from Maryland had recommended to 
the impression if this motion be rejected? As to | the adoption of the House a resolution having for 
the impression I wish to produce, sir, the rejec- | its object the attainment of a document which 
tion of this motion will be tantamount to a posi- | must be allowed to be of considerable importance ; 
tive proof of all that I have alleged. a document stating the conditions on which alone 
Mr. CaLnoun said he now hoped the House | we could retain the amity of France, and in which 
would refuse the inquiry proposed. He had asked | the views of that Government were declared. If 
for a specification Ef the object, and had received | this document were indeed in possession of the 
pone. He asked for practical consequences to | Executive, the House might with great propriety 
result from it,and had received none. Mr. C.| apply to him to lay it before them, to afford them 
pronounced the resolution extraordinary in its] the information necessary to their correct decis- 
character, and unprecedented in its form. The} sion on our foreign affairs. But we know, said 
resolution went to break into the Executive offi- | Mr. G., if any credit is to be given to the infor- 
ces, to call ex parte witnesses before the House ; | mation which the gentleman from Maryland has 
for what purpose? For the highest purpose in| received and believes to be true, that there is no 
the power of the House? No; fora mere inqui- | vestige of this document in the possession of the 
sitorial and vexatious procedure, which is, as no | Government. If this information said to exist be 
such purpose is avowed, to lay no foundation for| of importance in our future legislative proceed- 
impeachment, the only object which would jus- | ings, how are we to come at it? Only by the 
tify the application of such means. Suppose it) mode designated in the resolution. And would 
were proved that this letter was in fact written | it be denied that this document ought to have an 
by Genera! Turreau, and that all the other cir-| important influence in the deliberations of the 
cumstances relating to it were true, which for} House? It was not expected, he said he hoped, 
himself he did not credit, what did it prove?! that this session was to pass over without Con-. 
Merely that an impertinent letter had been writ- | gress coming to some conclusion in respect to 
ten by a forcign Minister. Did the Executive; our relations with France. Tf, by the verification 
sanction it? No. What view the Executive | of this doucument, it could be ascertained that the 
ought to take of such a letter, or how to treat it, | relations of amity were not to be maintained with 
depended on a variety of circumstances on which | that nation but by the sacrifice of great political 
this House had not the means to form any opinion, | rights or by an accession to the maritime confed- 
Mr. C. said he hoped this House would not grant | eracy, conditions which he presumed this people 
what was in his view a direct violation of the | was not prepared to accept, all hopes of an accom- 
spirit of the Constitution. He went on, and ad- 
verted to the nice sensibility, displayed by the 
whole phalanx of the other side of the House, 
yesterday, on a mere proposal for inquiry into 
the Constitutional power of Congress to punish 
spies. Mr. C.said he had thought, for his part, we | committee. Mr. G. explained the difference be- 
had the Constitutional power to inquire into that | tween such an inquiry as this, and one directed 


see thatcountry must be at an end—for 
subject. He hoped on this occasivn to see : to the Executive. The opposition to the resolu- 


no man who possesses an honorable feeling would 
consent to such amity, on such conditions. There 
was no other way in which the House could ob- 
tain the requisite information but by raising this 


tlernen consistent, and exhibit the same commend- | tion, he conceived, proceeded from an over sensi- 
able zeal as on yesterday, and join with him to | tive delicacy on the part of the majority in respect 
secure the Constitution against an invasion ofits | tothe Executive. The information he considered 
spirit. Mr. C.expatiated on the vexatious nature | importaut in respect to the legislative proceedings 
of inquiries of this description, tending to no prac- | of the House—and he believed the mode proposed 
tical result, &c. As to all the insinuations of | the only one in which it could be obtained. 

French influence, and the vague declamation| Mr. Roserrs, of Pennsylvania, said it was the 
which the House had heard, he did not deem fit | right of this House, and of each of its members, to 
subjects of inquiry, or of so much importance as | move an inquiry on the subjects relating to their 
to constitute ground on which to put the Chief | Constitutional functions, and it was sufficient to 
Magistrate under a committee of this House. | justify it that common fame warranted it, Of 
Mr. C. repeated the three requisites he had before } this right it was more usual lor a minority than 
stated as necessary to justify this inquiry, If|a majority to avail themselves; but whether a 
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against us. What is the fact, sir? Have we not 
had elections in all the States recently; and do 
they prove any indisposition on the part of the 
people to support the war? On the contrary, 
notwithstanding every obstacle has been opposed 
to the measures of the Government, and nota 
few disasters have occurred, the popularity of the 
war increases. Mr. R. expressed his regret at 
the consumption of time in dehating on this frivo- 
lous subject, when measures of real importance 
burdened the table of the House. In order to 
abridge debate, which he believed would be the 
effect of the motion, Mr. R. moved to amend it 
so as to change it to call on the Executive for the 
information proposed to be obtained through a 
committee. 

[This motion was declared to be in order by 
the Speaker, but was afterwards withdrawn by 
Mr. Roxerts at the instance of his friends, but 
renewed by Mr. Bayty, of Vigginia.] 

Mr. Catuoun expressed his hope that this 
amendment would uot succeed, but that a ques- 
tion would be taken on the original proposition 
in the shape in which the mover wished it to 
stand. 

Mr. Fisk. of New York, who conceived this 
mode of occupying the time of the House at this 
moment to be trifling with the feelings of the na- 
tion; and anxious to get at the volumes of bills 
now before them, moved to postpone this subject 
to the first Monday in March next. 

Mr. Srockron and Mr. Pearson opposed post- 
ponement,on the ground that it would be equiva- 
lent to an evasion of the question; and Mr. Me- 
Kim supported it on the ground that great evils 
might result from the delay of other business be- 
fore the House, but none could result from the 
delay of a decision on this question. 

The question on postponement to the first Mon- 
day in March was decided in the negative—yeas 
37, nays 127, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Alston, Avery, Bard, 
Barnett, Bowen,- Brown, Butler, Caldwell, Comstock, 
Conard. Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Denoyelles, 
Desha, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk 
of New York, Glasgow, Griffin, Hall, Harris, Has- 
brouck, Humphreys, Kershaw, King of North Caro- 
lina, Lefferts, McKim, Ormsby, Rich, Sage, Smith of 
Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, T'annchill, and Wil- 
son of Pennsylvania. 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Archer, Baylies of Mas- 
sachusetts, Bayly of Virginia, Beall, Bigelow, Boyd, 
Bradbury, Bradley, Breckenridge, Brigham, Burwell, 
Caperton, Calhoun, Champion, Chappell, Cheves, Cil- 
ley, Clark, Clopton, Cox, Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, 
Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewcy, 
Duvali, Ely, Eppes, Findley, Forney, Forsyth, Frank- 
lin, Gaston, Geddes, Gholson, Gourdin, Grosvenor, 
Grundy, Hale, Hanson, Hawes, Hubbard, Hunger- 
ford, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Rhode 
Island, Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Ken- 
nedy, Kent of New York, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, 
Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, Law, Lewis, Lovett, 
Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McLean, Markell, Mil- 
er, Moffitt, Montgomery, Moore, Moseley, Murfree, 
Nelson, Newton, Oakley, Parker, Pearson, Pickering, 
Pickens, Piper, Pitkin, Pleasants, Post, Potter, John 


cail by them for information was proper, expedi- 
ent, or necessary, it was for the majority to de- 
termine. As to the conduct of the Executive, no 
call upon it could be made which this House 
ought to feel any hesitation in granting. Mr. R. 
therefore disclaimed, in offering his objections to 
the resolution, any intention to shield the Execu- 
tive. But he meant to exercise his right, asa 
member of this House, to judge of the expediency 
of the course proposed. The gentleman who 
moved the resolution had looked around and said, 
gentlemen might smile, but that should not deter 
him from his course. Mr. R. said he might re- 
tort, that gentlemen might frown, and use great 
vehemence of language, but they could not swell 
into importance what was merely the breath of 
common fame, and rested on no better than news- 
paper evidence. The gentleman in substituting 
the motion under consideration, for that first 
moved, had assigned delicacy towards the Execu- 
tive as his motive. There was no need of it, Mr. 
R. said; if called on, the Executive would freely 
have given him all the information he could 
have asked for—which he had acknowledged he 
expected thus to attain. But now the principle 
of the motion was changed, and a committee was 
to be raised to send for persons and papers, to any 
extent, at the option of the committee. If they 
could show ground to believe the conduct of the 
President to be criminal, Mr. R. said he had no 
objection to the inquiry. But if such was the ob- 
ject, why not openly and fairly march up to it? 

he gentleman from Maryland, however, had not 
been content with the strongest insinuations that 
the conduct of the Executive had been criminal, 
but had avowed his determination to drive the 
men now in office from that power which he says 
they have abused. If such were his object, the 
most direct way would be at once to disqualify 
them by impeachment. It had not been very 
long since, at a former session. the gentleman him- 
self had alleged a delay to have existed on the 
part of the Government to accept the mediation 
of Russia; now common fame, who was the gen- 
tleman’s authority on that occasion, reports that 
the President invited Mr. Daschkoff, without au- 
thority from his Government, to offer the media- 
tion, If the gentleman was then so far mistaken 
in allegations equally positive with those now 
made, it was not unlikely that he was as much in 
error on this occasion. Be that as it might, the 
fact of this letter having been written had noth- 
ing to do with our present relations with France, 
The letter being declared inadmissible, the with- 
drawal of the obnoxious paper was a disavowal 
of it. If addressed to the Government, on the 
statement of gentlemen themsclves, reparation 
was made for the wrong done by withdrawing 
the offensive letter. Mr. R. viewed this motion, 
he said, in connexion with other things, as in- 
tended as a bugbear, to drive men from power, 
which the gentleman says they abuse. We have 
had much prediction, aud much augury, said Mr. 
R. on the subject of the popular feeling. Geu- 
tlemen have told us the people are not with us, 
and now we are informed one-half the people are 
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Reed, William Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of 
‘lennessec, Richardson, Ridgely, Ringgold, Ruane, 
Roberts, Robertson, Ruggles, Schureman, Sevier, Sey- 
bert, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of 
Wew York, Stanford, Stocktun, Strong, Stuart, Sturges, 
Taggart, Tallmadge, Telfair, Thompson, Troup, Udree, 
Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Ward of New Jersey, 
Webster, Wheaton, Whitehill, Wilcox, Wilson of 
Massachusetts, Winter, Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 

Mr. Bayty, of Virginia, assigned the reasons 
why he should vote to amend the resolution as 
first proposed by Mr. Rogerrs ; because, as it 
stood, the resolution implied a strong censure on 
the Executive, to whom at least so much respect | 
was due from this branch of the Government as 
10 inquire what he had to say on the subject in 
question before they raised a committee to in- 
quire into his conduct. 

Mr. Oak ey, of New York, spoke at consider- 
able length against the amendment, and in sup- 
port of the original proposition; in doing which 
he occupied much of the ground before taken by 
Mr. Hanson and Mr. Gastron. He said, in ad- 
dition,among other things, that this House ought 
never to call on any department for the cause of 
the failure of its own measures—which principle 
he assigned as a motive for having voted a few 
days ago against the inquiry into the causes of 
the failure of our arms, and as a reason why he 
was opposed to the motion, as originally proposed 
some days ago, of his friend from Maryland, (Mr. 
Hanson.) A sufficient specification had been 
given, he contended, as cause for this motion, in the 
statement of facts made by Mr. Hanson, which 
Mr. O. bricfly repeated. If these facts were es- 
tablished, they proved, he said, on our Govern- 
ment the charge of subservicncy to the views and 
influence of the French Government. If the 
facts were fully established, the most condign 
punishment ought to await those implicated in 
the accusation, The practical result then of suc- 
cessful inquiry would be to prove the Executive 
to have been guilty of a high crime or misde- 
meanor, and subject to impeachment. As to the 
form, if information were merely wanted as the 
foundation of legislative acts, it might well be 
required of the Executive; but when the result 
of the information was to implicate the Execu- 
tive officer, it would be futile to call on him for it. 

Mr. Auston, of North Carolina, followed in 
opposition to the resolution, partly on the same 
grounds as occupied by others in opposition to it. 
if every fact alleged were proved, he said, it 
would prove nothing against the Executive. This 
subject originated in ifs and wherefores, and, pros- 
ecute any Inquiry to the utmost, there it would 
end. Mr. A. adverted to the sensibility gentle- 
men yesterday displayed on the proposition to 
prevent spies, toryism if you will, said he, from 
stalking abroad—and expressed his astonishment 
at the inconsistency of their conduct to-day on a 
matter of much more doubtful propriety. 

Mr. Grosvenor, of New York, adverted, some- 
what harshly, to what had fallen from Mr. AL- 
sron on the subject of yesterday’s debate, and 
proceeded to speak in support of the resolution, 
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cealment to have been; because the same rule 
extended would sanction the destruction or giv- 
ing away of any public document atany time, or 
even of all the papers in the Department of 
State. 

Mr. CALHOUN again rose and tooka rapid view 
of the variety of objects avowed by the support- 
ers of this extraordinary motion, upon which he 
On the subject of French 
subserviency, which had been designated as one 
of the subjects of inquiry, Mr. C. ridiculed the 
idea of an inquiry by this House into that base- 
less accusation, and on a document, too, which on 
the face of it proved, if it were permitted to 
prove anything, that no such subserviency exist- 
ed. The very document by which gentlemen 
wished to prove a French influence, cut up by 
the roots the fanciful absurdity-—being predicated 
on the supposed existence of an influence of a 
very different character. The motion could have 
no other reasonable or probable object than that 
avowed hy one of its advocates, to put down the 
majority—and of the weight of such a motive 
for such a course, the House would judge. Mr. 
C. reeapitulated his objections to this measure, 
and concluded with expressing his hope of a 
speedy decision, as too much time had been al- 
ready occupied. 

Mr. Snare opposed the resolution. He could 
not, after all the consideration he could give it, 
view it otherwise than asa position taken by the 
minority, from behind which to assail, with in- 
sinuations and surmises, and attach odium to of- 
ficers whose characters were impregnable to direct 
attack. Mr. S. contended, that, supposing all 
facts stated to be true, the retraction by the 
French Minister of his letter was a retraction of 
and apology for the insult it contained—and com- 
pared the case to a difference in private life he- 
tween two gentlemen, in which a retraction of 
the offence given is always considered reparation 
of the offence. But how were the facts, he asked? 
When any gentleman stated facts of his own 
knowledge, on the honor of a man, he was bound 
to believe him; but when he stated facts which 
he could not know unless he had access to the 
Office of State—facts which he could not know 
unless by collateral and indirect means of infor- 
mation, he felt bound to ask of him what those 
means were? Gentlemen say, such things are 
facts. If they know them to be so, what more 
do they desire? if they are not ceriain of them, 
why do they state as facts what they do not know 
to be so? If the facts, as they say, are sufficient 
ground for further proceeding, why not assert 
them at once, and boldly predicate proceedings 
on them forthwith? They will not venture to 
doit. The honorable mover had told the House 
the other day that he had in his possession the 
only authentic copy of the ietter, translated in 
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the handwriting of one of the clerks in the De- 
partment of State. How came 1t into the gen- 
tleman’s possession? How does he know it to 
be authentic. or to have been translated in that 
manner? Mr.S. called upon gentlemen to let the 
House know what they know, and let the House 
predicateany proceeding thereon it thought proper. 

Some conversation now took place between 
Messrs. Grosvenor, Catuoun. and Macon, of 
Worth Carolina, on the subject of the proceedings 
on the impeachment of Judge Chase, which had 
been drawn into consideration on the question of 
precedent, &c. 

Mr. Wricrr, of Maryland, in reply to some 
observations made by some gentleman in favor 
of the motion, who had drawn a parallel or con- 
trast between this case and that of Jackson, the 
former British Minister, remarked, that a vast 
difference at least was perceivable in the conduct 
of the Opposition in the two cases; and adverted 
to the dinners given to the dismissed Minister at 
Philadelphia and at Fanueil Hall in Boston, and 
to the memorable toast given at the latter dinner 
by a venerable member of this Touse—*Britain’s 
fast-anchored isle, the bulwark of our holy reli- 
gion.” These dinners, &c., he believed to have 
been under British influence, if not under that of 
Dr. Henry’s pills. He was proceeding to re- 
mark rather harshly on the motives of the advo- 
cates of the proposition, when the SPEAKER 
checked him for personality in debate. 

Mr. Gaston again spoke in support of the prop- 
osition, as affording information necessary for le- 
gislative acts likely to come before the House 
during the present session—and in reply to Mr. 
Catuotn’s remarks on the variety of reasons 
offered by the advocates of the motion. 

Mr. Waricutr rose to say that the venerable 
gentleman to whom he had first alluded (Mr. 
PicxerinG) had very politely corrected his state- 
ment of his toast. and written it down for him 
as follows: “The world’s last hope—Britain’s 
fast-anchored isle’—which sentiment, the same 
gentleman had informed him, “he had no objec- 
tion should be inseribed on his tombstone.” 

Mr. Srocxron, of New Jersey, spoke in sup- 
port of the resolution, and in reply to Mr. Suarr’s 
idea of reparation made—with whom he said he 
should concur if the reparation had been made 
at once without the long interval said to have in- 
tervened, and without the persuasion said to have 
been used to induce the Minister to withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr. Macon assigned the reasons why he should 
vote for the proposition ; not but he believed the 
President to be pure and free from corruption— 
but because he had no objection to the whole truth 
being known; to which the President would have 
no objection, inasmuch as a pure inan, like pure 
gold, need fear no scrutiny. He conceived the 
retraction of the letter to be a disavowal in fact, 

-and in the nature of an apology for having 
sentit. 

The question to amend the resolve so as to re- 
quire the information therein stated from the 
Executive, instead of obtainingit through a com- 
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mittee. was decided in the negative by a large 
majority—yeas 7, nays 150. 7 E 

The main question on the adoption of the res- 
olution was taken, at a late hour, and decided as 
follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, 
Champion, Cilley, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Grosve- 
nor, Hale, Hanson, Hufty, Hungerford, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of Massachu- 
setts, Law, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Markell, Miller, Mof- 
ütt, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Pot- 
ter, John Reed, William Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, 
Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of 
New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Tall- 
madge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, 
Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, 
and Wintcr—60. 

Naxrs—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Bayly of Virginia, Beall, 
Bowen, Bradley, Brown, Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, 
Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, 
Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, Davis of Penn- 
sylvania, Dawson, Denoyelles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, 
Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New 
York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, 
Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, 
Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Ingersoll, Ingham, Ir- 
win, Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Ken- 
nedy, Kent of Muryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, 
McCoy, McKim, McLean, Moore, Muriree, Nelson, 
Newton, Orinsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Rich- 
ardson, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, 
Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylva- 
nia, Smith of Virginia, Strong, Telfair, Troup, Udree, 
Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsyl- 
vania, Wright, and Yancey—100. 

So the resolution was rejected. 


Wepxespay, January 12, 

Mr. Arcuer, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill to satisfy the claim of Mary Wells, 
executrix of William Wells, deceased ; which was 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “authorizing 
the President of the United States to cause cer- 
tain regiments therein mentioned, to be enlisted 
for five years, or during the war,” in which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said bill was read twice and committed to 
the Committee of the whole House to whom is 
committed the bill of this House authorizing the 
President to raise, for five years, or for the war, 
fourteen of the regiments authorized by the act 
of the 29th of January, 1513. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 

Mr. Roserrs. of Pennsylvania, after stating 
that, in addition to his disposition to afford gen- 
tlemen in the minority all reasonable information 
on subjects on which they are desirous of seeking 
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it, his curiosity 
gress of yesterday's discussion to know how and 
when the purloined paper, so often spoken of, 
came into the possession of those who now ten- 
dered it to the House—moved the following reso- 
lution, being precisely in the same words as that 
which Mr. Hanson first moved in the House: 

“ Resolved, That the President be, and he is here- 
by, requested to cause to be laid before the House, any 
correspondence with, or communication in writing 
from, the late Minister of France, resident at Wash- 
ington, on or about the 14th of June, 1809, or subse- 
quently with his successor M. Serrurier, prescribing 
or declaring the terms and conditions upon which their 
Sovereign would consent to treat of amity and com- 
merce with the United States, if any such correspond- 
ence or communication be in the possession of the 
Executive; and, if none such be in the possession of 
the Executive, that the President be, and he is hereby, 
requested to inform this House, unless the public in- 
terest forbid such disclosure, whether there has not 
been such a correspondence or cominunication, which 
was withdrawn from the urchives of the Department 
of State, and, if so, when and how the samc was so 
withdrawn.” 


Mr. Hanson, of Maryland, said, that to redeem 
himself from the charge of inconsistency which 
might otherwise attach to him for voting against 
this motion, it was necessary he should state the 
reasons why he viewed the preseut motion as a 
mere subterfuge. an evasion disreputable to the 
member from Pennsylvania, and calculated to 
draw down further censure on the Government. 

[Mr. Ronerrs here called Mr. Hanson to or- 
der, for personality; and after some remarks from 
the Spraxerand justification from Mr. Hanson, 
on the ground of the tenor of Mr. Rogert’ ob- 
servation—] 


Mr. Rowenrs explained his first remarks. He 
did say that the circumstances of this case, as 
they now stood, favored the inference, that this 
paper was purloined from some quarter. The re- 
solution, as modified by the mover yesterday, gave 
up the idea of that paper being in the possession 
of the Government; and the mover himself had 
said the paper had been on the files of the office, 
and he could prove it. Mr. R. said it was his 
object, as well to ascertain how the faets gentle- 
men asserted came into their possession, as to af- 
ford them an opportunity to acquit themselves of 
the imputation of unfairness, and also to obtain 
the information they had so loudly called for. 

Mr. Hanson expressed his willingness on all 
occasions to recognise the authority of the Chair, 
and the Chair only, in case of violating order in 
the heat of debate. Ele wished, he said, the House 
would only afford him an opportunity for further 
investigation. What he complained of was, that 
the Executive had been screened by the House 
from investigation. And yet, Mr. H. said, he 
would not support such a motion as this. He had 
in his possession the document, which he pledged 
himself to be authentic, to put in possession of 
the House, and to produce witnesses at this bar 
to prove its authenticity. For his part he had 
no disposition to rummage the Department of 
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will gite us an argument. 
want. Mr. H. said he wished the document in 
question to be placed in possession of this House, 
the grand inquest of the nation, and to have an 
opportunity to authenticate it by witnesses. The 
adoption of the resolution now under considera- 
tion would certainly be an evasion of a fair in- 
quiry ; it would be smothering the transaction to 
adopt this motion, after a knowledge of the cir- 
cumstances already repeatedly stated to the 
House. He should, therefore, vote against the 
motion. 

Mr. McLean, of Ohio, said he hoped the reso- 
lution would be adopted, and that wish arose en- 
tirely from circumstances which had transpired 
during the discussion on yesterday. Before the 
commencement of the session, Mr. Mch, said, he 
had discovered, through the medium of the pub- 
lie prints, this famous letter of M. Turreau. How, 
or in what manner it had been communicated to 
the public he did not know; but he considered it 
a perfectly harmless paper, and one to which no 
one could ever have supposed any considerable 
consequence would be given. It was true that it 
had afforded a subject for newspaper ebullitions, 
and even in the gazettes of the day, exclusively 
devoted to the dissemination of correct principles, 
that letter itself made a conspicuous figure. He 
had supposed this would have been the end of its 
existence, and indeed that it had been a favorite 
of fortune to meet with so much distinction. 
Judge of my surprise, then, said Mr. MeT., when 
a gentleman in this House arose in his place, and 
with much gravity said he was about calling for 
information more important than any other with- 
in the Executive reach, the subject of retaliation 
excepted; and that this information was certain 
facts relating to Turreau’s letter! But it after- 
wards appeared, Mr. McL. said, that this letter 
had not yet arrived at the zenith of its conse- 
quence; and he was still more surprised than at 
first when he discovered the same gentleman 
again to rise in his place, recall his first resolu- 
lion, and substitute the very extraordinary one 
which had yesterday been rejected. This letter, 
it appeared, was to be no other than the stone cut 
out of the mountain, which comprised the hopes 
of gentlemen in opposition; which was to smite 
the image with destruction, and in itself become 
an exceeding great mountain, and the importance 
of which it would be presumption to suppose the 
discussion of yesterday had in any degree checked. 
Now, Mr. MeL. said, not the importance of this 
subject, but the progress of the debate yesterday, 
had excited in his mind a curiosity to inquire 
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into its origin, and the circ 


Mr. Post, of New York, opposed the present i 


i 
to be already in his possession, and he only de- j 
sired authority from the House to establish its au- | 
thenticity ; which object could only be attained by | 
the motion yesterday rejected by the House. If 
the gentleman wished a full inquiry, the proper | 
course would be for some gentleman in the ma- į 
jority to move a reconsideration of the motion. | 
Mr. Roserts replied to Mr. Post. His object: 
was to obtain full and complete information on 
this subject, and to institute an inquiry how this: 
withdrawn letter had come into the possession of ; 
those who now say they have it. That informa- | 
tion, when demanded yesterday, had been refused | 
by those in whose power it was to give it. | 
Mr. Grosvonor, of New York, adverted to the | 
remark of Mr. Ronerrs yesterday, that common 
fame was sufficient foundation for proceedings on | 
the part of this House. Now, common fame had 
informed all gentlemen that no such document ! 
remained in the Department of State. Not only | 
was the subject so treated last Summer by the per- | 
sons and papers who met it, but in addition the | 
paper itself was presented to the House. So that; 
no such, paper would be forthcoming. But the; 
gentleman had pledged himself, if the paper was | 
not produced, to pursue the inquiry to the most i 
satisfactory result. He called upon the gentleman ! 
not to abandon the pledge thus solemnly given; ; 
for, notwithstanding his bandying about of epi- £ 
thets in the House concerning the purloinmentof ' 
papers, there was not a man who had any con- ; 
nexion with the production of that document to 
light, who would not be proud to meet it. Hej 
hoped the gentleman would not content himself | 
with the motion now proposed. But why send | 
to the Department of State for this information, | 
| 


when “common fame” told them that they could 

not get there the information which they pro- ! 
fessed to desire? The object was to have the con- i 
tents of a paper, once an official document, but 

now no longer so, before the House, in order to | 
see what were the sentiments expressed by the ; 
agent of France at this day, and to know whether, ! 
on any subsequent oceasion, he had retracted or | 
apologized for the insult thus offered to our Gov- 
ernment. The material fact, the paper itself, | 
could not be obtained by the course proposed. i 
Mr. G. went on, and restated the facts which had į 
been before stated on the subject. In relation to | 
the idea of the letter being the stone cut out of the | 
mountain, if it were not crumbled to dust in this | 
House, it might grow to a mountain over which | 
gentlemen would stumble. Mr. G. said he was | 
for giving everything of this kind a chance fora į 
fair operation in this country. If this is a matter | 
of any importance, said he, let the inquiry be ef- | 
fectual. If there be purity in the Executive, let į 
that purity be made more apparent; if the re- | 
verse, it ought distinctly to appear to the Ameri- | 
can people. Hither let this question be treated ! 


instead of disclosing all the facts, would smother 
them forever. 

Mr. Barner, of Georgia, said, the only real 
question before the House these two days was, 
whether the House should go in at the door or 
climb over the walls of the public offices, to get 
at the necessary information. Mr. B. was for the 
first course; and if gentlemen on the other side, 
said he, are determined to go over the wall, let 
them receive that denunciation which it is said 
those shall have who go over the wall. 

Mr. Wessrer. of New Hampshire. avowing a 
wish that, if the inquiry was made, it should be 
effectual, which he conceived it could not be 
under the present motion, moved to amend the 
motion by substituting therefor that which was 
yesterday rejected, viz: 

Strike out from the word “Resolved,” to the 
end thereof, and insert the following: 

“That a committee of this House be appointed to 
inquire into the manner in which, and time when, a 
paper purporting to be a letter from the French Minister 
to the Scerctary of State, dated on or about the 14th of 
June, 1809, was withdrawn from the possession of the 
Department of State, and how it came into the pos- 
session of a member of this House ; with powers to 
send for persons and papers, and that they report the 
evidence to the House.” 

Mr. Wesster said that gentlemen had attempt- 
ed to diminish the importance of this inquiry, and 
cast a character of lightness and indifference on 
the subject. The force of ridicule has been tricd, 
but that weapon. must be used by rarer talents, 
and a more powerful hand than this occasion has 
called into exercise, before it can affect the in- 
trinsic importance of this subject. I the preser- 
vation of national character and national spirit; 
if the cherishing of manly, independent, and ele- 
vated sentiments in the Government and in the 
country are matters of any moment, then this 
inquiry is important. 

It was not, however, his intention to go into 
the subject generally, but to confine his remarks 
to the amendment proposed. ‘Ihe present ques- 
tion is, as to the manner of investigating the 
business. The resolution proposes an inquiry of 
the Executive. The amendment proposes to in- 
quire by a committee of the House, with direc- 
tions to report the evidence. What are the cir- 
cumstances which call for inquiry? A member 
of the House states, in bis place, that he has evi- 
dence which induces him to believe, that a letter, 
affrontive and insolent in its object and character, 
was written by the French Minister to the De- 
partment of State; that the Government received 
that letter, and, instead of repelling the affront 
with becoming spirit and dignity, undertook te 
solicit and supplicate the author that he would 
take it back; that he decisively refused to do so, 
saying that he had written the letter with great 
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deliberation ; that it was registered in the records 
of the Embassy; that a copy had been despatched 
to his Government, and that the letter could not 
be retracted. That afterwards, when certain po- 
litical purposes were supposed to be answered, 
this letter, in some way or another was withdrawn 
from the office of State, and that no traces of it 
now remain there. The gentleman even pro- 
duces the letter, as translated in the office, and 
offers it to the view of the House. Of the facts 
here stated, the honorable gentleman declares his 
readiness to procure evidence, and wishes the 
House to obtain it, through a committee clothed 
with proper powers. 

The mover of the present resolution, mani- 
festing by his resolution his sense of the impor- 
tance of some inquiry, speaks with emphasis of 
the necessity of ascertaining the manner in which 
this Jetter was Obtained from the Department of 
State. He speaks of itasa purloined paper. He 
does not, indeed, intimate that the gentleman 
from Maryland did not come into possession of 
it in a manner altogether correct and honorable, 
but he seems to suppose that it must have escaped 
from the office of State, originally, in some un- 
justifiable manner; by improper disclosures of 
‘the official secrets, or breach of trust in somebody. 

This being the present state of the case, may 
‘not every one see the delicacy of a direct inquiry 
of the Executive? Must not every one, also, see 
the perfect futility of such an inquiry? What 
answer but one can be expected, when the Exec- 
cutive is asked whether this letter was taken back 
by the author in consequence of any such request 
as has been mentioned? Certainly, the House 
ean hardly think of inquiring into such a fact or 
such a question; nor would it consist with the 
sense of justice which actuates the House to pre- 
pare such an inquiry, for the purpose of giving 
an opportunity of exculpation by inculpating oth- 
ers. The House ought to adopt a course which 
shall obtain the whole evidence fully and fairly. 
We do not need official commentaries and glosses, 
nor the panacea of an Executive report. It ought 
to adopt a course that shall bring to its own view 
an undisguised state of the case, and spread out 
call the facts, unmixed with opinions. To this 
end, what course so proper as the appointment of 
a committee with full powers to collect the evi- 
dence and report it? Such inquiry will exclude 
nothing. Any document, or proof of any kind 
which the Department can afford, will be received. 
Andif the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Roserts) is serious in his determination to pros- 
ecute a thorough inquiry, why not mect the prop- 
-osition contained in this amendment, which I 
propose with the assent of my friend from Mary- 
land? Cannot the House trust itself? Does it 
suspect itsown justice? Does it apprehend that 
any man’s reputation might suffer in its hands ? 
If not, on what ground can an inquiry be resisted, 
which is of a uature to lay all the evidence be- 
fore the House? Such an inquiry is now of- 
fered. The gentleman from Maryland has re- 
peatedly assured the House that evidence is ready 
to be tendered, if the House will authorize its 


committee to receive it; and that sources will be 
pointed out, if the House will authorize its com- 
mittee to explore them. He asserts this upon the 
responsibility of his character and his station. 
He calls on the House, having received this in- 
formation, out of regard to its own character and 
its own duty, to make an inqniry by its own 
means, and in strict compliance with its Consti- 
tutional powers. I know nothing of the facts of 
the case; but I feel the force of this call, under 
such a statement, made in his place by an honor- 
able member of the House. If the amendment 
prevail, the investigation will be something more 
than nominal. It will be such an inquiry, and 
such only, as ought to satisfy cither the House or 
the country. 

Mr. Taytor, of New York, in an animated 
strain, invoked the patriotic feeling of the House 
to lay aside this comparatively trivial discussion, 
and proceed on the business before the House; 
with which object in view, he moved to postpone 
this subject to the first Monday in July next. 

Mr. Bayiy opposed the motion, though he 
thought there was much force in the gentleman’s 
argument. 

Mr. Rosers also opposed the motion. Whe- 
ther originally frivolous or important, the public 
attention had been so far excited now, that a de- 
velopment of circumstances attending this letter 
had become necessary. 

Mr. Hanson also opposed the postponement, 
which he attributed to a disposition to get rid of 
the inquiry, after the gauntlet had been thrown 
by the majority. 

The motion for postponement was rejected by 
yeas and nays: For the postponement 67, against 
It 9S. 

Mr. Bayty stated at some length the reasons 
why he preferred the original motion of Mr. Ros- 
ERTS to the amendment proposed by Mr. Wes- 
STER. 

Mr. Roszerts, in opposing the proposed amend- 
ment, took occasion to state more definitely the 
object of his motion, a duty he conceived he 
owed to the House. He did not say what were 
the facts—he did not apply reproachful terms to 
any member; but as a great deal had been said 
about common fame, he would state that common 
fame did report some dishonorable circumstances 
of the manner in which the paper so often men- 
tioned had been obtained, not from the files of 
the office of State, where it was not. but from the 
private files of a member of the Government. 
His intention was, as the paper was before the 
House, to place in its proper light the production 
of it, and to exhibit in a proper view the conduct 
of the gentleman who produced it. And he 
should not rest in his inquiry till he had obtained 
a complete disclosure of all the circumstances. 

Mr. Grosvenor supported the amendment. 

Mr. Biautow said, he did not intend to have 
madcany remarks on the subject before the House, 
but the strange course which had been pursued, 
induced him to submit a few observations to their 
consideration. Ashe was unprepared, they would 
necessarily be desultory. In the wide range of 


debate, gentlemen appeared to have lost sight of | 
the real subject before them. He would attempt | 
to recall their attention. 
An honorable gentleman from Maryland (Mr. į 
Hanson) some days since offered a resolution, | 
requesting the President to lay before this House ; 
information relative to the letter of the late} 
French Minister, Turrean. From evidence which | 
came to his knowledge, after offering that resolu- 
tion, and before it was acted upon by the House, 
he is fully satisfied, and states to the House, that 
a call on the President will be useless. And from ı 
the statement he has made, must it not be appa- | 
rent, that a call on the President will not give us! 
the necessary information. The honorable mover : 
withdraws his first resolution, and offers another, | 
proprosing the appointment of a committee of 
this TIouse to inquire into the facts relating to: 
that letter, with power to send for persons and i 
papers. | 
This proposition was yesterday rejected by the 
House, and now, the gentleman from = 
J 


vania (Mr. Roger's) offers the same resolution, 
originally introduced by the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland, (Mr. Hanson,) and which resolution was 
also rejected yesterday, by a large majority, when 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania by 
way of amendment. 

Mr. B. said, he was in favor of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New Hampshire, 

Mr. Wesster,) because he believed it would ren- 
er the investigation more effectual. A call on 
the President, from the very nature of the trans- ` 
action, could not be expected to furnish us with i 
the facts called for by the resolution. But, if a| 
committee is appointed with power to send forj 
persons and papers, as proposed by the amend- 
ment, in all probability they will be able to obtain 

the necessary facts. 

But, said Mr. B., it has been said our time 
ought not to be occupied in the investigation of 
this subject. Our frontiers, say gentlemen, are | 
suffering, our country is bleeding at every pore, 
we ought immediately to pass the Army bill. All 
this, he said, was too true. He was sensible of | 
the sufferings of the frontiers—he was sensible of : 
the distresses of the country. But, do gentlemen | 
suppose, that passing a bill, will raise an army ? 
Besides, have we not spent day after day, deba- 
ting on a proposition to amend the Constitution ? 
Was it then stated, that the frontiers were suf- 
fering, and must be immediately protected by an 
army to be raised ? t 

Have we not, since the commencement of the 
session, had a proposition to adjourn for ten days, 
and was this objection thcn made? Have we 
not also been engaged in much business ofa pri- 
vate, and not very important nature, and was 
there any want of time to attend toit? This 
objection, he said, was not well founded, and he 
ventured to predict, that much of the time of the} 
House would be spent on unimportant business, 
Without this objection being made. 

But, said he, ithas been said that this is a subject 
of an unimportant nature. He did not view it 
in that light. Can anything be more important 
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to this House, and to this nation, than correct in- 
formation on the subject of our foreign relations ? 
Is it not important that the Legislature of the 
nation should at all times know the precise state 
of the relations of this country with other Pow- 
ers? But in his view, what gave very great im- 
portance to this letter, was the conduct, at that 
time, of France in relation to other Governments. 
Russia, by the battle of Friedland, had been com- 
pelled to join France in her maritime confede- 
racy against Great Britain. Austriaand Prussia 
also had been compelled to submit to the same 
confederacy, and Portugal had been invaded by 
her armies. As he understood this letter of Tur- 
reau, it demanded our Government to join in the 
same maritime confederacy against Great Brit- 
ain, as the only condition on which we could ex- 
pect to treat with France. He said he did not 
mean to suggest that the American Administra- 
tion had consented to the terms of this letter, 
But if all the facts which had been stated respect- 
ing it were proved, it would certainly create a 
suspicion in his mind that they had been influ- 
enced by it. Another objection has been made 
to this inquiry, that those in favor of it do not 
agree as to the course to be adopted, when the 
information is obtained. It would indeed be sur- 
prising if they did. The inquiry now is, not 
what is to be done, but what are the facts, that, 
having them correctly before us, we may know 
what todo. As the amendment proposed is bet- 
ter calculated to obtain those facts, than the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Rogers) he was decidedly in favor of it. 

Mr. Suipuernd said, he was not a little sur- 
prised that gentlemen should, with so much zeal, 
oppose the amendment offered by his honorable 
friend from New Hampshire, (Mr. Wessrer,) as 
that amendment would have facilitated so essen- 
tially the avowed object of the honorable mover, 
(Mr. Rozerrs.) 

That gentleman declared, when he introduced 
the resolution, that his design was to afford an 
opportunity to gentlemen on this side, to show 
by what means the official translation of the let- 
ter in question was obtained from the publie 
office. if the honorable gentleman was sincere 
in this avowal, it seems very extraordinary that 
he should resist the only proper expedient to pro- 
duce the wished-for result. For, Mr. Speaker, 
said, Mr. Š., this call on the President, may, and 
probably will, fail of the intended object; but the 
appointment of a committee, clothed with au- 
thority to send for persons and papers—-to hear 
proof, search and inquire for the truth, would 
unquestionably enable the House to arrive at that 
certainty which cannot reasonably be expected 
in the way contemplated in the resolution. 

Believing this the most effectual and desirable 
mode of proceeding to obtain the information 
which is demanded in the resolution before the 
House, and which, Mr. S. said, he and his friends. 
were very sulicitous to obtain, he had in vain 
cherished the hope, that the resolution introduced 
by his honorable friend from Maryland, (Mr. 
Hanson,) which was under consideration yester-- 
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Had it been so, | the people, and they are by no means disposed wo 
the mask would soon have been stripped from | consider ita thing of eithera harmless or indiffer- 
the whole transaction, and the truth presented to | ent nature; and they wil] not be satisfied unless. 
the House in naked view. Then, sir, might proof | it is passed upon by this House. There may be 
ja sort of dust-licking gentry in the nation, who 
source unmoved and unbiased by interest. believe in the infallibility of their ruling parti- 
From the reasoning of gentlemen on my left, | sans, who are at all times prepared to ery hosan- 
said Mr. S., it is very apparent that they wish us | na—who may not, for good reasons, ask for in- 
to believe the letter of the French Minister, Tur- | formation. Such men are not of the kind refer- 
reau, to be of an indifferent and unoflending char- | red to, but the people of all parties who love their 
acter; and, also, if the letter in the commence-| country, its independence, and happiness; and 
ment of the business was reprehensible, yet, as | depend upon it sir, such will never feel willing to 
Turreau took it back, he thus atoned for the | pass in silence over the humiliating and degrad- 
transgression, and any inquiry into the transac- ! ing conduct of their rulers. 
tion would now be useless. That gentlemen | Itis said by gentlemen over the way, that the 
mean as has been stated cannot be doubted, be- | receiving back the letter by Mr. Turreau, was 
cause no other conclusion can be drawn from | necessarily an apology for the insult, if the letter 
what has been said. It has been frequently stated ; was of a character to be insulting. I cannot be- 
that it was too trifling an object to occupy the | lieve (said Mr. S.) that an apology is a certain 
time or attention of the House. | consequence of taking home this offensive letter. 
Afer the contemptible character given to ai A diplomatic agent, in all his oficial communi- 
paper esteemed so harmless and inoffensive, it | cations, is presumed to speak and act in conson- 
behooves the House to examine it, and then to! ance with, and in obedience to, the directions of 
pronounce whether its true character has been | his sovereign; this letter, then, was virtually the 
rightly understood. Ifthe copy of the letter pub- | letter of the French Emperor; bespoke his feel- 
lished is correct, the original contains more insult | ings, and contained his sentiments. Admit, if 
and indignity than was ever tamely endured by | you please, sir, that the language was hatched by 
any Government, save ours, since it pleased his Minister, the offence consisted less in the lan- 
Heaven to civilize man. In the rude, contu-! guage than the odious terms dictated as condi- 
melious, and dictatorial style, of an unblushing | tions whereon to bottom the favor of his royal 
French Minister, it demanded no less than ano principal. 
absolute sacrifice of the liberty of speech, the in-} To confirm the position, that this letter sprang 
dependenceand national sovereignty of the Union, | from theinstructions of Bonaparte, Turreau urges, 
as an olfering to appease the resentments of that | as a reason why he should not take it back, that 
Minister’s master. it was enrolled in the archives of his Govern- 
The important inquiry then, sir, is first, is this | ment. Now, sir, admitting, for the sake of argu- 
copy a correct one ? and, secondly, in what man- | ment, that which ought not to be admitted for 
ner did your President receive the letter? Did | any other reason, that, between private gentlemen, 
he receive it as became the Chief Magistrate of ; the receiving back an offensive letter would of 
a great and free people, jealous of their honor | course purge the insult, yet it remains to be known 
and proud of their standing among nations? Did | whether the Emperor has directed it to be un- 
ne solicit the writer to receive it back in the sup- | rolled from the archives of his Government. 
plicating tone and language of a whipped me- i Sir, said Mr. S., I cannot persuade myself to 
nial? Or did he conduct correctly, and spurn it j believe that gentlemen sincerely design to main- 
in the teeth of the insulter ? i tain the position—that the indignity which had 
We wish to know the mode of operation ; how | attached to the American people, by the letter, 
the affair was managed ; we are entitled to know | was pealed off by receiving it back, without any 
it; and, for that reason, we call on the House to ! apology, any explanation; whether they do or 
adopt a measure which will promptly and effec- | not, it would be an absurd position. It is the 
tually poiat us to the truth. E quo animo,” which we hear so often over the 
It is not intended by these remarks to bestow | way, with which the act is done, that must or 
absolute censure upon your President. Gentle- | not constitute an apology. Receiving back the 
men on this side condemn not without proof. l jetter in sullen silence would add to the first 
Mr. S. said, he did not mean then to express | transgression, as it would be saying, “ true Ihave 
an opinion, whether the rumors afloat are true | insulted you, but I have no recantation to offer. 
or false; but, iftrue, he said he was constrain- | The Minister of his Imperial and Royal Majesty 
ed to differ from his colleague over the way. condescend to admit he has done wrong !” 
(Mr. Fisx,) that the letter, and the manner in: Sir, private gentlemen would ask that so gross 
which it had been used, was a matter of trifling | an insult should be retracted—they would de- 
consideration. For, sir, said Mr. S., if the re- j mand an ample confession of the wrong; and 
ports in cireulation are true, we ought to declare, | shall a Government do less? A Government, too, 
with one voice, that the President, and his Min- | which, soon after the letter was received, was 
isters concerned, deserve severe reprobation—that open-mouthed against the Minister of another 
they have suffered the character of the nation to | Power, who, as was said, pointed his language 
be trifled with, and have not sought redress. saree too much ? 
Sir, this paper has made a great noise among Ought it to be endured that we should be so 
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sed for several 
months in the Department of State. The Presi- 
dent. himself, condescended to administer the pap 
and panado, and for aught we know to rock the 
cradle. Therefore, we wish to know in what 
manner the “bantling” left its nursery; whether 
by fair means or foul; whether its illustrious 
sire came civilly, and paid for nursing. and took 
it away ; whether it was kicked out as a creature 
grown lvathsome and detested; or whether, in 
other less desirable manner, it cleared out at the 
palace. 

My honorable colleague (Mr. Taytor) object- 
ed to the discussion of the amendment (said Mr. 
S.) because our time ought not to be devoted to 
subjects of this nature, so long as our Northern 
frontier is suffering from the incursions of the 
Briton or Indian. 

It is too true, sir, that our frontier is suffering 
from the incursions of the enemy. It is too true 
that they, maddened by the savage cruelty, the 
barbarous deeds of burning Newark, are spreading 
desolation throughout that devoted country. It 
is too true that the revenging tomahawk, scalping 
knife, and murderous yell of the savage, have 
been, and are still, bearing terror and dismay to 
that unfurtunate portion of our fellow-citizens. 

It is true, sir, that your villages and towns are 
blazing with the retaliatory fires of Newark, and 
that the abominable transactions of the vaunt- 
ing and perfidious McClure, are retributed with 
vengeance upon the heads of defenceless women 
and children. It is a heart-melting truth, that 
the sufferings of that part of Newark call loudly 
for succor. But. sir, what can we do? Legis- 
late we can; and while we do so, the desolating 
hand of the enemy, with fire and sword, lays 
waste your whole frontier. This House may do 
what they have often done; enact laws to raise 
armies, create offices, and appropriate moneys— 
they can legislate, but they cannot execute. 

Sir, said Mr. S., we can fight the enemy on 
paper; we can scold, denounce, and threaten ; we 
can swell and lcok big; we can charge them with 
whole volleys of words, and words, too, of no 
mean kind—but with boasting, swelling, bish- 


perfect obedience to the Royal Dictator, and de- 
mand no other satisfaction than the taking back 
the rod with which the discipline was performed ? 
Heaven forbid that my country should ever be 
so sunk and degraded. 

Sir, the resolution before the House, without 
the amendment, is manifestly improper. Itis in- 
decorous to call on an officer for information, in 
respect to the guilt or innocence of transactions, 
where he has been an actor. If guilty, he is not 
bound to answer your inquiry, for even the cul- 
prit is not compelied to accuse himself; and if 
innocent, you wound his feelings; indeed, sir, you 
insult him. Suppose a case: suppose some hon- 
orable member of this House should rise in his 
place and state that he had heard, and believed, 
of a bargain concluded between the President 
and the French Minister, for the sale of this na- 
tion to his master, and that possession was shortly 
to be surrendered to the purchaser, and a resolu- 
tion should be introduced to inquire into the truth 
of the statement; would gentlemen feel them- 
selves at liberty to vote against a committee, and 
send their resolution to the President, and put 
the question to him, “Sir, arc you a vile traitor 
or not?” If not in that case, why in the one 
under discussion ? they differ not in principle, but 
only in degree. 

Should a resolution be adopted of the indelicate 
tenor already stated, the President would be jus- 
tified in frowning from his presence the commit- 
tee who should present it, without answer or 
comment to or upon the ullensive paper. Sir, the 
gentleman cannot distinguish between the two 
cases, so far as respects the mode of proceeding, 
and we shall offend propriety to ask that high 
officer whether he is guilty or innocent; for, it is 
‘vain for gentlemen to contend that if there is 

uilt in the transaction, the President may be 
Tree from it; and, were we sure of the contrary, 
yet, as this appertains to the duties of his office, | 
must enter my protest against a proceeding which 
appears so improper. . 

An honorable gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Mce- 
Lean,) in the indulgence of a glowing and luxu- 
riant fancy, among other elegant figures, (said | sounding words; this mode of warfare, however, 
Mr. S.) called the letter a bantling, and that it] experience has demonstrated to be inefficient, 
had been sent all over the Union. Very true, sir;| Proclamations and laws are harmless things to 
it was wished that the people of this once pros- | an invading enemy. It is the duty of your Pres- 
perous country should sce what misshapen lumps} ident to preside over the execution of your laws, 
of deformity were gencrated in the region of cor- | and had those already enacted been promptly and 
ruption. And the honorable gentieman admits, | effectually executed, the ruthless savage would 
in substance, when he saw it in Ohio, he thought | not have drawn your citizens from their peaceful 
it a Mon:ter—a mammoth ; that its cries alarmed dwellings. 


him; and is now surprised to see what a diminu-} Sir, at the commencement of this war, we 
tion of buik and deformity, since then, it has ex- | were promised that Canada should become ours 
perienced. by conquest, and now the impotent enervated 


Perhaps the gentleman saw it there with his | erime of war cannot be raised to drive from our 
naked eye, and here through a sort of political | soil a minor and inconsiderable portion of the 
telescope; look into one end of which, the object |enemy. While this foe is dealing indiscriminate 
is magnified; into the other, it is diminished. ruin on our Northern borders, where. sir, are your 

Sir, whether the *bantling” is spurious or le- | hardy heroes, who have been so much commend- 
gitimate, large or small, two things are certain: led for anticipated deeds of valor? Where are 

Ist. Notwithstanding the mutation, in the eyes | your Generals and inferior officers? Look at your 
of the honorable gentleman, the “ bantling” is a‘ cities, your polished towns, your drawing-room», 
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and levees, and you will find them; your eyes | sequences, and exhibit his actions in open day. 
will be dazzled with epaulettes and lace, worked | It was really amusing, though., to see the diferent 
with the needle of the embroiderer, if not by the | shifts and expedients to which gentlemen were 
sword of the chieftain. The privations of the | driven, and the many shapes which the opposition 
camp, at this inclement season, are too great for | to an inquiry assumed. They were as various as 
the lads of gallantry and the lovers of dalliance; į the colors of the rainbow. Yesterday, a gentle- 
and they much prefer exposing their breasts to | man from New York (Mr. Fisk) said it was a 
the darts of Cupid, than to the balls and bayonets | mere matter of diplomatic etiquette, not worth 
of the Canadians. inquiring into; and the honorable Chairman of 
In such astate of things, what will you do with | the Committee of Foreign Relations founded his 
more laws? We have too many already. With- | principal objection upon the omission to incorpo- 
out a vigilant and vigorous execution of them, | rate articles of impeachment in the resolution to 
they are but dead letters. [Here Mr. Anrcner | inquire ; and now it was seen that a mode was 
called Mr. Snipuerp to order.] adopted by a member from Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. S. after a few moments’ pause, contin- | generally supported, intended wo get rid of the 
ued: I thank the honorable gentleman from Mary- | matter altogether. Mr. H. enforced the inutility 
land, for permitting me tu go on so long without | of pursuing the mode proposed, saying, that if we 
interruption—so near tu a close. l bad recourse to the President for a disclosure of 
Mr. S. said, that he was much surprised to | facts, it was as well kuown now what the an- 
hear his honorable friend from Virginia (Mr. | swer would be,as it would be known after it was 
Bayiy) remark that it was a matter of favor in| given. Innocent, he would disdain to answer 
the majority to comply with the wishes of the | such an inquiry; guilty, he was not bound to crim- 
minority. If he understood his honorable friend i inate himself, and would take care to give an an- 
correctly, Mr. S. said, he was constrained to ex- | swer answering his own purposes, but not the ob- 
press his dissent to such a doctrine. It is calcu- į ject in view. 
lated on too humble a silence for my constituents : Mr. H. said, he whose mind had not been bro- 
said Mr. S.—for one, 1 came here in the conscious | ken down by an established systematic tyranny 
dignity of their Representative, honored with their | of opinion—who had not been gradually brought 
suffrage and proud of their confidence. [came ; to “a total abnegation in favor of Government, 
not here to supplicate favors, but, in the spirit of | of all individual feeling, of all personal character, 
independence, to demand right. And in that | almost of all private thought”—he whose inde- 
spirit the minority do demand a vote which will | pendence and spirit had not been subdued by 
develope the secrets (if any) that concern the | twelve long years oppression and successful usur- 
subject under consideration. pation, would agree with him (Mr. H.) in treat- 
ir, there is no officer of the Government placed | ing the motion of the member of Pennsylvania 
above our reach, whose official conduct is uncon- | as a contrivance to evade and smother an inquiry. 
stitutionally exempted from our investigation. It; As to the idle threat from the member over the 
is our right and our duty to watch over the high | way to force him (Mr. H.) to make known to the 
officers in a special manner—to arraign if guilty, ; House the manner he had obtained the document, 
and shield if innocent. | he had only to remind the House that that was 
Mr. Bannert, with a view to check the unne- | one of the objects to be arrived at by appointing 
cessary consumption of time, moved the previous | a committee with power to send for persons and 
question; which was refused—for the previous j papers, and he had over and over challenged the 


question 64, against it 66. | House to appoint such a committee. If the mem- 
Mr. Wensrer advocated the amendment which | ber alluded to was not already satisfied, he ought 
he had proposed, at some length. | to be satisfied that there would be no shrinking on 


The question was then taken on his proposed | this side of the House, nor was there in the con- 
amendment by yeas and nays, and negatived hy | duct of the original mover of the resolution (Mr. 


a majority of 30 or 40 votes. H.) anything which he hoped even looked liked 
Mr. Hanson said, that the motives which had | shrinking. He was for pursuing a steady, straight- 


influenced him throughout this proceeding might ! forward, undeviating course to arrive at his ob- 
be perfectly understood, and that his conduct ! ject, sensible of the responsibility, and fully pre- 
might not by possibility be misconstrued or sus- į pared to meet all consequences. To bring the 
pected, he would make one further effort to lay ‘ whole matter before the House, he would, there- 
the foundation of an effectual inquiry and full j fore, move to strike out all after the word Rce- 
development. | solved. and insert what follows: 

The member from Pennsylvania had prated | «That this House will, on the day of — 
about the manner in which the letter had come | next, receive evidence, at the bar of this House, of the 
into his (Mr. H.’s) possession, and added that he ! manner in which, and time when, a certain paper, 
meant thoroughly to investigate it. Mr. H. said ! purporting to be a letter from the French Minister to 
he would anticipate the gentleman’s motion by | the Secretary of State, bearing date on or about the 
presently submitting an amendment to his own ! 14th day of June, 1809, was withdrawn from the De- 
resolution to that eifect. He would despise him- | partment of State, and how it came into the possession 
self if he would be screened in the manner the of a member of this House.” 
supporters of Adininistration attempted to shield | Mr. Srockron warmly supported Mr. Hax- 
the Presideut He wasalways ready to meet con- | Son’s amendment. He said he was in favor of 
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the amendment proposed 


genuine; that it had been received at the office 
of State; remained there for some time, was 
then taken from off the files by some person, 
with the assent of the French Minister; and is 
now in the hands of a member of this House. 
We want, then, no farther information on this 
part of the subject. ‘There can be but two ob- 
jects in the view of any gentleman—those are to 
explain this transaction satisfactorily, so that if 
there is anything wrong in it, the public may 
know who has been in fault; and that this House 
may inquire of their member how this letter 
came into his hands. The original resolution is 
not the proper mean to attain either of these 
ends. In respect of the first object, one side of 
the House are already satisfied; they want no in- 
formation. The gentlemen of the majority. by 
their vote of yesterday, have declared that they 
are satisfied—they have applauded the conduct 
of the Government, and wish no farther investi- 
gation. We think that it would be useless, as 
well as improper, to make the proposed applica- 
tion to the Executive. The blame, if any exists, 
must attach itself to the Executive—it must, 
therefore, be incorrect and useless to apply there. 
We think that this House is the proper tribunal 
fur investigations and explanations, which ought 


to be founded on proof, and not rest in assertion. | 


Why, then, should we apply to the President on 
a matter which concerns himself, when nothing 
short of the avowal of the facts, which the gen- 
tleman from Maryland offers to prove, would be 
satisfactory either to us or the people. 
second object is the real one—the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania distinctly avows that 
itis; he is fully satisfied with the conduct of the 
Government, but he means that this House shall 
inquire how the member from Maryland obtained 
the letter. What information can the President 
give on that matter? He can know nothing 
about it. The amendment offered by the mem- 
ber alluded to himself, will conduct directly to 
the object. He has anticipated the inquiry—he 
challenges investigation—he shrinks from no de- 
velopment which shall be required by the au- 
thority of this House—he offers at your bar, in 


the face of the nation to prove when, by whom, | 


and for what purpose, this letter was taken from 
the Department of State—he has nothing to con- 
ceal. His only intention in stirring this thing 
has been to give full public satisfaction, which 
he pledged himself to give if you will afford him 
the means. 

As to this subject in general, it is considered by 
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a nature to en- 


Tue sentiment that Congress should investigate 
lie was common; aud not confined to one party 
only. Its contents—tie time when it was writ- 
ten—the events which have taken place—the 
| political sacrifices which have since been made; 

all make it important. fs it indeed a trifling tnat- 
l ter for the Minister of a foreign Power to insult 
‘the Government and the people—the Minister 
| too of a Power that has pursued us for years with 

rapine and plunder, to turn accuser and demand 
sacrifice—your peace and prosperity—order you 
to trample on your Constitution and the liberty 
of the people, by destroying the liberty of the press 
and of speech? Some gentlemen may think it 
so. Those who have with complacency heard 
this same Power exhaust its terms of contempt 
and reproach upon us—order us to give up our 
lawful trade—declare that we were already at 
war witha nation with which we were at peace, 
{eall usa people without character or honor— 
i compare the American Congress toa Jamaica 
i Assembly. ‘Those who have heard all this with 
| complacency, may think ıt a most trifling affair. 
| My sentiments are, that the interest and honor 
iof the nation require an investigation at the bar 
| of this House. 

Mr. Rogerts opposed the amendment, and in- 
sisted that it was the proper course to demand 
of the President information upon this subject. 
He insisted, at some length. that this course was 
indispensable; but as Mr. R. wasa great distance 
j from the reporter, his argument was not distinctly 
heard. He declared thatthe statements that had 
| been made in the House by the gentleman from 

Maryland, were entitled to no more weight than 

as if published in the newspapers; and he again 

insinuated that the letter of Turrcau had come 
| unfairly into the hands of a member of the House. 
i He pledged himself to investigate the subject, 
i and to present the conduct of the member who 
| produced the letter to the House and the nation. 

Mr. Grosvenor said, often as he had already 
delivered his sentiments upon this subject, he 
‘could not suffer the vote to be taken upon 
) this last effort of his honorable friend, without 
| again calling upon the House to avoid the miser- 
able farce of an inquiry urged by the gentleman 
‘from Pennsylvania. İle should not press the 
| views he had before taken, of the contents and 
! character of the offensive document; the man- 

ner and spirit with which it had been received, 
| retained, and suppressed by the Administration, 

and the tame and spiritless manner in which it 
had been surrendered to its author. 
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prove at the bar of the House. 

In the year 1809, when the feclings of the na- 
tion had been much agitated by the failure of the 
arrangement concluded with Mr. Erskine, it was 
understood thata British Minister was on his 
way to explain the causes of that failure, and to 
renew negotiations for a Treaty of Commerce 
with these States. As this Minister approached 
the Capital, Mr. Turreau, the French Minister, 
wrote the letter in question to the then Secretary 
of State. In that letter he virtually declares, 
that a treaty with England would be war with 
France. In that letter were displayed all the 
feelings, views, and sentiments, of the then all- 
powerful, but now humble tyrant of France to- 
wards this country. * Political sacrifices” were 
then demanded from us, as the price of French 
amity and commerce—* political sacrifices” which 
the tyrant well knew, could not be made, with- 
out a surrender of the Constitutional rights of 
this people, and the independence of this country. 

The terms of the letter were of the most offen- 
sive aud insulting character. It lay silently in the 
hands of the Executive Government, during the 
whole period of its contest with the British Min- 
ister, Mr. Jackson. During that period, agents 
were employed to persuade the French Minister 
secretly to take back the letter, (hat the indignity, 
and the haughty demands of his master might 
be buried in silence. Even the Secretaries were 
employed on missions to Baltimore, where the 
angry Frenchman resided, to prevail upon him to 
relent, and to receive back his letter. Every 
prayer and entreaty was met by a haughty re- 
fusal. He declared that the contents of the letter, 
the character uf its style and language, the pro- 
priety of its claims and demands, had been fully 
considered and approved by the whole legation ; 
that a copy had been transmitted to his master, 
and that it never would be retracted. 

Thus months passed away, and never, until 
Mr. Jackson was driven from the country ; never, 
until by that measure an open contest with Eng- 
land appeared inevitable, did the haughty minion 
in the slightest degree relent. Then, indeed, se- 
cretly, silently, without explanation or apology, 
he sent his secretary to take back the letter. But 
the copy transmitted to France there remains, and 
ever will remain, a monument of the insolence of 
the French Minister, and of the spiritless char- 
acter, the pusillanimous policy of the present 
Administration. 

This. Mr. G. said, was, in substance, the charge 
made by his friend from Maryland. For the 
trath of the facts he could not vouch. From the 
nature of the thing this was impossible. But his 
honorable friend neither asked nor needed a 
voucher. Upon his honorable character, upon 
his high responsibility, this House must have an 
implicit reliance. And when, as by this amend- 
ment he now does, when he calls for your arm 
to bring witnesses to your bar to establish these 


charges, if you refuse his demand, you have no 
right to suggest a doubt of the truth of the 


charges. 


Here then. said Mr. G., was the offence of the 
President. He knew the claims, and pretensions, 


and views, and demands of the French tyrant hos- 


tile to the peace, the prosperity, the rights. and in- 


dependence of this country; but, in violation of 
an imperative article of the Constitution, for 


four years he has neglected to communicate that 


knowledge to Congress and the American people. 


He has struck the document from the records of 
State, that unless by accident little short of a 
political miracle, it might never see the light in 


America. 


This infamous scrawl contains more insulting 


language, more haughty and ferocious abuse, 


more slander on the American name and charac- 
ter, than all the writings and correspondence of 
every British Minister who bas visited our coun- 
try. Yet, while this infamous scrawl was in the 
hands of the Administration, while its author 
was breathing proud dedance and new insult at 
Baltimore, undisturbed, but by the importunate 
entreaties, supplications, and prayers of our Bec- 
retaries, that same Administration was hunting 
alter insinuations, searching for technical indeco- 
rums of language, upon which to found a letter of 
dismission to the British Minister. These infer- 
ences arc predicated upon the facts stated by my 
honorable friend from Maryland. You are now 
required to test the truth of those facts. You are 
bound to afford that test. For, if they shall be“ 
established, who will deny that they constitute a 
violation of duty, a misdemeanor which imperi- 
ously demands the interposition of the Constitu- 
tional power of the House ? 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Ros- 
gwrs) who has this day renewed this subject, 
says he will not agree to the amendment, because 
he is not sure the facts. as stated by my honora- 
ble friend from Maryland, are truc. And yet he 
says, that “if those facts are true, the President is 
condemned already.” I think [repeat his own 
words. [Mr. G. here looked at Mr. Ropers, 
who nodded assent.] If this is his belief; strange, 
strange indeed is his conduct—“Condemned al- 
ready !” “Condemned,” for what; for an inno- 
cent transaction? For resenting, with proper 
spirit, as vile and degrading an insult as ever one 
independent nation offered to another; for com- 
municating the state of our relations with France; 
for openly, constitutionally, and frankly commu- 
nicating to Congress and to the nation, the dee 
signs, intentions, claims, and pretensions of 
France,as he found them in an official docu- 
ment, signed by the confidential agent of the ty- 
rant. Is he “condemned” for this? 

[Mr. Rouerrs rose and said, he believed he 
had not used the precise language imputed to 
him.] 

Sir, continued Mr. G, I wrote the words as 
they proceeded from his lips. He cannot explain 
them. If he now retracts them, why let him re- 
tract them. It varies not the conduct of the Pre- 
sident; it alters not the case. For | hesitate not 
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the subject is trifing, and beneath this House, 
basest insults; and who set, repeatedly set at! dismiss it altogether; if itis grave and impor- 
haughty defiance, our resentment at his unparal- į tant, and an inquiry be requisite, make that in- 


American feeling; who had heaped upon us the 


leled insolence. quiry effectual. Do not prostitute your power, 
He is “ condemned” for suppressing and endea- | in the form of inquiry, for the purpose of shield- 
voring to bury from the public eye forever, an ; ing from inquiry. Act with the dignity of the 
official French paper, stating, in language not to | Grand Inquest of the nation, or act not at all. 
be misunderstood, the political sacrifices which! My honorable friend has, in every form, de- 
we must be prepared to make as the price of jmanded that you investigate the truth of his 
French commerce, and a tyrant’s friendship— | charges against the Executive. Upon his respon- 
“ sacrifices,” not only of advantages to be derived ; sibility, as a member, he has told you that he has 
from the commerce and friendship of England, | no personal knowledge upon the subject; but, such 
but “ sacrifices” of our political rights, our spirit |as are the secrets of his information, he verily 
of independence, and many of the principles which | believes them true; and, by this amendment, he 
form the basis of the whole fabric of American lib- | demands of you that witnesses be called to your 
erty; principles which never can be sacrificed but : bar to establish them before the nation. 
with our Constitution. Have these French claims| Why do you shrink from his demand? Why 
ever been abandoned? Was the taking back of! do you refuse the only inquiry which can lead to 
the letter, not because it contained demands which | truth? Why do you throw the whole subject 
France was ready to relinquish—not because she : into the control of the man whose misconduct is 
ceased to require these “ political sacrifices”—but Í the subject to be investigated? This amendment 


because of the entreaties and prayers of the Sec- 
retaries; and, above all, because its great object 
was obtained when Mr. Jackson was dismissed, 
and all hopes of arrangement with England there- 
by at an end; was the taking back of that paper, 
under such circumstances, even the slightest evi- 
dence of the abandonment of the claims and pre- 
tensions and views towards us, which it proved 
to exist in the mind of the French tyrant? 

Has there been since that time any document 
to show that these claims and pretensions have 
ceased to exist—these “ political sacrifices” ceased 
to be required? On the contrary, has not all our 
intercourse with France proved that these scan- 


: goes still further, and has still a stronger claim to 
` be adopted by the House. The gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania, declares that his resolution is but 
the first step—that he will follow it up with an 
inquiry into the manner in which this letter came 
into the hands of my friend from Maryland. 
| Mr. Speaker, what a singular spirit does this 
declaration prove to exist, in him that made it. 
[I would ask that gentleman, whether he stands 
there a sworn advocate for the President, or as 
one of the Grand Council of the nation, with du- 
ities to perform independent of that President, 
| nay, whose duty it may become to prosecute that 
President 2 


dalous claims and pretensions are in full vigor?! lf the latter is his condition, how does it com- 
Why else have we not a commercial treaty with | port with his high station, when a charge is made 
France? Why else has there been such inces-! against the President, and evidence produced by 
sant reluctance on the part of France to negotiate, j the accuser, that in one breath he should pe- 
while on the part of our Government the negoti- remptorily refuse to investigate the charge, to ex- 
ation has been loudly and incessantly and impor- ' amine the conduct of the accused, and in the next 
tunately demanded? Why, unless it be that the pledge himself to investigate how that evidence 
claims and demands and “ political sacrifices” by | was obtained, and to examine the conduct of the 
the French Minister, (Turreau,) set forth in the ! accuser ? Js this the feeling and spirit of an im- 
letter now before us, to which the President dare ' partial judge? Is it the spirit, and feelings, and 
not accede, are the eternal barrier to all serious : language of a great national juror, who has sworn 
commercial arrangements? “Condemned” there- : to support the Constitution, which subjects the 
fore the President must be, if the facts stated by ' President to impeachment by this House for mis- 
my honorable friend shall be substantiated, | conduct. 

Does not this view of the case present the inde-; But the same member has stated, that common 
licacy, the absurdity, the folly of the course de- | fame has said that this letter was purloined from 
manded by the gentleman from Pennsylvania? | the files of a gentleman, and he has blindly iun- 
What! ask the President if he is guilty of con- | sinuated that it is dishonorably in the hands of 
duct which must condemn him for a misde-| my honorable friend. When this charge was but 
meanor—-go to the accused himself to prove his | insinuated this morning, it excited a storm from 
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which he who made it was glad to shield himself | 
by a fuil explanation. It has been again insinu- j 
ated, but ina style more blind and ambiguous, 

and my honorable friend has condescended to de- 

mand an inquiry into the slanderous insinuation. i 
I rejoice that he has done so. It was needed, not | 
to repel the slander. It was needed. not to vin- 
dicate him from suspicion ; his life and character 
stamp libel upon the insinuation. But it was 
needed to drive the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
from his last miserable refuge. It was needed, 


that this nation might know that the man who! 


arraigns their President for misdemeanors stands 
on high and honorable ground, and disdains not 


tlemen in opposition to state the manner in which 
they obtained this letter, and the authority on 
which their alleged facts rest; and replied to 
Messrs. STOCKTON and GROSVENOR. 

Mr. Srocxron, in reply to Mr. Saarp, who 
likened the transaction to a quarrel between in- 
dividuals, and where the insult had been retracted, 
remarked that the honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Snarr) had put to him person- 
ally a case of honor in private life, and from the 
answer he thinks he must receive, draws a con- 
clusion favorable to the conduct of the Govern- 
ment in this transaction with Mr. Turreau. I 
have a great respect for that gentleman and will 


to submit his conduct to the same tribunal to janswer his interrogatories by putting to him a 


which he calls the Chief Magistrate of 
try. Therefore, it is, that he has condescended 
to demand ot you an investigation of the slander 
cast upon him, in the same manner and at the j 
same time that he calls upon you to investigate 
his charges against the President. How will the 


author of the insinuations now act 


he continue to avoid the inquiry which he has | plaints and 


demanded? Now will you shrink? ‘Will you | 
suffer one of your body to cast a slanderous | 


imputation upon another; and when that orker] 


calls upon you to investigate the imputations, 
will you refuse that act of common justice? 
Remark, i beseech you, 
which my friend from Maryland now occu- 
pies. He, in pursuance of his duty, and in a 


manner perfectly rational and Constitutional, ar- | 
raigns the President before you. He, in part, | 


produces his evidence, and demands from you 
process to produce witnesses and to establish the 
truth of his accusations. You shrink from the | 
truth; you refuse the investigation; you dene | 
the power you possess to bring the testimony be- 
fore you. One of your body proposes to submit 
the whole matter to the party accused, and then | 


slanders the conduct of the accuser. It attempts | known 


| pocket—if afterwards 
the exalted’ station | person to wait on the man who had thus insulted 
! him, and entreat him to take back the letter, lest it 


his coun- | case more analogous to the one in discussion, in 


the decision of which I am sure we should not 
disagree. If a man, entitled to the character of 
a gentleman, should, to a man of high honor, 
standing much on his reputation for integrity, 
send an insolent letter, accusing him of injustice 


? How will| and fraud; making against him unfounded com- 


demands, and threatening him with 
chastisement if he did not alter his conduct—if 
that person, instead of breaking off all intercourse 
with the other, or otherwise resenting the injury 
and insult, should put the letter quietly into his 
he should procure a third 


might come to the knowledge of his family and 
interrupt the good understanding subsisting be- 
tween them—if the writer should receive this 
message with indifference and contempt, insist 
that what he had asserted was well considered 


and true, that he had recorded the letter and dis- 


tributed copies among his friends, aud, therefore, 


could not and would not take it back—if this 
letter should have remained with the receiver, 


unresented, for weeks or months, until some un- 
person, for some unknown reason, was 


to shield the President from crimination; his | permitted by the writer to take it away—if after 


conduct from investigation; and that, under a 


this the man insulted should draw closer his con- 


false and libellous pretence that the proof adduced į nexion with the insulter, and hush up the affair, 


was not fairly obtained. 


My honorable friend | how ought his conduct to be esteemed by men 


meets that pretence with the promptitude and | of justice and honor? ‘I’his is my answer to the 


resolution of conscious purity and honor. 


gentleman from Kentucky. J hope he is now 


What, then, will you do? Mortified at the | satisfied. 


contrast here presented ; ashamed that, while you 
are shielding the Executive, his accuser should 
step boldly forth and demand examination, will 
you entomb the whole matter under this paltry 


juggle of inquiry; or, like the council of a great | 


nation, like the grand inquest of a great and high- 
minded people, disdaining all party views and 
political subterfuge, resting on the Constitution, 


and inspired by its pure spirit, will you step 


country, and present to this nation and to the 
world this important subject, stripped of all hy- 
pothesis, all ambiguity? This is your only inde- 
pendent, efficient, honorable, aud Constitutional 
course. In no other way can you purify the in- 
nocent from suspicions, and cover the guilty with 
merited infamy. 


Mr. Suarp, of Kentucky, again called on gen-{ that Power. 


The question on Mr. Hanson’s motion was 
decided in the negative by yeas and nays, by a 
majority of 30 or 40 votes. 

Mr. Gaston, after expatiating on the value of 
correct information on the subject of this letter 
to intelligent legislation on foreign affairs, &e., 
moved to amend the resolution by striking out 
from the word “requested,” to the end thereof, 


boldly | and insert the following: 
forth to vindicate the honor and dignity of your | 


“ T'o inform this House whether a letter was trans- 
mitted to the Department of State by the Minister of 
France, addressed to Mr. Robert Smith, Secretary of 
State, purporting to bear date at Baltimore, June 14, 
1809, whercof the following is a translation : 

«Sir: The Federal Government is going to settle 
all its differences with Great Britain, and to make a 


‘ treaty of amity, of commerce, and of navigation, with 


You, as well as Mr. Gallatin, have man- 
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ifested to me a desire, also, to make a new convention | tiality ; 
with France, to take the place of that which expires 


on the 30th of September next. 

“J will, for a moment, call to your consideration 
this double object which the Federal Government pro- 
poses to itself, and the difficulties of accomplishing it 


In a manner advantageous for all the contracting par- | 


ties. My just deference for your Government, sir, 
does not permit me to make any observation on the 
haste with which the Executive has received the first 


overtures of the English Ministry, yet composed of the : 


same men who very lately discovered a very manifest 
aversion to every species of conciliation, and who 
joined to a denial of justice to the Americans, every 
asperity of forms, of tone, and of style, towards the 
agentsof your Government. 


“If I have supposed that this very haste was neces- ; 


sary to satisfy the wishes of the people, of whom fore- 
sight is not the first virtue, others may see in that po- 
litical proceeding, a precipitation, perhaps dangerous; 
and, if it does not lessen the dignity of the Executive, 
may, at Icast, produce consequences prejudicial to the 
true interests of the Union. It is on these very inter- 
ests, much more than on those of France, as its en- 
larged and liberal policy, its principles of universal 


justice, and the elements of which its power is com- ; 


posed, have placed it beyond all attacks ; it is only on 
the interest of your country that I fix my attention, 
and invoke your’s under a circumstance so delicate. 


“My correspondence with your predecessor, is 


enough to convince you, sir, that I have not left him | 
ignorant of the dangers of the crisis of Europe, and its ; 
inevitable effects on the destiny of the States of the ! 


American Union. 
tion on the events of the other continent, and their 
probable results, has enabled me sometimes to reach a 
Power who had proclaimed its contempt for the rights 
of nations; and, without doubt, the Americans were 


the people the most interested in the success of that : 


Positive and multiplied informa- } 


to cause the voice of reason and of principle 
to be heard, when the declamations of error or of bad 


; Tal, to attribute wrongs to France, by way of weaken- 
ing the outrages of England: was it foreign to the 
t Administratian of which I speak? And that Admin- 
istration, has it always been willing to hear me, while 
i I made it perceive the consequences of the conduct of 
‘the Federal Government, in regard to the French 
i Government? Was this Administration well con- 
: vinced that all Governments are not disposed to forget 
| or to suffer injuries with impunity ? 

“In recalling to your recollection, sir, the wrongs of 
| the Federal Government towards France, I only men- 
į tion notorious acts which my tormer correspondence 
| has established, observing to you, at the same time, 
| that I understand, according to their class, [je com- 
| prends dans leur cathégoric] the particular offences of 
| your citizens; for every Government is bound, [est 
| solidaire] in regard to other Powers, for the acts of its 
subjects, otherwise it would not be a Government, and 
could not offer either security ur guarantee for the ex- 
ecution of its agreements. 


| 
i 
|  “ Complaints were, for a long time, made to the 
[i 
t 
| 
| 
i 


| United States of the delays which some American 
citizens had expericnced in receiving the indemnities 
which were due to them, and of which the reimburse- 
ment was made from a part of the funds destined for 
the acquisition of Louisiana; but the affair of the 
heirs of Beaumarchais, who have in vain claimed for 
` twenty-eight years a debt made sacred by his motives, 
‘proven to the last degree of evidence, and on which 
‘the declared interest of the French Government does 
‘not admit. of a put-off; is it finished? 

; “Captain Mouessat, the bearer of a letter of m arque, 
i 


political act. There are, however, American mer-! and commandant of an armed schooner, followed an 
chants, who, by all the means of the most shameful i English convoy, and was on the point of taking seve- 
deception, have endeavored to elude the measures of | ral merchant vessels, when two American armed brigs, 
France, and to second the efforts of the common ene- į and armed to protect the infamous commerce with St. 


my to escape them, and have, at length, by their mul- 
tiplied and proven frauds, provoked the more severe 
dispositions of the decree of Milan. Thus, not only 
were the measures of France justified as measures of 
retaliation, but they were indispensable to free the 


| Domingo, attacked him under the English flag, and 
i not only added treachery to superiority of force, to get 
! possession of the vessel of Mouessat, hut, alter having 
| pillaged it, massacred a part of the crew an hour after 
i they had struck; and this crime, which remains un- 


American commerce from the yoke which Great Brit- | punished, is so much the less forgotten as Captain 
ain had placed on it; to cause to be respected, in fu- | Mouessat never let go [quitte] his flag. But it would 
ture, the flag of neutrals, and to force that Power to | be too tedious to relate to you all the particular acts in 
acknowledge the common right of nations, and the | relation solely to French citizens ; it will be sufficient 
dominion of the seas; and the confiscation, the sale, | for me to say to you, that everywhere, where there ate 
and the burning of some American merchant vessels, | Frenchmen, (1 do not speak of the small number who 
having false papers, and navigating, in contempt of | have abjured their country,) these Frenchmen will 
the prohibitions of their own Government, to favor the | have a right to the protection of the Government, and 
enemies of France, have been legal measures, con- ; will be everywhere assured [assurée] of obtaining in- 
formable to the rights of war, and which, the force of | demnity for the damage to their persons or to their 
circumstances, and the interest of all, imperiously re- | property. 

quired. But I appeal tu you, sir, the Council of | «There are other grievances, yet more serious, and 


Washington, of which you were then also a member, 
has it given all the necessary attention to the repre- 
sentations made on this subject by M. Champagny to 
Mr. Armstrong, as well as to those which I considered 
it my duty to address to the Secretary of State? Has 
it been possible to make known through the United 
States, all the advantages which the American people 
ought to find in the accomplishment of the designs of 
France; to discuss its projects in the calm of impar- 


from which France has a right to helieve that the 
United States has a project of giving her inquietude 
; for her distant possessions, and for that of her allies- 
This has reference to the free commerce between the 
Americans and the revolted blacks of St. Domingo, 
the affair of Miranda, and to the meditated attacks on 
the Spaniards on the Sabine; an enterprise which 
would not have been given up, but for the necessity 
| under which your Government found itself of causing 
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its troops to fall back to guard New Orleans against 
an invasion hy internal enemies. 

«I was far from thinking, sir, that the offence o 
the commerce with the slaves in the revolted part o 
St. Domingo—the law of the embargo, confirming the 
prohibitory law, passed by Congress in 1806. T could 
not presume that the embargo would be raised, and 
that the law against this commerce would not be con- 
tinued. What, sir, the intercourse is prohibited be 


tween the United States and all the dependencies of! 


the Empire, under circumstances, when the commer- 
cial relations would be the most advantageous to the 
two States, and you tolerate them only with that one 
of our possessions where we have the greatest interest 
to proscribe them ! and it is to be remarked, that it is 
always when France has to combat new coalitions, on 
the other continent, that it would seem that efforts are 
made to form enterprises against its possessions, or 
those of its allies, in this one. It is also proper to 
place among the number of grievances, with which 
France has to charge the United States, the want of 
opposition, or rather the useless opposition, which the 
Federal Government has made to the impressment of 
its sailors, seized in contempt of its flag, and with 
whom the English arm their vessels against us. I 
have often, sir, and often in vain, protested against this 
outrage of Great Britain towards your Government, 
and which has become a serious injury [offence] on 
the part of your Government, towards France. You 
furnish personal aid [secours personnels] to our ene- 
mics. What could you do more if you were at war 
with us? Without doubt, it will not escape the pres- 
ent Executive, that an amendment is absolutely ne- 
cessary to render uniform the treatment which our: 
sailors and soldiers meet with in this country, and that , 
which your sailors and soldiers mect with in France. | 

“Ihave not suffered my Court to be ignorant of | 
the abuses, without number, and extremely prejudi- 
cial to ils interests, daily resulting from a want of po- 
lice in the United States, in regard to this affair. 1 
am very far, sir, from charging your Government with 
the means, the most shameful of seduction, which are į 
employed to seduce our sailors and our soldiers to de- i 
sert; but has it done all that it ought to have done to , 
prevent it? and that extreme facility with which, | 
when they wish it, [au besoin,] men drawn off from , 
their country and their Sovereign, are naturalized. ! 
Dors it accord with the incontestable right of Govern- | 
ments to recover, even without demanding thein, their | 
subjects whom artifice or force has drawn off irom | 
their service? and France, sir, has it not given on this | 


subject, as on many others, an example of the recip- 
rocal respect which Governments owe to cach other, | 
and which they observe in Europe even in the midst | 
of the horrors of war? Andhave I not already warned j 
the Executive Council to put an end to these abuses 1 
Have I not warned them that the indemnity due for į 
the loss of the French ship the Impetuous, burnt by | 
the enemy within a cable’s length of your coast, ought l 
to be decreed [statuéc] and paid without delay? and 
the subterfuges, (permit me to use the expression, I ; 
know no other to cunvey my idea,) and the subterfu- : 
ges, I say, which have been employed to delay [ajour- 
ner} that indemnity, have made of that act of vio- 
lence, on the part of our enemics, a direct offence of | 
the United States against France. What more could l 
| 


you do? What more could you leave undone, sir, if 
you had a treaty of alliance with our enemies ? 
x You will find it convenient, sir, that I abridge the 


enumeration of all the subjects of complaint which the 
i Federal Government has given to France since my 


| 


fl residence in the United States, and that I refer to my 
fi correspondence with the Department of State. 


“T confine myself here to calling the attention, and 
the attention the most serious, of the Executive Coun- 
cil, to another grievance of the most serious kind. I 
know not what could more sensibly offend [offenser] 
the French Empire. 

«I commence, sir, by agreeing, that no Govern- 
i ment has aright to interfere with the particular or 
j municipal laws of other countries, because it is sup- 

posed, with reason, that every Government will so far 

respect itself, as to cireumscribe the effect of these 
j local institutions, and to stop licentiousness, which the 
| feobleness of Jaws always gives birth to, and the di- 
gressions [les écarts] of which may offend Foreign 
Powers. Can one suppose that it was easy to avoid 
| the just reproaches of Sovercigns for offences of this 
| kind, where the weakness [a vice] of the institutions, 
| and the want of action or of power in the depositaries 
Í of political authority, render useless a trial of the 
: means of repression? You have foreseen, sir, that I 
| am about to address you on the indetinite liberty of 
: saying everything, of writing everything, and of print- 
| ing everything. 

“Tam very far from believing that the excesses of 
| your press have occupied, for an instant, the thoughts 
i of the Emperor King, my master; but, as it respects 
i this subject, [à cet égard] Tam here as the organ of 
: the whole French Empire; and if I do not sec, with- 
out pain, the ravages [ravages] which the delirium of 
the insolence of the greater part of your periodical 
writers occasions among yourselves, you will judge 


i 
i 
i 


i that I do not hear without indignation all that people 


permit themselves to say or to write against France, 
her institutions, and the sacred person of her august 
representative. 

u You will see, sir, that on this subject, as on all 
others, the redress of grievances is an indispensable 
prerequisite to the formation of a new treaty between 
the two Powers. 

«Jt was sufliciently painful to me to address you 
[entretenir] on the complaints of France ngainst the 
United States, without laying them open to you in the 
form of an oflicial note. I have thought that a simple 
letter, the tone of which would approach nearer to that 
of our conference, would produce the same effect with 
you, sir, whose liberal principles and loyal character 
are known to me. I have thought you would be afict- 
ed, as I am, at the obstacles [intraves] which the pre- 
ceding Administration has been able to place in the 
way of a hearty reconciliation [à un rapprochment plus 
intime] between our Governments, and which their 
mutual interest renders more necessary than ever. 

«I have thought, also, that I could even ona sub- 
ject so serious, [grave] and without deviating from, or 
with propriety, [sans blamer les convenances} adopt 
a mode of communication more analogous to the con- 
formity of our views and our efforts to maintain har- 


| mony between Frauce and the United States ; and have 


found here, too, the satisfaction of being able to offer 
to your sentiments a new tribute of respect. 
& Receive, sir, the homage of my high consideration. 
“TURREATU.” 
And whether, if such letter was, transmitted to the 
Department of State, the same has been withdrawn 
from its archives, and if so, when and how the same 
was withdrawn. f 


Mr. Prrgin supported this motion of Mr. Gas- 
‘TON, and warmly entered into a view of the con- 
duct of Government as connected with the con- 
tents of that letter, which he considered it im- 
portant to verify or falsify. 

The question on Mr. Gaston’s motion to 
amend was decided in the negative by yeas and 
nays—for the amendment 65, against it 96, as 
follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Baylies, of Massachusetts, Bayly of 
Virginia, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, 
Brigham, Cuaperton, Champion, Chappell, Cilley, 
Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Dewey, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Grosvenor, 
Hale, Hanson, Hufty, Hungerford, Jacksou of Rhode 
Island, Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, 
Law, Lovett, Macon, Markell, Miller, Moffit, Mont- 
gomery, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, 
Post, Potter, John Reed, William Reed, Ridgely, Rug- 
gles, Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith 
of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, 
Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Mas- 
sachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, Wilson of Massachu- 
setts, and Winter. 

Navs—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett Beall, Bowen, Brown, 
Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Cheves, Clark, 
Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, 
Crouch, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Denoyelles, | 
Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, | 
Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, 


arising from articles impressed, and supplies furnished 
detachments of militia ordered into public service by 
the authority of the said State, from the commence- 
ment of the present war. 


The resolution was read, and, on the question 
that the House do now proceed to consider the 
same, it was determined in the negative. 

Mr. Catuovn, after observing that, as the Pres- 
ident had informed the House the Russian media- 
tion was at an end, there could be no objection 
to calling for papers relative to it, offered a reso- 
lution to the following effect: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to lay before the House such documents 
in relation to the Russian mediation as, in his opinion, 
it may not be inexpedient to communicate. 

The motion was agreed to, nem con., and a 
committee appointed to present it to the Pres- 
ident. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF ENLISTMENTS. 


On motion of Mr. Troup, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the 
following bill: 

A bill making further provision for filling of the ranks 
of the regular army, encouraging enlistments, and 
authorizing the re-enlistments for longer periods of 
men whose terms of service are about to expire: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
alives of the United States of America, in Congress 


Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Gourdin, Gritlin, Grundy, : assembled, That, in order to complete the present Mili- 
Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hubbard, Hun- | tary Establishment to the fall number authorized by 
phreys, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, | law, with the greatest possible despatch, there shall be 
Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, | paid to each ellective, able-bodied man, in licu of the 
Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle,; bounty at present established by law, who shall be 
McCoy, McKee, McKim, McLean, Moore, Murlree, ' duly enlisted into the service of the United States, 
Nelson, Newton, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, | after the -— day of next, to serve for the term 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Khea of T'ennessec, Rich, Ring-| of five years, or during the war, at his election, a 
gold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Seybert, Sharp, | bounty of one hundred dollars; twenty-five dollars to 
Skinner, Smith of Virginia, Strong, ‘l'annehill, ‘l'ay-| be paid on the cnlistment of the recruit; twenty-five 
lor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, | dollars when he shall be mustered and have joined 
Whitehill, Wilson of Penn., Wright, and Yancey. some military corps; and fifty dollars at the expira- 


The question was then taken upon the resolution tion of his term of service, or when he shall be enti- 
asoriginally proposed, by Mr. Roxerrs, and passed tled to his discharge, and shal] moreover be entitled to 
iti iie affirmative by = larre majority. the bounty of three hundred and twenty acres of land 

; D f : í is 

Mr. Roperts and Mr. Mosttey were ap-|*° Gite, Wine ote nel ena officer, sol 

a are i - ` i «ae ate 8 = 
ee Tcl a resulution dier, or other person, who shall recruit an able-bodied 
s e £ Ole . 


, : de. by Mr. J f Vi j man for the service, shall be entitled to receive, for 
„A motion was RARE ides fe’ fee thant Q lg | every effective, able-bodied man, recruited by him after 
ginia, that the House do reconsider their vote on: the day of next, for the term of five years, 


the passage of the resolution as proposed by Mr. | or during the war, and mustered, and between the 
Rosearts; on which the House adjourned. ages of eighteen and forty-five years, the sum of eight 
dollars: Provided, nevertheless, That this regulation, 
so far as respects the age of the recruit, shall not ex- 

Tuvrspay, January 13. tend to musicians, or to those soldiers who may re- 

The House resumed the consideration of the | enlist into the service. 

unfinished business, to wit: the motion of Mr.) Sec. 3. That from and after the day of 
Jackson, of Virginia, to reconsider the vote ! one thousand cight hundred and fourtcen, the monthly 
: ution submitted by Mr. Ros- | Pay of the non-commissioned officers, musicians, pri- 
Mr. Jackson withdrew his | Vates, drivers, bombardiers, matrosses, sappers, miners, 
artificers, saddlers, farriers, and blacksmiths, who have 
enlisted, or shall hereafter enlist in the service of the 
United States, shall, during the continuance of the 
war hetween the United States of America and their 
territories, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, and the dependencies thereof, be as fol- 
lows, viz: to each serjeant-major and quartermaster’s 


, 


? 


ss 


agreeing tothe resol 
ERTS; whereupon, 
said motion. 

The following resolution was submitted by j 
Mr. Beate: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of providing, by law, for adjusting 
nd satisfying claims of citizens of the State of Chio, 
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sergeant, fourteen dollars ; to each sergeant and prin- 
cipal musician, thirteen dollars; to each corporal, 
twelve dollars; to each musician, eleven dollars; to 
each private, driver, bombardier, matross, sapper, and 
miner, ten dollars; to each artificer, saddler, farricr, 
and blacksmith, not attached to the quartermaster gen- 
cral’s and ordnance departments, fifteen dollars. 

Sec. 4. That every non-commissioned officer, musi- 
cian, and private, who has been recruited in the regu- 
lar army of the United States, under the authority of 
the act of the eighth April, 1812, entitled, &c., may 
be re-enlisted for the term of five years, or during the 
war; and that every non-commissioned officer, musi- 
cian, and private, recruited under authority of the act 
of twenty-ninth January, 1813, entitled, &c., may be 
re-enlisted for tive years, or during the war. 

Sec. 5. That the non-commissioned oflicers, musi- 
cians, and privates, re-enlisted under the authority of 
the preceding section, shall be entitled to the bounty 
allowed by this act to recruits for five years or for the 
war. 


Mr. Troup, of Georgia, explained at length the 
views of the Military Committee in reporting 
the bill. The necessity of the vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the war, and the consequent necessity of 
filling the ranks, were among the points which 
he enforced most strongly. Among the various 
plans offering themselves to accomplish this lat- 
ter object, the committee had selected a system 
which to them appeared the best, but which was 
of course subject to the judgment of the House. 
He took occasion to observe, that though the 
Military Committee had received information of 
the actual state and strength of our army, it did 
not appear proper to state it in the House, as pub- 
licity, by informing the enemy of our military 
strength, would prejtidice the public service. 

Mr. Pearson. of North Carolina. recognised 
the propriety of not making public the actual 
amount of our military force; but, deeming it 
essential to be informed of it, moved that the 
Committee of the Whole rise, in order to have 
the galleries cleared, that the gentleman might 
communicate the information he possessed, for 
the benefit of the House. 

Mr. Prrxin, of Connecticut, supported the mo- 
tion of Mr. Pearson, from a desire of having 
that information before the House which he 
deemed necessary to intelligent legislation on the 
subject before them. 

Mr. Watgeur. of Maryland, opposed the motion 
on the ground of the extreme dithculty, if not 
impossibility, of keeping secret any matters tran- 
sacted within closed doors. Whatever the re- 
duction of numbers in our army, he had no doubt 
it had been equally great in that of the enemy, 
and quoted a paper in his hand to show that a 
single regiment of the enemy had been reduced, 
in the last campaign, from one thousand one hun- 
dred to three hundred men. 

Mr. Rura, of Tennessee, opposed the motion 
for the rising of the Committee. For his part 
he had uo objection that the whole nation should 
know the actual state of the Army. 

Mr. Pearson’s motion was negatived, 57 only 
rising in the affirmative. 

13th Con. 2d Szss.—30 


a 


Mr. Farrow, of South Carolina, opposed the 
manner in which the bounty to be given was to 
be divided between different periods of payment, 
and suggested an amendment, having for its ob- 
ject to pay a greater portion of the bounty in 
advance; which he subsequently withdrew to 
make room for an amendment proposed by Mr. 


| Lownpves. 


Mr. Comsrocx, of New York, expressed his 
conviction of the vital necessity of a vigorous 
prosecution of the war. True economy, he be- 
lieved, dictated the offer of liberal pecuniary in- 
ducements to secure the necessary enlistments. 
He was, therefore, in favor of this bill; but he 
was not able to discover that the fifty dollars, to 
be paid at the expiration of the term of service, 
would not offer quite as great an inducement to 
the recruit as if the whole amount of bounty 
were given him on his entering the service. 

Mr. Lownpss, of South Carolina, in rising to 
propose a change in the species of inducement 
held forth to enlistment, entered into an argu- 
ment to show that a present bounty would in all 
cases be found to possess advantages over a pros- 
pective one. The conversation he had held with 
every military man to whom he had mentioned 
the subject, confirmed him in the opinion that an 
increase of pay would have much less effect in 
procuring enlistments than a comparatively small 
amount advanced by way of bounty. He pro- 
posed to retain the pay at its present rate, and 
increase the bounty to one bundred and twenty- 
four dollars. The expenditure of the Govern- 
ment, if the war lasted only one year longer, 
would not be greater than as proposed by the 
bill; while, if it continued five years, it would be 
much less, at the same time that it would hold 
out greater inducements to enlistments. This 
position Mr. L. supported by a variety of state- 
ments, and concluded by moving an amendment 
to the bill, going to attain his object, which was 
afterwards modified on the suggestion of Mr. 
INGERSOLL, of Pennsylvania, so as to make the 
whole bounty one hundred and twenty-four dol- 
lars; fifty on enlistment, fifty on joining the regi- 
ment, and twenty-four on the expiration of the 
term of service. 

Mr. Catuoun, of South Carolina, enforced 
the propriety of the amendment proposed by his 
colleague, which, while it afforded stronger in- 
ducements to every class of the community, would 
be less oppressive on the community generally, 
because it would require less expense to meet it. 
An increase of pay, he added, generally produced 
disorders in camp, and introduced habits of licen- 
tiousness and intemperance. He was, therefore, 
averse to increasing the pay as proposed by the 
bill. 

Mr. Comstock was opposed to the amendment, 
As to the objection that increased pay would pro- 
duce increased licentiousness in camp, he was of 
opinion that increased bounty, as proposed, would 
be much more likely to produce that effect. 

Mr. Trour conceived it not very material 
whether the proposed amendment took place or 
not; but it ought to be taken into consideration, 
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in estimating the opinion of military men, that 
the description of persons who furm European 
armies, and armies in general, were very different 
from the description of patriotic soldiers who 
might be expected to compose the land levies of | 
the United States. 

Mr. Lownves acknowledged the justice of the 
remark of Mr. Comstock; but the evil he had 
supposed was inseparable from all enlistments on 
which a bounty must be given. An additional 
inerease of pay, he added, must be extended to 
militia also; and, considering the great number 
that might be called into service, this would be 
no inconsiderable objection. 

Mr. L.'s amendment was agreed to—yeas 85. 

The blank in the second section was, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Troup, filled with the first day of 
February. 

Mr. Werster moved to strike out of the sec- j 
tion allowing to the recruiting officer, or other 
person, eight dollars, for each reernit, the words 
“or other person.” 

. Mr. King, of Massachusetts, spoke in an ener- 
getic manner against this provision in the bill. 
He deprecated the injurious effects it might pro- 
duce. Mercenary men, he said, might be induced 
by this premium to offer their sons as sacrifices 
on the altar of their country; and even an army 
of slaves might be thus collected, for aught we 
know, from places where, as in this neighbor- 
hood, there might be as many slaves as freemen. | 
This, said Mr. K., is not the way toraise an army. | 
Address yourself to the patriotism of the people; 
convince them that your cause is just, that the 
war is rightful, and they will flock by thousands 
to your standard. Until then, double, triple your | 
offers—none but men without principle will en- 
list in your army. It had been said that these 
high premiums were necessary to induce the 
farmers’ sons to join the Army. So then, Mr. 
K. said, it seemed that these inducements were 
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this Capitol, dedicated to liberty, acquired by the 
toils of the Revolution, should such abominable 
doctrines be heard, so contrary to its principles ? 
When it was all-important to promote the re- 
cruiting service, such treasonablescntiments ought 
to be couutervailed. Mr. W.adverted to the op- 
position which had been made to the lending 
money to the Government, and to the recruiting 
service. which he strongly censured. It might 
be a love of country, he said, which had given 
rise to the predictions which had been heard to- 
day, as well as heretofore, of the failure of loans; 
but was not a love of the American empire. 
Look at a neighboring State, said Mr. W., and 
see the farmers and farmers’ sons marching in 
defence of their country, and finally capturing 
an army of the enemy? Did they want principle? 
They were farmers, and gentlemen, too. Mr. W. 
defined a gentleman to be a man who did not eat 
idle bread—who engaged in arts or sciences, cul- 
tivating the soil, or in the service of his country. 
Whilst our frontier was wrapped in flames, and 
females flying before a savage enemy, he had 
never expected to hear it said in this House, that 
it was an unprincipled thing for any man in this 
country to become a soldier. What could be 
more discouraging to enlistments than to be told 
that it was an unprincipled act to become a 
soldier? Mr. W. said, if he were ona jury to 


[try a man for dissuading another to enlist. he 


should pronounce him a culprit who should as- 
sett that a man violated principle by enlisting. 
Mr. Wensver said he was actnated by no ill 
will to the bill in proposing thisamendment. He 
believed it unnecessary, and that it would be pro- 
ductive of much inconvenience. The Army be- 
ing part of the country, he was desirous tu sce 
every man who joined it enter it freely and with- 
out the use of unusual means to induce him 
thereto. ; 
Mr. Kina said it was not his wish to impede 


to be addressed to those who pay all and fight all. | the recruiting service, or throw any obstacle in 
Why not enlarge the bounty so as to make it au | the way of it, Far from it. A responsibility, a 
inducement to gentlemen’s sons also? Why are |deep responsibility. certainly rested with those 
the farmers to bear all the burdens of the com- j who commenced the war, and every fair and hon- 
munity ? orable means they could take ought to be allowed 
Mr. Wien, of Maryland, said, that the gen- | them to carry ou their war. Gentlemen are ac- 
tleman just sat down appeared to think that farm- | cused, said he, of departing from those principles 
ets were not gentlemen. Now, said Mr. W., in | which actuated our forefathers, because they op- 
his country the farmers were gentlemen ; and he | pose the measures now proposed. Fask the gen- 
would be glad if the gentleman would draw the | leman from Maryland, who have in fact de- 
line of distinction between a farmer and a gen- | parted from them? Who are acting over again 
tleman. Heshould be glad to seea “gentleman” l the former tyranny of the British Government 
analyzed. Mr. W. was opposed to striking out | against this people? Who are cutting off our 
these words in the bill as proposed. When every | commerce, and depriving us of our accustomed 
effort was used by the minority to defeat the re- | modes of industry and supporting our families? 
cruiting service, there ought to be a counter | Against that tyranny we did defend ourselves in 
projet on the part of Government. But the gen- | time of old, and we shall have no difficulty, when 
tleman had said, that with all their inducements | attempted. of again doing the same. 
the Government would not get any men of prin-; Mr. TayLor, of New York, expressed his satis- 
ciple toenterthe Army. If to defend your gown: action at finding the House at last engaged in 
try, when menaced and invaded by the savage | the important business of the session. With deep 
tomahawk and scalping knife, and still more} regret, he said, he had heard and was compelled 


savage prompters of the tawny enemy, be a dere- 
liction of principle, Mr. W. hoped he should al- 
ways be found wanting of such principle. In 


to protest against the doctrines just advanced. 
Are we to be told, said he, that the Congress of 
the United States are now acting over again the 
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tyranny we experienced in former days from the 
British Government? Is this the deliberate and 
honest opinion of any man in the nation? Can 
there be a man who believes the conduct of this 
Government, in regard to the destruction of com- 
merce, to have been regulated with a view to the 
destruction of commerce? Who does not know 
that every attempt has been made to free com- 
merce from the shackles of a tyrannical foreign 
Power? No man who honestly speaks the dic- 
tates of his heart but mustacknowledge this fact. 
There have been instances where, to preserve a 


city, it has been necessary to tear down a house— | 


an injary to an individual of a small and tempo- 
rary nature, that became necessary to preserve a 
whole city from ruin. A necessary stop has thus 
been temporarily put to commercial transactions, 
not for the purpose of destroying commerce, or 
injuring that important interest, but for preserv- 
ing the commercial rights of this nation, not only 
for the present but for future ages. And are we 
to be told, sir, that our object is to destroy com- 
merce? And is it to be intimated, that the same 
spirit that was formerly exercised in opposing 
the tyranny of the British Government is now 
to be exercised in opposing the tyranny of this 
Congress in a certain part of the Union? L have 
heard a rumor, that a spirit of rebellion against 


the laws has discovered itself in a certain part of 


the country. Ido not believe it; it isa slander 
on the good men of that section of the country. 
But if it be true that there is such a spirit per- 
vading any portion of the country, there is not 
a district of it but has a physical power within 
itself of good and true men who will support the 
Constitution, the constituted authorities, and the 
laws constitutionally passed. It would be a slan- 
der on any portion of the country to express a 
different sentiment in relation toit Mr. T. pro- 
ceeded to remark on the amendment under con- 
sideration, and replied to some other remarks of 
Mr. Kine, particularly on the difference between 
them, on the merit of sacrifices on the altar of 
one’s country, &c. Mr. T. said, for the purpose 
of waging a decisive war, he, for one, should have 
no objection to enlist young men above eighteen 
into the Army, with or without the consent of 
their parents or guardians. ‘The question of car- 
rying on the war, at this moment, he conceived 
to be different from the question of originally em- 
barking in it; and he was of opinion that an 
universal sentiment must now pervade all reflect- 
ing minds of the necessity of carrying on the 
war till an honorable peace was obtained. 

Mr. Kine explained his observation respecting 
a father’s mercenarily offering his sons on the 
altar of his country. Such conduct would be 
mercenary, if induecd by the temptation held 
out in this bill, and that was all he meant by the 
term mercenary. In relation to the general sub- 
ject, as to the necessity of the war, he had for- 
borne all observation. The subject, he thanked 
God, had been amply discussed, and the people 
well understood it. 


discuss on a proper occasion. As to the miserics 


‘The necessity of continuing 
it was a distinct question, which he was ready to 


| of the country, the conflagration and devastation 
lof the fronticr—-to whom are the defenceless in- 
i habitants of that frontier indebted for these ca- 
i lamitics? He appealed to honorable men for 
‘the answer. It is to the Government, said he; 
: for, unprepared, you plunged the nation into a 
i war, from the disastrous effects of which you can- 
| not protect your citizens—and on your own head 
| be the disgrace and the responsibility. 
| Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, was opposed to the 
| amendment, because he was desirous, by all the 
| means in the power of Congress, to interest in 
‘all ways the feelings of men to enlist in the war. 
| Iu the Mast, said he, itis well known by the gen- 
| tleman who has last spoken, that, by some means 
| or other, by some arts or other, great interest has 
| been excited against the recruiting service. No 
| sooner is a young man asked to enlist, than you 
| will see ten or a dozen around him dissuading 
him from doing so. The discouragement is the 
| same to lending money, as to enlistment. [cannot 
; say Whence this interest arises; but I believe, if 
‘you could open the secret archives of the enemy, 
you would find that money has a little influence 
j somewhere; and Lam willing it shall now have 
the same influence for good purposes as it has 
‘had for bad ones. The gentleman from Massa- 
| chusetts says the war is unjust, and men of prin- 
‘ciple will not enlist. The war of the Revolution 
| —was that unjust? No, sir; and yet, just and 
: honorable as that was, were not the old Congress 
| obliged to give as much as three or four hundred 
dollars bounty to recruits for three years’ service ? 
I myself have known men who received four 
| hundred dollars in that way in those days. It is 
i idle to ask a man to sacrifice the prime of his life 
į for nothing—it is as patriotic in the Government 
j to pay him well, as it is for him to serve his 
country. Fhe things we have ‘heard to-day are 
‘not new; they are as old as the Revolutionary 
‘war. Then the war was declared unjust and 
i wicked—the judgments of Heaven were invoked 
| against those who undertook to defend it. How 
jisitnow? Much the same—the war is wicked, 
l unjust, murderous. What were then the causes 
of the war? The tyrannies of Britain. What 
are the causes of the present war? The same. 
On whom, it has been asked, are the misery and 
i disaster of this war to be charged? Sir, I will 
tell you. They are to be charged to those who 
have weakened the arms of their country ; who 
have divided the opinions of the people; who 
have refused to defend the rights of their coun- 
uy. If that American feeling had prevailed eve- 
rywhere which ought to animate the bosoms of 
every man, we should never have had occasion 
to go to war. Took at history. In proportion as 
she found enconragement, Britain bas had her 
| Henrys going through the country, inquiring 
Pe by whom, and how, the spirit of opposi- 
| 


tion is cherished. These things are on record, 
and the time must come when they will be justly 
estimated. But for the Opposition, we should 
never have been at war. And what is its object? 

what isthe secret of its violence? 'To drive those 
out of power who are in—and everything tends 
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to that object. ' 
the opposition to it, though at a higher rate than 
necessary. But it isthe motives and measures I 
have described, which have created the blue 
lights ; that have butchered women and children, 
and set your houses in flames on the frontier. 
Where these things will end I know not, unless 
it be in one thing. 

Mr. Troup expressed his astonishment and re- 
gret at the sentiments advanced by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. It was certainly true, 
as stated by the gentleman from Vermont, that, 
in the former war, when the British laid waste 
our frontiers, and, in another quarter, made an 
advance into the country, it was said by the Tories 
of the Revolution, “these calamitics were brought 
on you by yourselves;” that the war in which 
we were then engaged was an unjust war, &c. 
These facts were recorded in the history of the 
country by the pen of a gentleman of the same 
party as the gentleman from Massachusetts him- 
self. Mr. T. went on, and opposed the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Pickering supported the amendment, be- 
cause, if it passed, all the money spent under it 
would be money thrown away, because unneces- 
sarily expended. 

The motion to amend was negatived. 

On motion of Mr. Lownopes, the third section 
was stricken out altogether. 

‘I'he Committee rose and reported this bill as 
amended; and, after some desultory discussion, 


the several amendments made in Committee were j 


adopted by the House, by yeas and nays. 

Mr. Wersrer renewed his former motion, 
which was again rejected. 

Mr. Kine, of Massachusetts, moved to amend 
the bill, so as that, if killed in the discharge of 
his duty, the money due to a recruit at the expi- 
ration of the term of his service, should be paid 
to his immediate relative-—Agreed to. 

Mr. K. took occasion to observe, that he had 
been misunderstood as to his ideas of the relative 
character of farmers’ sons and gentlemen. In re- 
gard to our young farmers and farmers’ sons, 
said he, I consider them as much superior to 
what are frequently called gentlemen, as the me- 
ridian sun is to the basest reptiles that bask in its 
rays. 

No further amendment being offered, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
to-morrow. 


Fripay, January 14. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “for the relicf 
of Isaac Clason;” in which they desire the con- 
currence of this House. 

On motion of Mr. McKim, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be required to lay before this House a digest o 
American manufactures, heretofore ordered to be 
made out under his direction, if the same be pre- 
pared, and to report the progress made in this 
work, if not ready for delivery. 


The loan was filled in spite of 
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to consider the resolution submitted by him yes- 
| terday, and the same being again read, was agreed 
to by the House, amended to read as follows: 

Resolved, ‘Vhat the Committee of Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding, by law, for the adjusting and satisfying 
| claims of citizens of the United States, arising 
‘from articles impressed, and supplies furnished 

detachments of militia ordered into public service 
by the authority of any State or Territorial Gov- 
ernment, from the commencement of the present 
war. 
+ On motion of Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be, and they are hereby, instructed to inquire 
whether it be not required by the Constitution of 
‘the United States to extend the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States to cases not pro- 
vided for by law; and, also, into the expediency 
of such extension. 

On motion of Mr. SuHerwoop, the Committee 

upon the Judiciary were instructed to inquire 
into the amount of fees and perquisites of the 
office of District Attorncy in the District of New 
York, and to provide by law for proportioning 
| the emoluments of the office to its duties. 
! A Message was received from the President of 
| the United States transmitting an account of the 
| contingent expenses of the Government for the 
year 1813. 


THE MILITIA. 

Mr. Tayvor. from the committee on that part 
of the Presidents Message which relates to a 
| revision of the militia system, made a report on 
| the resolution instructing them to inquire into 
the expedieney of altering the tour of militia 
duty to three months; which was read, and the 
resolution therein contained was concurred in by 
ithe House. The report is as follows: 

| That, by the 4th section of the act to provide for 
calling forth the militia to suppress insurrections and 
se invasions, &c., passed February 28, 1795, the 
service of the militia is limited to a term not exceeding 
| three months in any one year, after their arrival at the 
| 


place of rendezvous. By the third section of the act 
to authorize a detachment from the militia of the Uni- 
ted States, passed April 10, 1812, the militia may be 
compelled to serve not exceeding six months. The 
last mentioned act will have expired at the end of two 
years from its passage. These are the only acts in 
force to authorize calling out the militia into actual 
service. When such call is made under the act of 
1795, to repel either actual or threatened invasion, the 
service is limited to the term contemplated by the reso- 
lution. But, in case a detachment is required for more 
| distant service, the term of three months would often 
ibe inadequate to effect any valuable purpose. ‘I'he 
| committee, therefore, submit the following resolution: 
; Resolved, That it is inexpedient to limit the service 
of the militia called out under the authority of the 
United States to a term not exceeding three months. 


COASTING TRADE. 


Mr. Kine, of Massachusetts, rose to submit 
lee resolutions, on a subject which he deemed 
of great importance—he meant the commerce of 
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our country, if that could indeed be deemed im- 
portant now. Whatever the impressions of this 
House or of the Government may be on the sub- 
ject of commerce, still it is and will continue to 
be dear to a great majority of the American peo- 
ple. They will cling to the wreck of it while a 
spar or the flag remains above the water. Even 
the Navy which bears that flag would lose its 
value and importance if we had no commerce 
to protect—and that Navy, encircled as it is with 
glory, it was impossible to call to recollection, 
without emotions, which he feelingly described. 
It was important, Mr. K. said, that we should 
-know and accurately define the extent of our 
Constitutional powers in relation to commerce, 
in every point of view. In peace we look to 
Commerce for the whole of our revenue; in war 
attempts are made to fight our enemy through its 
agency. In this way, and by your restrictive 
measures, said he, commerce has heen reduced 
from its proud elevation to a pitiful remnant ; and 
rou have lately passed a law sweeping that rem- 
nant from the ocean; and all this has been done 
under the Constitutional power given to this Gov- 
ernment for regulating commerce! You act 
like bungling mechanics, in whose hands delicate 
machines are intrusted—and who stop their mo- 
tion in attempting to mend them. I know the 
plea urged is, that because Congress have the 
power to declare war, and to raise and support 
armies, they have a right to oppress commerce, 
by way of making it an instrument of war. Mr. 
ive’s idea of the powers of Congress was this: 
that the power to regulate commerce was a co- 
ordinate and independent branch of power, equally 
with other powers granted under the Constitu- 
tion. He never could for a moment conceive, 
where one power is granted, that under that power 
another independent power was to be exercised. 
Besides, Mr. K. said, he did extremely doubt the 
efficacy of these measures regulating commerce. 
The Government had endeavored to make the 
commerce of the country what was called an ef- 
ficient belligerent weapon. It was a weapon, he 
said, of that kind, the recoil of which on the cit- 
izen was infinitely more destructive than the pro- 
jectile force on the enemy. You may preventa 
few of the fleet of the enemy from being sup- 
plied; but you arrest or cramp the industry of 
thousands of our own citizens by the measure, 
which thus becomes infinitely more mischievous 
than beneficial. Besides, said he, why select the 
commerce of your own country, why oppress 
your merchants, in waging your restrictive war 
on the enemy? The answer will doubtless be, 
that through their means he may, with great fa- 
eility, receive his supplies. But why not at once 
lay the axe to the root of the tree? Why not go 
to the farmer and tell him that he shall not 
plough, nor sow, nor reap, because if he does the 
enemy may be supplied by the product of his in- 
dustry? Such language might be held with the 
-same propricty to the farmer as that they now 
held to the merchant. The former wonld tell 
you those were rights which he received by a 
heavenly charter; that so long as the earth re- 


mained, seed time and harvest should not cease. 
Suppose a law were to be passed, that no wagon 
should travel on the highway. In thirty days 
he believed the Capitol would be surrounded by 
ten thousand of those wagoners, who would en- 
deavor to forcea respect for theirrights. Mr. K. 
said, it did-appear to him that the Congress and 
Government had departed from those principles 
which were dear to and cherished by our ances- 
tors. He would reeall the minds of members 
back to that remote, but memorable period, the 
Declaration of Independence. 

{The Spzaker here called upon Mr. Kine to 
state his motion, that it might be ascertained 
whether his remarks were strictly applicable to 
the question he was about to raise.] 

Mr. Kine submitted to the decision of the Chair. 
He had nearly finished his prefatory remarks ; 
and had only intended to recall the recollection 
of one fact, viz: the passage of what was called 
the Boston Port Bill, passed sometime in 1774, 
by which the port of Boston was closed. He 
merely meant to have compared it with the bill 
recently passed by this House, by which all the 
ports of the United States were closed. And, 
with this remark, he offered the following reso- 
lutions for consideration: 

1. Resolved, That the Constitutional powers of Con- 
gress do not extend to the suspension or interdiction 
of the coasting trade of the United States of America, 
from a district in one State to a district in the same 
State. 

2. Resolved, That the Constitutional powers of Con- 
gress do not extend to a suspension or interdiction of 
the coasting trade of the United States of America, 
from a district in one State to a district in the same 
State, or an adjoining State on the seacoast, or on a 
navigable river : Therefore, 

3. Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions be, and they are hereby, instructed to bring in a 
bill to repeal so much of the act laying an embargo on 
all ships and vessels in the ports and harbors of the 
United States, passed on the 17th day of December, 
A. D. 1813, as suspends or interdicts the coasting trade 
of the United States of America, from a district in one 
State to a district in the same State, or an adjoining 
State on the seacoast, or on a navigable river. 


And the question being taken that the House 
do now consider the said resolutions, it was.de- 
termined in the negative—yeas 64, nays 95, as 
follows: 

Yuss—Messrs. Alston, Baylies of Massachusetts 
Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, 
Davenport, Davis of Massachusetis, Ely, Franklin, 
Gaston, Geddes, Grosvenor, Hanson, Hufty, Hunger- 
ford, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, 
King of Massachusetts, Law, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, 
Markell, Miller, Moffitt, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, 
Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, William 
Reed, Richardson, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, Shef- 
fey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stan- 
ford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, 
Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Wheaton, 
Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, and Wood, 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Archer, Bard, 
Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, Brown, Burwell, But- 
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ler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappel, Cheves, Clark, Clop- The bill was then put on its final passage ; when 
passage ; 


ton, Comstock, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, : 
Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Denoyelles, Desha, : 
Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of | 
Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Ghol- | 
son, Glasgow, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, ! 
Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Ingersoll, Irwin, Jackson į 
of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kerr, Kil- | 
bourn, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, ! 
McCoy, McKee, McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, j 
Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, ; 
Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of T'en- i 
nessec, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, : 
Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, } 
Smith of Virginia, Strong, ‘l'annchill, Taylor, Telfair, | 
Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wil- ! 
son of Pennsylvania, Wright, and Yancey. 


ENCOURAGING OF ENLISTMENTS. 


The engrossed bill, encouraging enlistments, 
&c., was read a third time. 

Mr. Snerrey offered the following new section 
by way of rider to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That the troops which 
shall be enlisted by virtue of this act, shall be limited, 
as to service, to the defence of the territory and fron- 
tiers of the United States, or such part thereof as the 
President may elect and determine. 


After some objections on the question of order 
as to the admission of a rider to a bill, being con- 
trary to practice, and a discussion on the princi- 
ple of the proposed rider, the question on its pas- | 
sage to a second reading was decided in the: 
negative: For Mr. Suerrey’s motion 54, against | 
it 103, as follows: i 

Yreas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, : 
Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, 
Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of, 
Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Gros- , 
venor, Hale, Hanson, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent | 
of New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, i 
Markell, Miller, Moffit, Moseley, Pearson, Pickering, | 
Pitkin,Post, Potter, William Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, 
Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of | 
New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Tall- 
madge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, 
‘Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, and Wilson of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Naxs—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Avery, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, Brown, 


. Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, | 


Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Crawford, Creigh- 
ton, Crouch, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Denoy- 
elles, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, 
Findley, Fisk of New York, Forncy, Forsyth, Frank- 
lin, Gholson, Glasgow, Gourdin, Griffin, 
Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, 
Hungerford, Ingersoll, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, 
Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, 
Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, 
Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKee, Mce- 
Kim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Nelson, Newton, 
Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea o 
Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, 
Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, 
Seybert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, 
Smith of Virginia, Strong, Tannchill, Taylor, Telfair, 
Troup,, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wil- 
son of Pennsylvania, Wood, Wright, and Yancey. 


Grundy, Hall, | 


f! to any such object. 


Mr. WEBSTER rose, and addressed the Chair as 
follows: 

Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to offer 
myself to your notice on this question. I have 
changed my purpose only in consequence of the 
course which the debate took yesterday, on an 
amendment proposed by me to one of the subor- 
dinate provisions of this bill. The observations 
to which that oceasion gave rise, have induced 
me to prefer assigning my own reasons for my 
own vote, rather than trust to the justice or char- 
ity of the times to assign reasons for me. 

The design of this bill is to encourage, by means 
of a very extraordinary bounty, enlistments into 
the regular army. Laws already existing, and 
other bills now in progress before the House, pro- 
vide for the organization of an army of sixty- 
three thousand mes. For the purpose of filling 
the ranks of that army, the bill before us proposes 
to give to cach recruit a bounty of one hundred 
and twenty-four dollars, and three hundred and 
twenty acres of land. It offers also a premium 
of eight dollars to every person, in or out of the 
army, citizen or soldier, who shall procure an 
able-bodied man to be enlisted. 

Before, sir, I can determine for myself whether 
so great a military force should be raised, and at 
so great an expense, I am bound to inquire into 
the object to which that force is to be applied. 
If the public exigency shallin my judgment de- 
mand it; if any object connected with the pro- 
tection of the country. and the safety of its eiti- 
zens, shall require it; and if I shall see reasonable 
ground to believe that the force, when raised, will 
be applied to meet that exigency, and yield that 
protection, I shall not be restrained by any con- 
siderations of expense from giving my support to 
the measure. lam aware that the country needs 
defence, and I am anxious that defence should be: 
provided for it to the fullest extent, and in the 
promptest manner. But what is the object of this 
bill? To what service is this army destined, 
when its ranks shall be filled? We are told, sir, 
that the frontier is invaded, and that troops are 
wanted to repel that invasion. It is too true that 
| the frontier is invaded—that the war, with all its 
i horrors, ordinary and extraordinary, is brought 
within our own territories—and that the in- 
‘habitants near the country of the enemy are com- 
| pelled to fly, lighted by the fires of their own 
| houses, or stay and rneet the foe, unprotected by 
| any adequate aid of Government. But show me 


: that by any vote of mine, or any effort of mine, 
j Lean contribute to the relief of such distress 5. 
show me that the purpose of Government, in this 
; measure, is to provide defence for the frontiers. 
| laver l see no evidence of any such intention, I 
j have no assurance that this army will be applied 
There are. as was said by 
| my honorable friend from New York, (Mr. Gros- 
VENOR.) strong reasons to infer the contrary, from 
| the fact that the forces hitherto raised have not 

been so applied, in any suitable or sufficient pro- 

portion. ‘The defence of our own territory seems, 


hitherto to have been regarded as an object of 
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To that purpose Government did not see fit to 
apply it. It was not competent, as the event 
proved, to invade with success the provinces of 
the enemy. To that purpose, however, it was 
applied. The substantial benefit which might 
have been obtained, and ought to have heen ob- 
tained, was sacrificed to a scheme of conquest, in 
my opinion a wild one, commenced without 
means, prosecuted without plan or concert, and 
ending in disgrace. Nor is it the inland frontier 
only that has been left defenceless. The seacoast 
has been, in many places, wholly exposed. Give 
me leave to state one instance: the mouth of one 
of the largest rivers in the eastern section of the 
Union is defended by a fort mounting fourteen 
guns; this fort, for a great part of the last season, 
was holden by one man and ene boy only. I state 
the fact on the authority of an honorable gentle- 
man of this IIouse. Other cases, almost equally 
flagrant, are known to have existed, in sume of 
which interests of a peculiar character and great 
magnitude have been at stake, With this know- 
ledge of the past, I must have evidence of some 
change in the purposes of the Administration be- 
fore l can vote for this bill, under an expectation 
that protection will thereby be affurded to cither 
frontier of the Union. Of such change there is 
no intimation. On the contrary, gentlemen tell 
us explicitly that the acquisition of Canada is 
still deenied to be an essential object, and the vote 
of the House within the last half hour has put 
the matter beyond doubt. An honorable gentle- 
man irom Virginia (Mr. Saprrey) has proposed 
an amendment to the bill, limiting the service of 
the troops to be raised by its provisions, to objects 
of defence. To the bill thus amended he offered 
his support, and would have been cheerfully fol- 
lowed by his friends. The amendment was re- 
jected. [t is certain, therefore, that the real ob- 
ject of this proposition to increase the military 
force to an extraordinary degree, by extraordina- 
ry means, is to act over again the scenes of the 
two last campaigns. To that object I cannot 
lend my support—I am already satisfied with the 
exhibition. Give me leave to say, sir, that the 
tone on the subject of the conquest of Canada 
seems to be nota little changed. 

Before the war, that conquest was represented 
to be quite an easy affair. The valiant spirits 
who meditated it were only fearful lest it should 
be too casy to be glorious. They had no appre- 
hension, except that resistance would not be so 
powerfulas to render the victory splendid. These 
confident expectations were, however, accompa- 
nied with a commendable spirit of moderation, 
the true mark of great minds, and it was gravely 
said that we ought not to make too large a grasp 
for dominion, but to stop in our march of con- 
quest northward, somewhere about the line ot 


perpetual congelation, and leave to our enemics 
or others the residue of the continent to the pole. 


How happens it, sir, that this country, so easy 


prophecies, we were to have been by this time 
legislating, dividing it into States and Territo- 
ries, is not yet ours? Nay, sir, how happens it 
that we are not even free of invasion ourselvess. 
but gentlemen here call on us, by all the motives 
of patriotism, to assist in the defence of our own 
soil, and portray before us the state of the fron- 
tier, by frequent and animated allusion to all those- 
topies which the modes of Indian warfare usually 
suggest ? 

This, sir, is not what we were promised. This 
is not the entertainment to which we were in- 
vited. This is no fulfilment of those predictions 
which it was deemed obstinacy itself not to be- 
lieve. This is not the harvest of greatness and 
glory, the seeds of which were supposed to be 
sown with the declaration of war. 

When we ask, sir, for the causes of these dis- 
appointments, we are told that they are owing to 
the opposition which the war encounters in this 
House and among the people. All the evils which 
afflict the couutry are imputed to Opposition. 
This is the fashionable doctrine, both here and 
elsewhere. It is said to be owing to opposition 
that war became necessary ; and owing to oppo- 
sition, also, that it has been prosecuted with no 
better success, 

This, sir, is no new strain. Ft has been sung a 
thousand times; it is the constant tune of every 
weak or wicked Administration. What Minister 
ever yet acknowledged that the evils which fell 
on his country were the necessary consequences 
of his own incapacity, his own folly, or his own 
corruption? What possessor of political power 
ever yet failed to charge the mischiefs resulting 
from his own measures, upon those who had uni- 
formly opposed those measures? The people of 
the United States may well remember the ad- 
ministration of Lord North. He lost America to 
his country. Yet he could find pretences of 
throwing the odium upon his opponents. He 
could throw it upon those who had forewarned 
him of the consequences from the first, and who 
had opposed him, at every stage of his disastrous 
policy, with all the force of truth, and reason, and 
talent. It was not his own weakness, his own 
ambition, his own love of arbitrary power, which 
disaffected the Colonies. It was nut the Tea act, 
the Stamp act, or the Boston Port bill, that sev- 
| ered the empire of Great Britain. Oh, no! It was 
| owing to no fault of Administration; it was the 
! work of apposition. It was the impertinent bold- 

ness of Chatham; the idle declamation of Fox; 
and the unseasonable sarcasm of Barre! These 
men, and men like them, would not join the Min- 
ister in his American war. They would not give 
the name and character of wisdom to that which 
they believed to be the extreme of folly. They 
j would not pronounce those measures just and 
honorable, whieh their principles led them to de- 
i teste They declared the Minister’s war to be 
wanton, ‘They foresaw its end, and pointed it 
out plainly both to the Minister and to the coun- 
try. He pronounced the Opposition to be selfish 
and factious; he persisted in his course, and the 
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of acquisition, and over which, according to the] result is in history. 
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This example of Ministerial justice seems to| astonished at the declaration of war, I have been 
have become a model for these times, and this. surprised at nothing since. Unless all history 
country. With slight shades of difference. owing : deceived me, I saw how it would be prosecuted 
to different degrees of talent and ability, the imi-; when I saw how it was begun. There is in the 
tation is sufliciently exact. It requires little im-: nature of thingsan unchangeable relation between 
agination to fancy one’s self sometimes to be list- : rash counsels and feeble execution. 
ening to a recitation of the captivating orations’ It was not, sir, the minority that brought on 
of the occupants of Lord North’s Treasury bench.; the war. Look to your records from the date of 
We are told that our opposition has divided the; the embargo in 1807, to June 1812. Everything 
Government, and divided the country. Remem-: that men could do, they did, to stay your course. 
ber, sir, the state of the Government and of the; When at last they could effect no more, they 
country when war was declared. Did not differ- | urged you to delay your measures. They entreated 
ence of opinion then exist? Do wenot know that! you to give yet a little time for deliberation, and 
this House was divided? Do we not know that: to wait for favorable events. As if inspired for 
the other House was still more divided? Does! the purpose of arresting your progress, they laid 
not every man, to whom the public documents , before you the consequences of your measures, 
are accessible, know, that in that House one sin- ' just as we have seen them since take place. They 
gle vote, having been given otherwise than it was, ; predicted to you their effects on public opinion. 
would have rejected the act declaring war, and | They told you that, instead of healing, they would 
adopted a different course of measures? A paren-! inflame political dissensions. They pointed out 
tal, guardian Government, would have regarded : to you also what would and what must happen 
that state of things. It would have weighed such i on the frontier. That which since has happened 
considerations; it would have inquired coolly | there, is but their prediction turned into history. 
and dispassionately into the state of public opinion | Vain is the hope then of escaping just retribution, 
in the States of this Confederacy; it would have | by imputing to the minority of the Government, 
looked especially to those States most concerned | or to the opposition among the peuple, the disasters 
in the professed objects of the war, and whose in-| of these times. Vain is the attempt to impose 
terests were to be most deeply affected by it.} thus on the common sense of mankind. ‘The 
Such a Government, knowing that its strength | world has had too much experience of ministerial 
consisted in the union of opinion among the peo-| shifts and evasions. It has learned to judge of 
ple, would have taken no step of such importance i men by their actions, and of measures by their 
without that union; nor would it have mistaken | consequences. 
mere party feeling for national sentiment. | If the purpose be, by casting these implications 

That occasion, sir, called for a liberal view of | upon those who are opposed to the policy of the 
things. Notonly the degree of union in thesen- Government, to check their freedom of inquiry, 
timents of the people, but the nature and structure , discussion, and debate, such purpose is also inca- 
of the Government; the general habits and pur- | pable of being executed. ‘I'hat opposition is Con- 
suits of the community; the probable consequen-! stitutional and legal. Itis also conscientious. It 
ces of the war, immediate and remote, on our civil } rests in settled and sober conviction, that such 
institutions; the effect of a vast military patro- i policy is destructive to the interests of the peo- 
nage ; the variety of important local interests and | ple, and dangerous to the being of the Govern- 
objects ;—these were considerations essentially | ment. The experience of every day confirms 
belonging to the subject. It wasnot enough that i these sentiments. Men who act from such mo- 
Government could make out its cause of war j tives are not to be discouraged by trifling obsta- 
on paper, and get the better of England in the; cles nor awcd by any dangers. ‘They know the 
argument. This was requisite, but not all that, limit of Constitutional opposition—up to that 
was requisite. The question of war or peace, in | limit, at their own discretion will they walk, and 
a country like this, is not to be compressed into! walk fearlessly. If they should find, in the his- 
the compass that would befit a small litigation. : tory of their country, a precedent for going over. 


It is not to be made to turn upon a pin. Inea-; I trust they will not follow it. They are not of 
a school, in which insurrection is taught as a 


pable in its nature of being decided upon techni- 
cal rules, it is unfit to be discussed in the manner ' virtue. They will not seek promotion through 


which usually appertains to the forensic habit. 
Tt should be regarded asa great question, not only - 
of right, but also of prudence and expediency. : 
Reasons of a general nature, considerations which ` 
go back to the origin of our institutions, and other ` 
considerations which look forward to our hopeful . 
progress in future times, all belong, in their just į 
proportions and gradations, to a question, in the | 
determination of which the happiness of the pres- : 
ent and of future generations may be so much ; 
concerned, : 

I have heard no satisfactory vindication of the | 
war on grounds like those. They appear not to | 


the paths of sedition, nor qualify themselves to 
serve their country in any of the high depart- 
ments of its Government, by making rebellion the 
first element in their political scienee. 
Important as I deem it to discuss, on all proper 
oceasions, the policy of the measures at present 
pursued, it is still more important to maintain 
the right of such discussion, in its full and just 
extent. Sentiments lately sprung up, and now 
growing fashionable, make it necessary to be ex- 
plicit on this point. The more I perceive a dis- 
position tu check the freedom of inquiry by ex- 
(ravagant and unconstitutional pretences, the 


have suited the temper of that time. Utterly | firmer shall be the tone, in which I shall assert. 
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cise it. It is the ancient and undoubted prero- 
gative of this people to can§jass public measures 
and the merits of public men. It is a “ homebred 
right,” a fireside privilege. It has ever been en- 
joyed in every house, cottage, and cabin, in the 
nation. It is not to be drawn into controversy. 
It is as undoubted as the right of breathing the 
air, or walking on the earth. Belonging to pri- 
vate life asa right, it belongs to public life asa 
duty ; and it is the last duty, which those whose 
representative I am, shall find me to abandon. 
Aiming at all times to be courteous and tempe- 
rate in its use, except when the right itself shall 
be questioned, I shall then carry it to its extent. I 
shall then place myself on the extreme boundary 
of my right, and bid defiance to any arm that 
would move me from my ground. This high 
Constitutional privilege I shall defend and exer- 
cise within this House, and without this House, 
and in all places: in time of war, in time of peace, 
andatall times. Living I shall assert it, dying I 
shall assert it; and, should I leave no other 1n- 
heritance to my children, by the blessing of God, 
I will still leave them the inheritance of free 
principles, and the example of a manly, indepen- 
dent, and Coustitutional defence of them. 
Whoever, sir, would discover the causes which 
have produced the present state of things, must 
look for them not in the efforts of opposition, but 
in the nature of the war, in which we are enga- 
ged, and in the manner in which its professed 
objects have been attempted to be obtained. Quite 
too small a portion of public opinion was in favor 
of the war, to justify it, originally. A much 
smaller portion is in favor of the mode in which 
it has heen conducted. This is the radical infir- 
mity. Public opinion, strong and united. is not 
with you, in your Canada project. Whether 
it ought to be, or ought not to be, the fact that it 
is not, should by this time be evident to all; and 
itis the business of practical statesmen, to act 
upon the state of things as it is, and not to be al- 
ways attempting to prove what it ought to be. 
The acquisition of that country is not an object 
generally desired by the people. Some genile- 
men indeed say it is not their ultimate object; and 
that they wish it only as the means of effecting 
other purposes. But, sir,a large portion of the 
people believe that a desire for the conquest and 
final retention of Canada is the main spring of 
public measures. Nor is the opinion without 
ground. It has been distinctly avowed by pub- 
Tie men, in a public manner. And if this be not 
the object, it is not easy to see the connexion be- 
tween your means and ends. At least that por- 
tion of the people, that is not in the habit of re- 
fining far, cannot see it. You are, you say, at 
war for maritime rights, and free trade. But 
they see you lock up your commerce and aban- 
don the ocean. They see you invade an interior 
province of the enemy. ‘hey see you involve 
yourselves in a bloody war with the native sava- 
ges; and they ask you, if you have, in truth, a 


In times like these,a great measure of a preva- 
lent party becomes incorporated with the party 
interest. To quarrel with the measure would be 
to abandon the party. Party considerations, there- 
fore, induce an acquiescence in that on which the 
fate of party is supposed to depend. Gentlemen, 
sir, fall into strange inconsistencies on this sub- 
ject. They tell us that the war is popular; that 
the invasion of Canada is popular, and that it 
would have succeeded before this time, had it not 
been for the force of opposition. Sir, what gives 
force to opposition in this country? Certainly 
nothing but the popularity of the cause of oppo- 
sition, and the numbers who ‘espouse it. Upon 
this argument, then, in what an unprecedented con- 
dition are the people of these States! We have 
on our hands a most popular war; we have also 
a most popular opposition to that war. We can- 
not push the measure, the opposition is so popu- 
lar. We cannot retract it, the measure itself is 
so popular. We can neither go forward, nor 
backward. Weareat the very centre of gravity— 
the point of perpetual rest. 

The truth is, sir, that party support is not the 
kind of support necessary to sustain the country 
through a loug, expensive, and bloody contest; 
and this should have been considered before the 
war was declared. The cause, to be successful, 
must be upheld by other sentiments, and higher 
motives. It must draw to itself the sober appro- 
bation of the great mass of the people. [t must 
enlist, not their temporary or party feelings, but 
their steady patriotism, and their constant zeal. 
Unlike the old nations of Europe, there are in 
this country no dregs of population, fit only to 
supply the constant waste of war, and out of 
which an army can be raised, for hire, at any 
time, and for any purpose. Armies of any mag- 
nitude can here be nothing but the people em- 
bodied—and if the object be one for which the 
people will not embody, there can be no armies. 

It is, I think, too plain to be doubted, that the 
conquest of Canada is such an object. They do 
not feel the impulse of adequate motive. Not 
unmin:ful of military distinction, they are yet 
not sanguine of laurels in this conquest. The 
harvest, thus far, they perceive has not been 
great. The prospect of the future is no greater. 
Nor are they altogether reconciled to the princi- 
ple of this invasion, Canada, they know, is not 
to be conquered, but by drenching its soil in the 


maritime controversy with the Western Indians, | blood of its inhabitants, They have no thirst 
and are really contending for sailors’ rights with | for that blood. The borderers, on the line, con- 
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result disgraces us? Who does not see in what 
estimation our martial prowess must be by this 
time holden by th enemy and by the world 2 
Administration has made its master effort to sub- 
due @ province, three thousand miles removed 


against one another. 
the fate of some of these people. 
it to be a fact, that in some of the affairs, which ! 
we call battles, because we have had nothing | from the mother country; scarcely equal in nat- 
else to give the name to, brother has been in| ural strength to the least of the States of this 


I understand 


= 


a 


arms against brother. The bosom of the parent | confederacy, and defended by external aid toa 
has been exposed to the bayonet of his own son. | limited extent. It has persisted two campaigns, 
Sir, | honor the people that shrink from a war-!and it has failed. Let the responsibility rest 


fare like this. Lappland their sentiments and their The world will not ascribe the 
feelings. ‘They are such as religion and human- 
ity dictate, and such as none but cannibals would 
wish to eradicate from the human heart. 

You have not succeeded in dividing the people 
of the Provinces from their Government. Your 
commanders-tell you that they are universally 
hostile to your cause. It is not, therefore, to 
make war on their Government, it is to make 
war, fierce, cruel, bloody war on the people them- 

` selves, that you call to your standard the yeo- 
manry of the Northern States. The experience 
of the two campaigns should have taught you, 
that they will not obey that call. Government 
has put itself in every posture. It has used sup- 
plication and entreaty ; it has also menaced, and 
it still menaces compulsion. All is in vain. It 
cannot longer conceal its weakness on this point. 


| where it ought. 
| issue to want of spirit or patriotism in the Amer- 
ican people. The possession of those qualitics, 
iin high and honorable degrces, they have here- 
! tofore illustriously evinecd, and spread out proof 
joa the record of their Revolution, They will 
ibe still true to their character, in any cause 
_ which they feel to be their own. In all causes 
| they will defend themselves. The enemy, as we 
| have seen, can make no permanent stand in any 
{populous part of the country. Its citizens will 
i drive back his forces to the line. But at that 
i line, at the point where defence ceases and inva- 
| sion begins, they stop. They do not pass it, be- 
| cause they do not choose to pass it. Offering no 
{serious obstacle to their actual power, it rises, 
i like a Chinese wall, against their sentiments and 
their feelings. 

It is natural, sir, such being my opinion, on 


i 
ji 
{ 


Look to the bill before you. Does not that speak | ' 
a language exceeding everything I have said?! the present state of things, that 1 should be asked 
You last year gave a bounty of sixteen dollars, i what, in my judgment, ought to be done. In the 
and now propose to givea bounty of one hundred | first place, then, Í answer, withdraw your invad- 
and twenty-four dollars, and you say you have: ing armies and follow counsels which the na- 
no hope of obtaining men at a lower rate. This! tional sentiment will support. In the next place, 
is sufficient to convince me, it will be sufficient | abandon the system of commercial restriction. 
to convince the enemy and the whole world, That system is equally ruinous to. the interests, 
yourselves only excepted, what progress your ; and obnoxious to the feclings of whole sections 
nd whole States. 


Canada war is making in the affections of the | a 


people. 


It is to no want of natural resources, or natural | 


strength in the country, that failures can be at- 
tributed. ‘The Northern States alone are able to 


They believe you have no 
i Constitutional right to establish such systems. 
They protest to you that such is not, and never 
| was, their understanding of your powers. They 
iare sincere in this opinion, and it is of infinite 


overrun Canada in thirty days, armed or unarm: j moment, that you duly respect that opinion, al- 
ed, in any cause which should propel them by | though you may deem it to he erroneous. ‘These 
inducements sufficiently powerful. Recur, sir, | people, sir, resisted Great Britain, because her 
to history. As early as 1745, the New England | Minister, under pretence of regulating trade, at- 
Colonies raised an army of five thousand men, ; tempted to put his hand into their pockets and 


and took Louisburg from the troops of France. 
On what point of the enemy’s territory, let me 
ask, have you brought an equal force to bear in 


the whole course of two campaigns? On another ! 


occasion, more than half a century ago, Massa- 
chusetts alone, although its population did not 
exceed one-third of its present amount, had an 
army of twelve thousand men. Of these, seven 
thousand were at one time employed against 
Canada. <A strong motive was then felt to ex- 
ist. With equal exertion that Commonwealth 
could now furnish an army of forty thousand men. 


You have prosecuted this invasion for two carm- | 
paigns. ‘They have cost you vastly more, upon the ' 


average, than the campaigns of the Revolution- 
ary war. The project has already cost the Amer- 
ican people nearly half as much as the whole 
price paid for independence. The result is be- 
fore us. Who does not see and feel that this 


ltake their money. ‘There is that, sir, which they 
then valued, and which they still value, more 
than money. That pretence of regulating trade 
they believed to be a mere cover for tyranny and 
‘oppression, The present embargo, which does 
not vex, and harass, and embarrass their com- 
; merce, but annihilates it, is also laid by color of 
ja power to regulate trade. Tor if it be not laid 
| by virtue of this power, it is laid by virtue of no 
| power. It is not wonderful, sir, if this should 
| be viewed by them as a state of things, nol cou- 
{templated when they came into the national 
: compact. 

Let me suppose, sir, that when the convention 
pof one of the commercial States, Massachusetts, 
i for example, was deliberating on the adoption of 
| this Constitution, some person, to whose opening 
vision the future had been disposed, had appeared 
among them. 
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rocked the cradle of liberty in America. 
would have seen there statesmen and warriors, 
who had borne no dishonorable parts in the coun- 
cils of their country, and on her fields of battle. 
He would have found these men recommending 
the adopticn of this instrument to a people, full 
of the feeling of independence. and naturally jeal- 
ous of all Governments but their own. And he 
would have found that the leading, the principal, 
and the finally prevalent argument, was the pro- 
tection and extension of commerce. 

Now, suppose, sir, that this person, having the 
knowledge of future times, had told them: “ This 
‘instrument, to which you now commit your 
fates, shall for a time not deceive your hopes. 
Administered and practised as you now under- 
stand it, it shall enable you to carry your favor- 
ite pursuits to an unprecedented extent. The 
increase of your numbers, of your wealth, and 
of your general prosperity, shall exceed your 
expectations. But, other times shall arrive— 
other counsels shall prevail. In the midst of 
this extension and growth of commerce and 
prosperity, an embargo, severe aud universal, 
shall be laid upon you for eighteen months. This 
shall be sacceeded by non-importations, restric- 
tions, and embarrassments, of every description. 
War with the most powerful maritime nation 
on earth shall follow. This war shall be de- 
clared professedly for your benefit, and the pro- 
tection of your interest. It shall be declared, 
nevertheless, against your urgent remonstrance: 
your voice shall be heard, but it shall be heard 
only to be disregarded. lt shall be a war for 
sailors’ rights, against the sentiments of those to 
whom cight-tenths of the seamen of the coun- 
try belong. Itshall be a war for maritime rights, 
forced upon those who are alone interested in 
such concerns. It shall be brought upon you by 
those to whom seamen and commerce shall be 
alike unknown—who shall never have heard 
the surges of the sea—and into whose minds the 
idea of a ship shall never have entered through 
the eye, till they shall come from beyond the 
Western hills to take the protection of your mar- 
itime rights and the guardianship of your com- 
mercial interests into their skilful and experi- 
enced hands. Bringing the enemy to the block- 
ade of your ports, they shall leave your coasts 
to be undefended, or defended by yourselves, 
Mindful of what may yet remain of your com- 
merce, they shall visit you with another embar- 
t go—they shall cut off your intercourse of every 
‘description with foreign nations. This not only; 
‘they shall cut off your intercourse of every 
t description by water with your sister States. 
t This not only; they shall seize your accustomed 
: commerce in every limb, nerve, and fibre, and 
‘hold it as in the jaws of death :” 

I now put it to you, sir, whether, if this prac- 
tical administration of the Constitution had 
been laid before them, they would have ratified 
it? Lask you, if the hand of Hancock him- 

self would not sooner have committed it to the 
flames? If then, sir, they did not believe, and 
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from the terms of the instrument had no reason 
to believe, that it conferred such powers on the 
Government, then, I say, the present course of its 
administration is not consistent with its spirit and 
meaning. 

Let any man examine our history, and he will 
find that the Constitution of the country owes its 
existence to the commerce of the country. Let 
him inquire of those who are old enough to re- 
member, and they will tell it to him. The idea of 
such a compact, as is well known, was first un- 
folded in a meeting of delegates from different 
States, holden for the purpose of making some 
voluntary agreements respecting trade, and estab- 
lishing a common tariff. [see near mean hon- 
orable and venerable gentleman (Mr. Scuure- 
man, of New Jersey) who bore a part in the de- 
liberations of that Assembly, and who put his 
hand to the first recommendation ever addressed 
to the people of these States, by any body of men, 
to form a National Constitution. He will vouch 
for the truth of my remark. He will tell you the 
motives which actuated him and his associates, 
as well as the whole country, at that time. The 
faith of this nation is pledged to its commerce, 
formally and solemnly. [call upon you to redeem 
that pledge, not by sacrificing, while you profess 
to regard it, but by unshackling it and protect- 
ing it and fostering it, according to your ability, 
and the reasonable expectations of those who have 
committed it to the care of Government, In the 
commerce of the eountry the Constitution had its 
growth; in the extinction of that commerce it 
will find its grave. 1 use not the tone of intimi- 
dation or menace, but [I forewarn you of conse- 
quences. Let it be remembered, that in my place, 
this day, and in the discharge of my public duty, 
I conjure you tu alter your course. Turge to you 
the language of entreaty. I beseech you, by the 
best hopes of your country’s prosperity—by your 
regard for the presecvation of her Government 
and her Union—by your own ambition, as honor- 
able men, of leading hereafter in the councils of 
a great and growing Empire—I conjure you by 
every motive which can be addressed to the mind, 
that you abandon your system of restrictions— 
that you abandon it at once, and abandon it 
forever. 

The humble aid, which it would be in my 
power to render to measures of Government, 
shall be given cheerfully, if Government will 
pursue measures which I can conscientiously sup- 
port. Badly as I think of the original grounds of 
the war, as well as of the manner in which it 
has been hitherto conducted, if even now, failing 
in an honest and sincere attempt to procure just 
and honorable peace, it will return to measures 
of defence and protection, such as reason, and 
common sense, and the public opinion all call for, 
my vote sball not be withholden from the means. 
Give up your futile projects of invasion. Ex- 
tinguish the fires that blaze on your inland fron- 
tiers. Establish perfect safety and defence there, 
by adequate force, Let every man that sleeps 
on your soil, sleep in security. Stop the blood 
that flows from the veins of unarmed yeomanry 
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and women and children. Give to the living | ject; and it is due to candor to premise that he has 
time to bury and lament oria a the ane | E his case TER pre as elroy 
ness of private sorrow. Having performed this! with propriety, as well as ability. Ican assure 
work of beneficence and mercy on your inland j him, in the first place, that whatever may be the 
border, turn, and look me nie betes aad i TAR e coumuni ashe State vee 
compassion on your vas é g thej he art represents; that, however impolitic, 
ont Vinson thre ira grasp Ton embargon mamani a AN they oa sane the 

ake measures for that end before another sun! conquest of Canada, the popular feeling is very 
sets upon you. With all the war of the enemy | different in that portion of the country which 
on your commerce, if you would cease to war on | sends me to this House—a portion undoubtedly 
it yourselves, you would still have some com-! as populous, as enlightened, and as patriotic as 
merce. That commerce would give you some| the immediate section of that gentleman's resi- 
revenue. Apply that revenue to the augmenta- i dence; I will not presume to say, sir, more popu- 
tion of your navy. That navy, in turn, will pro- | lous, more enlightened, or more patriotic. The 
tect your commerce. Let it no longer be said | delays, disasters, and disgrace our arms have sus- 
that not one ship of force, built by your hands! tained in the endeavor to invade the Canadian 
since the war, yet floats upon the ocean. Turni provinces we do not consider, in Pennsylvania, 
the current of your efforts into the channel which las reasons for abandoning the attempt. We do 
nations) sentiment nas alvenr worn broad and | not account our itori pen ai: as 
Jeep to receive it. naval force, competent toj do not see in these difficulties attending the 
defend your coast against considerable armaments, | oauan ai apprenticeship the evidences 
to convoy your trade, and perhaps raise the j discovered by that gentleman of indelible nation- 
blockade Xe your rivers, is not a chimera. It|al discredit, nor motives for closing with any 
may be realized. If, then, the war must be con- | terms that may be offered of peace; but, on the 
tinued, go to the ocean. If you arc.seriously | contrary, we hold them to be calamitous proofs 
contending for maritime rights, go to the theatre | of an ignorance of the art of war, which it is 
where alone those rights can be defended. Thither | high time to overcome, and most powerful in- 
every indication of your fortune points you. | citements to perseverance and fortitude in hostil- 
There the united wishes and exertions of the; ities. Asa separate cause of war, independent 
nation will go with you. Even our party divis- of all others, I will not undertake to say what the 
ions, acrimonious as they are, cease at the water’s | popular sentiment may be with regard to the 
edge, They are lost in attachment to national ; invasion and conquest of Canada; but, as an in- 
character on the element where that character is pate for waging it effectually, and as a desi- 
made respectable. In protecting naval interests | rabie acquisition in the course of its prosecution, 
by naval means, you will arm yourselves with . most certainly we do look upon those British prov- 
the whole power of national sentiment, and may | inces in our neighborhood as all-important m the 
command the whole abundance of the national | account. It can hardly be doubted but that Can- 
resources. In time you may enable yourselves | ada will generally, hereafter, be as well defended 
to redress injuries, in the place where they may | as it has been in the present contest, nor can it any 
be offered, and, if need be, to accompany your | more be drawn into question that our efforts to 
own flag throughout the world, with the protec- | possess ourselves of these territories will invari- 
tion of your own cannon. ably be as unfortunate and disgraceful as they 

When Mr. Wensver had taken his seat— have been, unless we persist long enough to op- 

Mr. INGERSOLL rose and addressed the House | pose discipline to discipline; otherwise, we may 
as follows: postpone the conquest to the next generation, 

Mr. Speaker, I regret that there should bea who may try it,as we have done; failas we have 
necessity for any member on this side of the | done; and hand it over toa third descent: always 
House to deny some of the positions assumed by | expensive, always sanguinary, always mortifying. 
the honorable gentleman from New Hampshire, | and always unsuecessful. We recollect, sir, and 
(Mr. Wensrer,) who has just taken his seat; and į take into consideration. inall our views of this sub- 
more eepecialy ere. that the task should devolve | awn ee England to wrestit from France; 
upon me, as I think it does, in justice to my con- | how many disastrous campaigns succeeded each 
stituents, to contradict more particularly his po- | other; when the whole population of the New 
sitions with respect to the popularity of the con- | England States were embodied for the conquest 
quest of Canada. He has totally denied the; under the most expericneed military men Great 
prevalence of such a sentiment, denounced the | Britain could place at their head; how they nev- 
project as odious and impracticable in the pres: | ertheless failed, year after year, till Wolfe, at last, 
j 
| 


a 


ent state of public feeling, and, while he recog- | achieved it. And, when he had achieved it, what 
nised the facility of the conquest, he nevertheless | said the English nation of its worth? Turn, sir, 
prophesied a continued abortion to the American j to those histories to which the gentleman from 
arms in every such attempt. Sir, meeting his as- | New Hampshire has referred, with which he is, 
sertions, as [ do, without previous consideration, | no doubt, so much more conversant than I can 
it must be expected that my answer will be desul-| pretend to be. Ask ihe annals of the times. 
tory and incomplete. The gentleman from New ; They will tell you that the acquisition was ac- 
Hampshire appears to have taken the floor with | counted a rich indemnity for all the blood and 
an argument, the fruit of some study of his sub-| all the treasure it had cost. They will inform 
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you that the English deemed it a p 
bly valuable. 

f such was their view of this conquest, such 
their perseverance to accompish it, shall we reck- 
on it so little worth, when its importance has been 
so much enhanced? Shall we forego the en- 


deavor to obtain it, without exertions commen- | 


surate with those made so long ago by England ? 
Itis true that our arms have failed; failed re- 
peatedly; failed most disreputably ; failed almost 
unaccountably. But have not the arms of Eng- 
land been as often and as signally reversed? It 
is now more than a century since England has 
been striving to become a considerable military 
Power, and what has been her fate? Look to 
Flanders, 10 Holland, to Walcheren, during the 
present war; without recurring further back, to 
Portugal, to Spain. Where have they not been 
defeated and disgraced? till finally, after three 
years of continued overthrows and failures in 
Spain, they have, at last, been beaten by their 
masters in the military art into an equality with 
those masters. Liet it always be recollected, sir, 
that our present misfortunes in the field are the 
natural result of thirty years of peace and pros- 
perity; thirty years of total neglect of every- 
thing like military science or acquirement. Tam 
given to understand, sir, by officers of unquestion- 
able merit, that, in the late affair at Williams- 
burg, on the 11th of November, the superiority 
of British discipline was as manifest on the one 
side, as that of American enthusiasm was on the 
other; and that, but for this ardent, though ill- 
regulated spirit, we should probably have sus- 
tained a total defeat. The knowledge of war is 
not to be obtained in a day, nor through any 
theory. If labor, mortification, and constancy, are 
indispensable to the mastery of any art, surely 
they must be, and be expected to be, in that of 
military affairs. How was it, sir, when, soon 
after the organization of the present Government, 
an attempt was made to subdue the Indians on our 
borders ?—when General Washington was the 
President, General Knox at the head of the War 
Department, and Generals IIarmer, St. Clair, 
and Wayne, the commanders of the several ex- 
peditions? I forget which of the two former 
went first, but they were both entirely unsuccess- 
ful; nor was it until the third attempt was made, 
that, with all the supposable advantages of such 
an administration, this petty foe was ultimately 
overcome. 

Have gentlemen forgot that the first blow of the 
war of the Revolution, even before the Declara- 
tion of Independence, was aimed at Canada? when 
General Washington sent Colonel Arnold to pen- 
etrate with his detachment through the District 
of Maine, while General Montgomery advanced to 
the co-operation by another route. ‘he course and 
termination of that expedition are familiar to 
everybody. General Montgomery fellin theattack 
on Quebec, after the subjugation of Montreal, 
and when the conquest of the province was so 
near its accomplishment. 
the year, too, and under circumstances, which 
cannot be called to mind, without contrasting 


He fell at a season of 
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rize inestima- | them with the present situation and tatter con- 


| stitution of our armies, who, fortified all Summer 
land hutted all Winter. appear to have lost the 
i spirit of enterprise and hardihood by which Ameri- 
! can officers and soldiers were formerly character- 
i ized. Several years after this invasion, in the 
year 1779, that Congress, whose constancy, pa- 
| triotism, and talents, cannot be too much applauded, 
| whose eulogium has been resigned to our enemies 
jand omitted by our own annalists, made every 
| arrangement preparatory to a second incursion. 
| The Marquis Lafayette was seut into the State 
i of New York to take the preliminary measures 5 
i and the design was finally suspended, for reasons 
i which it is not now essential that I should enu- 
i merate. Many years succeeding this period, at 
‘ the adoption of the Federal Constitution, a clause 
was placed in that instrument, as is well known, 
i for the express purpose of making adequate pro- 
vision for the future incorporation of the Canadas, 
at any time, into the Union. 

Bat the conquest of Canada is said to be un- 
popular; and that is the reason why it fails—that 
is the reason why it will never succeed. A de- 
fensive and a maritime sphere is alone to be oc- 
! cupied by American hostilities. With a large 
; majority of the country the conquest. Iam con- 
| fident, is not unpopular, but looked upon as even 
astrong independent inducement tothe war. The 
embargo, of which the gentleman from New 
| Hampshire deprecates the existence even for a 
| day, will not interrupt the prosecution of those 
| maritime adventures he recommends. Your pub- 

lic vessels are not restricted. They are hastening 

abroad. Your privateers will not be confined. 

They are gliding down your rivers and bays to 

the ocean. Within a very short time, I arn told, 
| a considerable number has effected their clearance 

out to sea from the waters of the Chesapeake; 
‘and no doubt from other quarters others will not 
! be backward in going forth. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire is not 
correct when he avers that the present war has 
not added a single ship to our Navy. Ships-of- 
the-line, the favorite scheme of that gentleman, 
I presume, are in the process of construction, 
Several frigates and several sloops of war are also 
in progress; some nearly finished ; others not so 

| far advanced. Large ships are not the creation 

of a day; but I imagine as much industry has 
been exerted upon those now building as could 
be of any use. I was surprised, however, at the 
broadness of the honorable gentleman’s averment 
in this respect, when the conquest of Canada was 
his topic, and when therefore the lakes should 
have been full in his view. The ships with which 
Commodore Chauncey conquered the command 
of Lake Ontario are the production of the present 
war; and so are those with which Commodore 
Perry obtained his transcendant victory, unparal- 
leled by any achievernent on the high seas. 

Mr. Speaker, this of all others is not a moment 
for relaxation from the exigencies ol the crisis. 
Most unexpectedly, within these few days, a flag 
of truce has arrived from England, bearing, as 
is supposed, pacific overtures to this country. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


956 


Encouragement 


of Lenlisiments. January, 1814, 


Whether this advance 
sincere, or insidious, it equally behooves us to 
strengthen the belligerent arm of the nation. 
When we advert to the date at which these des- 
patches left Tangland there is certainly something 
to be gathered which seems to indicate that our 
cause there is not deemed a hopeless one. Within 
not many days after the most signal success that 
ever the allies of Great Britain, according to their 
account, have gained on the continent of Europe 
during five successive coalitions, suddenly and 
somewhat strangely a flag of truce is despatched 
to accost us. Information has been received. I 
am told, that the American loans are at an ad- 
vance of twelve per cent. in the London stock 
market—no evidence certainly of their entertain- 
ing doubts of our national resources, unanimity, 
or determination. Tinfer from all these circum- 
stances, that the Emperor of Russia, whose prof- 
fered mediation Great Britain declines, having 
at last crowned his invincible resistance to the 
continental dominion of France with success, has 
indicated symptoms of a resolution to turn the 
same unconquerable spirit against England, and 
to curb in like manner her maritime usurpation ; 
a balance unquestionably to be desired for the 
peace, welfare, and security of the world. Should 
such be the case, it furnishes a new and very 
strong illustration of the sagacity and wisdom of 
the American Government in their management 
of the important good offices and alliance of 
Russia. Should such be the case, sir, it opens 
upon us prospects of peace and maritime pros- 
perity infinitely beneficial, } trust it may be so, 
sir. I hope the Gottenburg negotiation may end 
in an adjustment of our difficulties, But, to be 
thrown off our guard by such a reliance would 
be the most fatal impolicy 3 to rest on our arms 
in the meanwhile, every way deplorable. Let 
us strengthen them, increase our bounties, mul- 
tiply our soldiers, instruct our officers, prove 
the interval to redeem and establish our military 
reputation. Above all, let us not be deluded by 
the prospect of peace into a dilapidation of the 
means of war. If the English are sincere, so are 
we ; and there can be no difficulty to a fair accom- 
modation. But, lest they should be insidious in 
this dangerous proposition, let the motto of every 
man be, at least for the present, “ Timeo Danaos, 
et dona ferentes,” 

When Mr. Incersout had concluded— 

Mr. Mitten, of New York, rose and addressed 
the Chair as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: I cannot vote for the bill now un- 
der consideration, nor can I content myself with 
a silent vote. Iam opposed to the bill— 

Ist. Because the force it seeks to raise is to be 
used in this war of conquest—the crusade against 
Canada. 

2d. Because we have not the information we 
ought to have, before we grant more money, or 
raise more men, to prosecute this ruinous and dis- 
astrous war. 

3d. Because I think this Administration is in- 
competent to conduct the war to a successful 
issue, 


4th. Because I am utterly opposed to the prin- 
ciples which have been avowed in the progress of 
the war. 

It is not my intention to touch the details of 
the bill on the table, although I think them very 
defective and objectionable. Tam opposed to the 
whole bill— 

Ist. Because the force is to be used in this war 
of conquest. 

We have been told by honorable gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, that however much 
we may have been originally opposed to the war, 
it now becomes our duty to withhold our opposi- 
tion, and afford all the means in our power to 
carry it on with the utmost vigor. To this opin- 
ion I cannot subscribe; it goes to the destruction 
of civil liberty, and will not find advocates on this 
side of the House. This doctrine strikes at the 
vitals of your republican institutions. It amounts 
to neither more nor Jess than this: that a weak 
and wicked Administration, (I speak not particu- 
larly of the present men in power,) finding the 
confidence of the people withdrawn, and their 
power about to pass into other hands, have noth- 
ing to do but to declare war, and instantly all op- 
position must cease; the men who happen to be 
in place, at the time of the declaration of war, 
however weak, however incompetent, and how- 
ever profligate, must be supported at every hazard. 
To this doctrine I object, as it goes directly to the 
destruction of civil liberty. ‘The people of this 
country, f am proud to say it, have an undoubted 
right to pass upon the conduct of public men, 
and examine the tendeney of public measures, in 
war as well as in peace. 

It seems to be agreed on all sides, that this is 
not the fit occasion to discuss the merits of the 
present war. [shall follow the example of other 
gentlemen in this particular. Permit me, how- 
ever, to remark, that at the time of the declara- 
tion of war, there was a respectable minority in 
both Houses of Congress, and must I say mi- 
nority in the nation, who disapproved of the war, 
as inexpedient, unnecessary, and unjust? Since 
the declaration of the war, the main pillars on 
which it rested (the Orders in Council) have been 
removed; and it rests now particularly, if not 
solely, on the ground of impressment. Many who 
approved the war at its declaration, might now 
well doubt the propriety of its continuance. It 
is not, sir, under circumstances like these, that 
the minority can be fairly called on to grant men 
and money to prosecute this war—a war which 
they considered inexpedient, unnecessary, and un- 
just, in its origin; and the principal cause of 
which has since totally failed. 

The conquest of Canada has been distinctly 
avowed as an object of the war. My honurable 
friend from New Hampshire (Mr. Wessrsr) 
stated to you that his constituents did not want 
Canada; that they were opposed to this war of 
ambition and conquest. An honorable genue- 
man from Pennsylvania, who bas just sat down, 
(Mr. Incersout,) said his constituents considered 
the war just and necessary, and the conquest of 
Canada indispensable, He said, also, that it was 


@. 


HISTORY OF 


Encouragement 


957 


January, 1814. 


CONGRESS. 


of Enlistments. 


patriotic to enlist in such a cause. I would like 
to know how many of that honorable gentlemen’s 
constituents have enlisted for this war, so neces- 
sary and so just? And how many of them have 
marched for the conquest of Canada, which he 
and they think so indispensable? Does he see 
the dilemma in which he may have placed his 
constituents? I put it to you, sir: H that honor- 
able gentleman proves to me that this war is ne- 
cessary and just—that the conquest of Canada is 
indispensable—that to join the Army is patriotic, 
and that his constituents know it; and] prove to 
him that his constituents have not joined the 
Army for these objects, so necessary, so just, so 
indispensable, I ask you, sir, whether his own ar- 
gument does not prove that his coustituents want 
patriotism? Your former projects for filling your 
army have failed—the present one may not suc- 
ceed. You began with offering reasonable, moder- 
ate bounty and pay,and you was disappointed; you 
made some calculation on the patriotism of your 
friends—you now, however, make a direct appeal 
to their cupidity: you propose to increase your 
bounty to an extravagant amount; and yet I am 
not sure that your ranks will be filled. I know 
it has been said, that armies are usually filled 
with the idle, the vagrant, the dissolute, and the 
profligate—men without occupation, without cha- 
racter, without homes. Nor do I forget that our 
manners, our habits, our customs, our pursuits, 
and our feelings, are like our Government—peace- 
ful; that in this country the means of subsistence 
are so easily acquired, the rewards of honest in- 
dustry so great, and the condition of our people 
so comfortable, that they require strong tempta- 
tions to enlist in your army. There is much 
weight in all this, but it is not sufficient to ac- 
count for the present state of your recruiting ser- 
vice. There is another and no less powerful 
reason: your war is unpopular. In common with 
every friend of the country, 1 rejoice that our 
people are so happy and contented at home that 
they require strong temptation to induce them to 
leave their accustomed avocations and pursuits. 
But I am proud indeed in the belief that they 
require also to be satisfied of the justice and ne- 
cessity of the war, before they will enlist in the 
ranks of your army, Show to the people of this 
country that you have not been wanting in any 
of the duties you owed the enemy; show to them 
that you have negotiated in good faith, and that 
all your negotiations have failed through bis 
fault. In short, prove to them that your war is 
necessary and just—that it is the proper remedy 
for the evils of which you complain; show them 
that war is necessary to assert national right, or 
to vindicate national honor, and you will have an 
army; you will then command the energies of 
every heart, and the “might which slumbers in 
every arm.” But antil you do convince the peo- 
ple of this necessity, offer what bounty you please. 
I am not certain you willget anarmy. Do what 
you will, say what you please, the people of this 
country will think and talk; and strong indeed 
must be the temptation for them to enlist, unless 
you convince them of the justice and necessity 


at your hands. 

The advocates of the bill have more than once 
alluded to the situation of the frontier; and we 
have been asked whether we would not consent 
to fill the ranks of the Army, now that our fron- 
tier was desolated, and our villages smoking in 
ruins? Could it have been the intention of the 
honorable gentleman to give an impression abroad 
that the minority of this House was opposed to 
the defence of the country? Sir. such an impres- 
sion would be erroneous. Holding, as we justly 
do, the majority answerable for the blood and 
treasure of the nation, we have at all times ex- 
pressed a willingness to afford our aid for defen- 
sive measures. ‘The men to be raised under this 
bill cannot be enlisted, much less organized and 
disciplined for the defence of the frontier—the 
object is conquest, and on this ground we oppose 
it. It has been intimated that we are not willing 
to afford the means of defence. My honorable 
friend from Virginia, (Mr. Suerrey,) bas, I hope, 
put this question at rest for ever, He this morn- 
ing offered you an amendment to the bill, * limit- 
ing the force to the defence of the frontier.” He 
pledged himself, and vouched for the support of 
his friends, provided the amendment was adopted. 
What was the fate of it? You rejected it with 
contempt and disdain; you would not give ita 
second reading. Let it not be said, then, that 
we refuse you the means of defence. For that 
we always have been—we still are ready to open 
the treasure of the nation. We will give you 
millions for defence; but not a cent for the con- 
quest of Canada—not the ninety-ninth part of a 
cent for the extermination of its inhabitants. 
This is one ground of opposition to the Lill. 

2d. lam opposed to the bill, because we have 
not the information we ought to have, before we 
grant more men or money to prosecute this ruin- 
ous and disastrous war. 

My honorable friend from North Carolina (Mr. 
Pearson) stated this objection, and asked for in- 
formation—it was suggested that it would not be 
prudent and discreet to expose the full extent of 
our means. To prevent the necessity of a public 
disclosure, he moved to clear the galleries; with 
a view to ask and learn the present state and con- 
dition of the Army. This was not acceded to: 
and we are now called on to grant you more men, 
at a most enormous premium, without even being 
permitted tohave any satisfactory official inform- 
ation ahout the state of our recruiting service. 
Ignorant, hoodwinked, blinded as we are, it ought 
not to be elaimed or expected of us to pass this 
bill. [think the Administration ought not to call 
on us for more men till they have answered the 
inquiry which we made of them touching the 
causes of the failure of our arms. And 1 much 
doubt whether this House ought to grant another 
army, before it has madea thorough investigation 
of the causes of the late disasters and disgrace 
which have followed our arms. 
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Let me not be ans 
the inquiry—the inquiry you have made must 
prove ineffectual. The honorable mover of that 
resolution (Mr. Branuey) professed to have the 
same object in view which he formerly had; and 
introduced his resolution, by some remarks, in 
which he claimed it to be “like” the one offered at 
the last session. Permit me to set the honorable 
gentleman right—and let me tell him, that his 
resolutions are not “like’—nay, sir. let me prove 
to him that they are very unlike. The resolution 
which he submitted at the last session, was in 
these words: 

« Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire into the causes which have led to the multiplied 
failures of the arms of the United States on our West- 
ern and Northwestern frontier ; and that the commit- 
tee be authorized to send for persons and papers.” 


The resolution which he offered this session, 
and which the House adopted, is in these words: 

“u Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before this House, any 
information in his possession, and not improper to be 
communicated, which may tend to illustrate the causes 
of the failure of the arms of the United States on the 
Northern fronticr.” 


Can these resolutions be considered “like” in 


we have adopted may not reach the evil—and, if 
the blame rests with the Administration, it cer- 
tainly wiil not reach it; it cannot, it was not so 
| intended by the honorable mover. And here, per- 
mit me to remind that honorable gentleman of 
what he said, on introducing his resolution the 


other day. Alluding tohis former resolution, he 
distinctly stated that the reasons requiring the in- 
vestigation, had * gained strength” since the last 
session. The disease he admits to be more dan- 
gerous; and yet the strength of the remedy is 

reduced, its whole force and efficacy lost. Sir, 
| the arm of this resolution should have been ex- 
tended so as to have reached your departments; 
and it should have been nerved with sufficient 
| strength to bind the delinquent, even had he been 
found within the walls of your palace. Let me 
again tell the honorable gentleman from Vermont, 
| that his resolutions are most unlike. If he thinks 
i that by moving the subject at the last session, the 
public had a right to expect him to pursue the in- 
vestigation, let me tell him that expectation has 


their nature, object, or effect? The object to be | been disappointed. If he considers that he was 
sure, in both cases, is an inquiry; but the resolu- | pledged to prosecute an effectual inquiry, I tell 
tions are radically and essentially different. Thei him that pledge remains to be redeemed. He 
one offered last session relates exclusively to the | has, to be sure, brought forward an inquiry, but 
first campaign, and extends to the Western and ¿of a very different character from that which he 
Northwestern frontier; it seeks to raise a com- | proposed last session. Like the Weird Sisters, 
mittee of this House, with power to send for per- : he * has kept the word of promise to our ear, but 


sonsand papers. Ivis the usval and proper inquiry. 
in the usual and proper way, if a thorough and 
effectual investigation was wished or expected. 
The second resolution is radically different; it 
proposes no committee; it begs to know of the 
President the causes of the failure of our arms— 
it is confined io the Northern frontier; it does not 
touch the Western and Northwestern frontier. 
Its terms might possibly include both campaigns; 
but, according to its obvious import, it was treated 
by every gentleman who spoke on it as relating 
exclusively to the last campaign. Now, will tie 


honorable gentleman from Vermont proclaim to Í 


this House and publish to the nation that his res- 
olutionsare “like” each other? Sir, they are most 
palpably unlike. 

Again, they differ essentially in this particular, 
If under the first resolution a committee had been 
appointed with power to send for persons and 
papers, the fault might have been traced to the 
Administration, if indeed it rested there. By the 
last resolution, the inquiry is made of the Presi- 
dent, and the conduet of the Administeation is 
completely and effectually shielded from investi- 
gation. 

{Here Mr. Miter was called to order by Mr. 
Watenr. of Maryland. The Chair declared Mr. 
M. not to be out of order.] 

I should have regretted, sir, had I been consid- 
ered by the Chair, as wandering from the point 
under discussion—I have now only to regret, that 


» brake it to our hope.” 

i voted for the resolution, not because T consid- 
ered it proposed an ineffectual investigation—I 
knew it did not, and begged the honorable mover 
to give some litte time for consideration; this 
he declined, and it was hurried through the House 
with very little reflection. I did vote for it on 
| two grounds—it admitted the failure of the cam- 
paign, and the necessity of an inquiry. This in- 
quiry is made of the President, the commander- 
in-chief of your armies, and who may himself be 
| answerable for the misfortunes and calamities of 

our military operations. I do not here intend to 
| charge the failure of our arms to the President; 
I du not know that he is to blame in the conduct 
of the war; but if he was ever so much in fault, 
you could not ask of him to inculpate hinnself, 
The President is completely protected ; the pre- 
sent mode of inquiry. also effectually shields the 
departments. The President will not tell you 
that his Secretaries are unfaithful or incompetent, 
for he has power to remove them, and he will not 
plead guilty to the charge of retaining unfaithful 
or incompetent men iu his Cabinet. Besides, the 


l 
| - 
inquiry.although directed to the President inform, 


goes in fact to the Secretary at War; and he is 
the last man in this nation to whom such an in- 
quiry should have been directed. 

Itis a position not to be doubted, that our mili- 
tary operations may. in a good degree, take their 
tone and character from the Head of the War 


Se 
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at I!the suspicion of it. ‘This would have inspired 
think the present Secretary has more military confidence; it would have effected another object 
talent than his immediate predecessor, or any | SO near the hearts of certain gentlemen; it would 
member of the Cabinet. But yonr furces appear | have reduced the number of moral traitors. A 
to be crippled and bound, as if by enchantment; moral traitor, I understand to be one who, disap- 
and it seems that even the present Secretary of | proving of the war, declines to afford it any vol- 
War, great as his talents are claimed to be, and|untary aid; one who, in the fair exercise of a 
respectable as I am willing to admit them to be, known and acknowledged Constitutional right, 
even he is not magician enough to break the spell ifreely canvasses the conduct of public men and 
which rests upon your army. The Head of the | the bearing of public measures; and, in so doing, 
War Department is always, in some measure, re- | prevents others from loaning money to the Gov- 
sponsible in the first instance, for the failure of a | ernment, or enlisting in the Army. Sir, I ask 
campaign ; but in the present case the Secretary whether this is a true definition? If it is not, I 
at War has identified himself with our military | hope to be set right. Tam not corrected. I have 
operations ;—he went to the camp; he personally | then given a true definition of that fanciful, sub- 
superintended all the operations of the Army ; he | limated, philosophical, ethical, political felon, de- 
issued his orders frum day to day; he governed, | nominated a moral traitor. And I assure honor- 
he controlled, he directed everything ; his friends | able gentlemen that much of this erying, deadly 
claimed for him to be the “ipse agmen” of the.|sin of moral treason, may be traced to a well- 
war. Had the campaign succeeded; had his | grounded belief that you are unfit to manage this 
army proceeded on to Montreal aud taken it; had | war, which you so improvidently created. 
victory perched on our standard, you would have [lere Mr. Qruxpy rose and observed, that 
heard more of the “head which planned, and the | moral treason, as defined by him, differed from 
band which executed” the last campaign. Had | that now spoken of by Mr. Mitler. Mr. G. re- 
we been victorious, Zeucro duce, et auspice Teu- | ferred to his printed speech. Mr. M. asked Mr. 
cro, is the motto you would have seen blazoned ! G. to state the difference. Mr. G. deelined.] 
on his escuteheons, And yet we have seen fitto| ‘fhe honorable gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
apply to the Secretary at War for information Grunoy,) continued Mr. M., was right in sup- 
respecting the causes of the failure of our arms. | posing TL alluded to what he had said in his place 
Sir, I ask whether this is strict and impartial jus- | last session, He refers we to his printed speech, 
tice to the officers of the Army? Ido not think our | which I arn not certain I ever had the pleasure to 
Generalshave entitled themselves to be the pecu-|read. He says there is a distinction between 
liar favorites of this House ; but 1 much fear that | what he said and what I understood him to say. 
we have adopted a course of investigation, which |I am bound to belicve him; but as he has not 
they will think invidioustowardsthem. Ineffectu- | condescended to explain the difference, I must be 
al as this mquiry must be, we have got no answer | permitted to keep my own definition until a more 
yet, and we are called on to grant you more men, | correct one is furnished me. 
While those heretofore granted remain altogether} Mr. Speaker, we have not the information 
unaccounted for. An inquiry similar to the one | which we ought to have. We have not even 
proposed at the last session ought to have been inquired for it in a way to give the least possible 
adopted. A committee of this House with pow- | chance for a fair and impartial investigation.: In 
ers to send for persons and papers, appears to me j this 1 think you have erred. This House has 
indispensable to a fair and impartial investigation admitted the necessity of an inquiry; the nation 
of the causes of the failure of our arms; and more |imperiously demands it; there has been, there 
men ought not be granted before such a commit- | yet is. a loud peal of murmur and discontent 
tee has performed its office, and reported to this from one end of the continent to the other. It 
House. cannot have been unheard; it ought not to have 
Mr. Speaker, E am surprised that this course | been disregarded. Had this House seen proper 
has not suggested itself to honorable gentlemen} to make an effectual investigation; or had we 
who think no fault can be traced to the Adminis- | received an answer to the inquiry which we have 
tration, It is well known that much clamor has | made, I might perhaps have arrived ata different 
been excited on the ground that this Admistra- | conclusion; but, under present circumstances, Í 
tion has proved itself incompetent. The bill | must concur in the opinion, which is entertained 
under discussion acknowledges that your ranks | by a large proportion of this nation, that this 
are not filled ; why, then, not do away all ground- | Administration is not competent to carry on this 
less charges of incompetency. If on such an in- | war. And, in this opinion, I find a distinct and 
quiry the Administration should be exonerated insurmountable objection to the bill on your 
from blame; if, on examination, it should appear | table. 
‘that our distresses, disasters, and disgrace, have| 3. I am opposed to the bill, because I think this 
flowed from causes not within their power or | Administration is incompetent to conduct the 
control, public confidence would be restored: the | war toa successful issue. I cannot consent that 
arm of Administration would be strengthened. | you should have more ren, particularly at this 
You call upon us to help you in the passage of | enormous rate, until you produce some better 
this bill. You vught first to have investigated | proofs than you have done, that you have talent 
the cause of your former failures; you ought to j to use them with honor and advantage to the na- 
have cleared the Administration from blame, or | tion. You have had a fair experiment; you 
13th Con. 2d Sess.—3} 


Department; and T am free to confess th 
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have had an authority to raise every man you l to arouse against us in its utmost power. Need 
required; you have had appropriations to the | you be reminded of the eflect of this prineiple of 
Utmost extent you asked. Whether you have | self-defence, when fairly brought into action? 
enlisted men is more than I can say; but we all} Read it in the history of every nation; search it 
know that you have expended all the money, and | in the records of every age. Without going be- 
more than you required. Both your campaigns! yond our own times, mark its progress in the 
have proved abortive. Mene Tekel is written in ' Peninsula. From thence follow the mareh of 
the most legible characters on all your military | the devastator of Europe; go to the North, and 
operations. With my consent you shall not have | contemplate it amid the smoking ruins of Mos- 
a man more to lead to death and disgrace in your; cow. Here was its mighty, unexampled, mateh- 
fruitless attempts to conquer Canada. less effort; here was its mighty, unexampled, 
I speak not of the Navy; I deny this Admin- | matchless success. It was self-defence which then 
istration any credit on account of the Navy; but | nerved the arm of the Russian; it was this which 
l am content they should be decorated with all | pointed the lance of the Cossack; it was this 
the laurels their army has gained. It is their | which enabled a brave and hardy people to cn- 
army ; let them monopolize its glory. Before it dure distresses and privations which posterity 
proceed to the management of this army, I ask ! will scarcely believe; aud it was this which ena- 
whether prudent and competent men with a dec- | bled them ultimately to drive back, beat, and an- 
laration of war in view would have left onr har- | nihilate, the most numerous army which modern 
bors and seaports unprotected? Would they Europe has produced, and, for its numbers, the 
have rushed with headlong precipitation to the | best appointed force the world ever saw. This 
conquest of Canada, (a conquest of uncertain at- | proclamation, instead of being a measure of pru- 
tainment, which is already proved—and of doubt- | dence and forecast, was the offspring of weakness 
ful advantage, which will be proved when you jand folly. If there was a single spark of honor, 
get it,) while the wealth of the nation was left ; of loyalty, or of patriotism, lurking in the bosoms 
unprotected on the seaboard? Would they have j of the Canadians, this proclamation was calcu- 
pursued the shadow and left the substance at the | lated to fan it into a flame. If there was a sin- 
mercy of the enemy? But the seaboard was: gle chord of their hearts which could be made to 
abandoned, and the crusaders marched towards | beat in unison with all the tender recollections 
Canada. From the general opinion entertained | connected with the name of home, this proclam- 
of the friendly disposition of the Canadians to- | ation was calculated to wake it into vibration, 
wards us, it might reasonably have been expeeted | Like every other step of the Administration lead- 
that measures would have been taken to gain} ing to thé war. it is marked by rashness, inability, 
their confidence and conciliate their good will. i and improvidence. 
Has this been done? Has it been attempted?! You approached the war with headlong haste 
With the Indians, ur a part of them, at least, we | and hurried step. Tow has it been conducted ? 
had difficulties before the war. What has been ! We all remember, it was urged as a reason for 
done to settle these difficulties, or blunt the edge ‘ not going to war, that our Administration was 
of their resentment? Let the proclamation of | incompetent to carry it on with skill and vigor. 
General Hull (issued at Sandwich within twenty | ‘This opinion has been fully verified; what was 
days after the declaration of war, and which | predicted then has since been history. 
most people believe was sanctioned by the Ad-; Look at the first campaign. Notwithstanding 
ministration long before the war) answer these ! all the boastings and vaunltings of the advocates 
questions. I shall hereafter notice the wicked- | of war; notwithstanding the pledge they gave 
ness of this proclamation. | now beg your atten- jof the migaty prodigies they would perform. 
tion to its folly. The natural effect of invasion | what did they do? [na single campaign they 
was to unite the Canadians; but this proclama- | expended millions of the people’s money, lost 
tion was calculated to rouse that country against | one territory and three armies. At the close of 
us toa man. Need you be told that a brave and | the campaign, their pledge to the nation remained 
gencrous people feel insulted at an open and | to be redeemed. If the event gives character to 
direct invitation to them to abandon their coun- | military operations, our men in power are totally 
try in the hour of danger? Need you be re-! unfit for a War Administration. They have 
minded that, in self-defence, cowards become į shawn neither talent in projecting or promptness 
brave, and the weak are clothed with more than; in execution; and where is the evidence that 
mortal strength? Need you be informed that|they have either the boldness of enterprise or 
the principle of self-defence is original. native. | the dexterity of stratagem ? 
and indelible, in the human heart? That, inthe; But I need not rest the charge of incompe- 
sentiment of the Roman orator, and in the Jan- | tency merely on the event of the first campaign. 
guage of an accomplished scholar of our own | Let any man look at the operations of this Gouv- 
country, “itis not formed by habit, not induced | ernment; the object to be obtained, the force au- 
by custom, not written, like the variable laws of | thorized, and the application of that force. 
nations, on brass or marble, which are corrupted The object of our military operations was the 
by time, but engrayed by the finger of the Crea- | conquest of Canada. The advocates of the war 
tor in the bottom of our souls, and immortal as ! affected to think Canada would fall into our 
our cxistence.” This is the principle of na hands, without any considerable loss of time, of 
defence, which that proclamation was calculated | men, or of money, and indeed almost without 


965 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 966 


Janvary, 1814. Encouragement of Enlistments. H. or R, 


the show of resistance; hence all the sugges- | rying it on, were both settled before the declara- 

tions of prudent, discreet men, were considered | tion of war. What was the plan so far as relates 

as the effects of fear, the vagarics of a distem- | to the upper country ? The same Message gives 

pered imagination, or the result of a settled deter- | the answer, “to gain the command of the Lakes, 

mination to magnify the evils of war. In fact,| by the invasion of Canada from Detroit.” In 

the descent upon Canada was considered not as | the first eampaign they totally failed of their 

the business of a serious campaign, but as the | object. This failure is principally attributed to 

amusement of a holiday frolic. ‘The inhabitants | the surrender of General Hull, but the Adminis- 

of that country were to flock to our camp; the | tration is responsible for that event, General 

American standard was to be nailed to the first | Hull was either unfaithful, or not well support- 

hemlock tree, and Canada would take itself; no ed; or he was incompetent. T'he Administra- 

formidable resistance was expected. The Amer- | tion certainly cannot believe that General Hull 

ican commander was to gain his laurels, with | was treacherous; if they do, why has not his 

“rapier unstained, and sword unhacked,” and in exchange been sooner effected, and his trial has- 

honor of his bluodless victory, was to have an | tened? If the fidelity of that officer was sus- 

& oyation” decreed him. A large force was pro- | pected, his exchange and trial were demanded in 

vided by law, not to secure the contest that was justice to the accused; they were demanded by 

considered certain, but to “look down all opposi- | the welfare of your country, and by a regard to 

tion.” The force was to be overwhelming, so | the honor and discipline of your army. This 

that all resistance should be considered vain, and | course would have inspired confidence, and either 

thus, in mercy to the Canadians, to save the ef- fixed or wiped off the stain which now rests on 

fusion of human blood. ‘These were the views | the conduct of the Administration. On this 

and opinions of those who declared the war. ground, then, and on every other, it is fair to in- 

What was the force authorized by law? The | fer, that he is clear of the charge of unfaithful- 

President by the act of 10th April, 1812, was | ness; and if he was not unfaithful, then he was 

authorized to call on the States for their respect- | either not well supported, or he was incompetent, 

ive proportions of 100,000 militia. ‘These, how- | and, in either case, those who planned the expe- 

ever, could not be used for offensive operations ; | dition and set him at the head of it, are answer- 
they were not bound to assist in foreign con-| able to the nation for the result. 

quest; they must be considered as forming the] But I undertake to say that the whole busi- 

defence of the nation against invasion. The] iness of the campaign, from beginning to end, 

regular army, however, could be used for con-} was essentially and radically wrong. Iam not 

quest, and consisted of— a military man, my pursuits have been of a dif- 

The Peace Establishment under the acts of the ferent cast, and generally it becomes me to speak 

16th of March, 1812, and 12th of April, 1808, on subjects of this sort with diffidence, How- 

say - - - + = = = = 10,000 | ever, with a tolerable knowledge of the local sit- 

Rangers under the acts of January 2, and July uation of the Lakes, and of that wizard country 

1, 1812, about - - - - - - 600] called Canada, added to such information as is 

The additional force under act of January 1l, now before the public of the force provided, no 

1812 -00a - «= «= = = 25,000] man of common sense can hesitate to say that 

the means were altogether disproportioned to the 

end. Even if General Hull had taken Malden, 

and possessed himself of Forts Erie and George, 

it would not have given him the command of 

Lake Ontario. And I hazard nothing iu saying, 

that our whole disposable force on the frontier, 

added to the army which was surrendered at 

Detroit, could not in one season have secured the 

command of Lake Ontario, so long as the ene- 

my was permitted to keep his naval superiority 

on the Lakes. Isay, then, the plan of this expe- 

dition, in so far at least as it disregarded the naval 

ascendency of the enemy on Lake Ontario, was 

radically and essentially wrong. Indeed the Ad- 

ministration, at the close of the campaign, ad- 

mitted their error in this particular, and aban- 

doned their project of getting possession of the 

Lakes without a naval force; but the enemy 

was permitted to keep open an uninterrupted in- 

tercourse between the Lakes and lower country, 

and in this way had an opportunity to provide 

| 


Total- - - = + = 35,600 


There were also 50,000 volunteers authorized 
by the act of the 6th of February, 1812; I be- 
lieve they have been considered as liable to be 
marched out of the country for conquest. Be 
that as it may—independent of the volunteers, 
there were 35,600 men authorized to be raised 
to “ look down” the opposition of the Canadians. 

How was this force applied? How many 
were actually embodied, is more than I can tell. 
If men could not be raised, it was a proof that 
the nation disliked the war, and wise men who 
declared the war should have grown wiser by 
experience ; they should have availed themselves 
of an opportunity which was offered; they should 
have made peace, prepared for war. and taken 
care the next time not to commence a war in 
which the nation would not go with them. If 
your army was filled, or anything like it, then 
the incompetency of the Administration is pal- j everything necessary for preserving his superi- 
pable to all. Itshould be remembered they chose | ty on the water. And the delay and embarrass- 
their own time to declare war, and by the Presi- | ments in our operations against the Lakes in the 
dents Message of November 4, 1812, it appears | last campaign, may in a good degree be traced 
that the project of invasion, and the plan of car- i to a palpable, if not unpardonable, neglect to pos 
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With all due deference, the whole campaign 
in general, as well as in detail, was wrong. The 
object was conquest; the means of the country 
were applied, as if intended for defence. The 
Army was scattered all along the frontier from 
Detroit to Lake Champlain. Thus divided, it 
was so weak as not to present an efficient force 
at any given point. Not only was your army 
thus unwisely weakened, but operations were at- 
tempted against those positions which afforded 
the enemy an opportunity to use his force to the 
greatest advantage. For example, your first army 
was sent to Detroit, and thus the enemy was en- 
abled to play off his Indians against you with the 
greatest possible effect. In every instance you 
have wantonly travelled out of your way to at- 
tack a hornet’s nest; in every instance you have 
roused the lion in his den. ‘lo have defended 
the frontier by respectable garrisons would have 
been the dictate of caution and prudence; and 
the conduct of the enemy in acting on the de- 
fensive, during the first campaign, justifies the 
belief that you would not then have been mo- 
lested. 

Sir, it is not for me, (* unskilled, unpractised” 
as I arn,) it is not for me to teach your Solo- 
mons in wisdom, and your Samsons in combat. 
If they must have war, if they will deal in blood, 
let them go to the shambles, and learn of the 
butcher a lesson of skill and humanity. He does 
not destroy his victim by piecemeal, or mangle 
him in detail; he is more merciful; he under- 
stands his business better: with competent means 
and well-directed aim he seeks a vital part; hav- 
ing reached that his work iseasy. To take Can- 
ada in detail isa project no less cruel than weak. 
Had your army been concentrated, seized and 
fortified a position which would have cut off the 
communication between the Upper and Lower 
Provinces, you would have seen a different re- 
sult. Certainly, after all we have heard of the 
casy conquest of Canada, it could not have been 
considered an unattainable object to have driven 
the Priests and Nuns from Montreal. Had this 
been done, no supplies could have gone to the 
Lake country, and, on taking the Lower Prov- 
ince, Upper Canada would have fallen of course 

_ without a blow. ‘You ought to have taken Mon- 
treal in your first campaign. You totally failed 
in every way; you expended millions; you lost 
one territory, aud three armies; you gained no- 
thing but defeat; you commenced with a bad 
plan, which was most improvidently and shame- 
fully executed. The events of the first campaign 
were disgraceful to iis authors, distressing and 
humiliating to the nation. 

But you have had a second campaign. Has 
the character of the nation been retrieved? Has 
the dark and gloomy picture of the first cam- 
paign been relieved by the glory which surrounds 
the second? Sir, until f arrived at this place, I 
never heard it suggested that the last eampaign 
was more glorious than the first. I did not be- 
lieve there was a man in this House, or in this 


fully squandered by the weakness of the Admin- 
istration or their immediate agents. Much less 
could I have believed that the President of the 
United States could have found a motive for con- 
tinuing the war in the success which had atteud- 
ed our arms. For my own part I have seen no 
cause of exultation; in common with every man 
I met, I felt mortified and humbled at the dis- 
graceful figure we had made, in two abortive at- 
tempts to conquer the contemptible neighboring 
provinces. I had foolishly thought that all the 
laurels of the North had turned to Canada this- 
iles, but in this I must be mistaken; the source 
from which the information comes forbids the 
possibility of a doubt, Success, then, has attend- 
ed our arms! Have we gained honor and glory 
in the last campaign? Have we. indeed? Sir, 
my constituents will be right glad to hear it~ 
they will rejoice most exccedingly—we may look 
for illuminations and bonfires from one end of 
the continent to the other; the people will be 
frantic—they will run mad with joy! 

Mr. Speaker, this is too serious a subject to be 
treated lightly. Task, what has been the result 
of the last campaign? Has it been successful ? 
Tis insult, tis mockery to this nation to say so. 
The President of the United States unquestion- 
ably has better means of information than I can 
pretend to; if I subscribe to his opinion, as to the 
snecess of the last campaign, it must be solely on 
his authority. [tis an opinion which my under- 
standing rejects; E ean only arrive at it by a pro- 
digious effort of my faith. Have we been suc- 
cessful? he President has labored hard to 
prove it. 


“ Go—bid physicians preach our veins to health, 
And with an argument new set a pulse.” 


The Message at the opening of this session 
mentions the taking of Little York, Fort George, 
Fort Erie, and Malden; and the success of the 
campaign on the Northern and Northwestern 
frontier, is predicated on the fact that these places 
are taken. Indulge me while I examine each of 
these enterprises in order. 

Little York was taken; but, I ask, what great 
benefit resulted from it? You destroyed some 
military stores, and one vessel which the enemy 
was building there. The victory was nota cheap 
one; you lost many brave and valuable men; 
their Joss was but ill repaid by the capture of that 
post; it was of no possible advantage to you. and 
you did well to abandon it; it was not worth your 
keeping. It was to be sure a feather in the cap 
of the commander, but you ought not to forget 
janet this feather was dyed in the best blood of 
your army. You reaped no important advantage 
from the reduction of Liule York. 

Fort George was taken. True, the fort was 
taken; but what became of the enemy? Eight 
hundred men marched out of the fort in full view, 

[and within musket shot of your 4.000 troops. Is 
this a cause of exultation? Military men will 
| tell you, sir, that if ever there was a post where 
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4,000 assailants ought to have cut off the retreat 
and taken the 800 who abandoned it, Fort George 
You did not take the men; what 
advantage did you gain by taking the fort? None 


is that post. 


worth mentioning; the only possible advantage 
was, that you gave your fleet on Lake Ontario a 
more safe and extensive range. You lost but few 
men in taking Fort George; but you have suf- 
fered severely in consequence of it. 


ed and all but taken. You lost much public 
property and many valuable lives in its defence ; 


all of which are to be charged to the capture of 


Fort George. After taking that fort you was too 
proud to abandonit; it was not important for you 
to keep it, and yet for that object you weakened 
your main army to an alarming degree. Shall 
I speak of the disasters and disgrace which at- 


tended your arms while you held possession of 


Fort George? Your generals, your oflicers. your 
detachments—surprised, surrounded, cut off, and 
captured? JI sicken at the recollection, and turn 
from it with disgust. 

Fort Erie is added to the number of our im- 
portant trophies, It sounds as well in the cat- 
alogue as any of them, and may possibly be as 
important as the others; but, if fam not much 
misinformed, the enemy had no force there dur- 
ing the last campaign. It always has been an 
inconsiderable post; it fell into our hands as an 
incident to Fort George; but the mention of it 
in the Message goes to swell the importance of 
our victories. 

However important the capture of Little York 
and Fort George may now be considered here, 
let me tell you, sir, it was not so considered in 
camp. I happened to beat Sackett’s Harbor in 
September, where I had the pleasure to see an 
honorable member of this House from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Onasny.) who was near the person of the 
Sceretary at War; about the same time another 
honorable member of this House from Virginia, 
(Mr. Dawson,) who, I understand, was attached 
to the military family of General Wilkinson, was 
also there. l appeal with confidence to the rec- 
ollection of these honorable gentlemen, and ask 
them whether it was not the general opinion of 
military men in camp, that the taking of Little 
York and Fort George was a defect in the man- 
agement of the campaign? Task them whether 
the capture of these posts was not considered as 
the cause of much delay aud embarrassment ? 
Whether the officers and men who fell at Little 
York were not considered a serious loss to the 
nation? Whether the large force necessarily 
employed in defending Fort George did not ma- 
terially weaken the main army, and retard their 
progress to the ultimate object of the campaign ? 
In short, whether it was not the universal opinion 
that nothing of importance had been effected, but 
the harvest of glory was then yet to be reaped? 
I am confident the recollection of these gentlemen 
will correspond with my own. and they will 
answer these questions in the affirmative. And 
permit me to remark, that however important and 
glorious the Administration may now consider 


In the ab- 
sence of your army, Sackett’s Harbor was attack- 


the capture of Litle York and Fort George, they 
once thought differently. Let it be remembered 
that this possession was obtained under the aus- 
pices of General Dearborn, aided and assisted by 
the gallant Commodore of the Lakes. If this Ad- 
ministration had then thought the reduction of 
Little York and Fort George an object of such 
importance; had they believed it had shed such 
a lustre on our arms, is it to be supposed they 
would have treated the General who commanded 
the forces which achieved it with disrespect or 
unkindness? And yet, sir, we all know that 
General Dearborn, immediately after the taking 
of Little York and Fort George, was permitted 
by the Administration (and against his own wish- 
es) io be absent from the command of the forces, 
with a view to re-establish his health. It is a 
fact known to the nation, that General Dearborn 
was removed from the command of the Northern 
army, if not under circumstances of disgrace, in 
a manner certainly not agreeable to the feelings 
of a delicate and high-minded officer. And I have 
heard and believe a further fact, no less conclu- 
sive and important, that Little York and Fort 
George were both taken in violation of the orders 
of the Government. ‘These places, in the view 
of the Administration, were not of sufficient ime 
portance to be regarded. General Dearborn was 
ordered to take Kingston—instead of which he 
took Little York and Fort George. Had he fail- 
ed he would have been arrested; but as he suc- 
ceeded, and gave a little temporary eclat to the 
campaign, he was merely removed from the com- 
mand of thearmy. And Little York, Fort George, 


and Fort Erie, are the bolsters on which the last 
campaign is now to be supported ! 


Malden was reduced at last, and Detroit, per- 


haps the Michigan Territory, followed of course— 
how long it will remain in our possession, is more 


than I can tell. Permit me to say, that I cannot 


accord to this Administration any peculiar praise 


for their operations in that quarter. Í think 
there has been most unreasonable delay, and a 
most enormous expenditure. It was nearly a 
year from the time General Harrison went to 
that country before he crossed the lake, I do 
not blame him for it—he could not cross. It is 
far from my intention in any shape or way to 
impeach the conduct of that officer; on the con- 
trary, l do sincerely believe that it is owing to his 
peculiar exertions, to his skill, activity, and en- 
terprise, that your Northwestern army did not 
starve. When the way was cleared, he did cross 
the lake, and, with better fortune or conduct than 
was displayed at Fort George, he nol only occu- 
pied Malden, but he took the 600 men who had 
abandoned it. Lintend not to implicate the con- 
duct of the commander of that army—he is de- 
serving of praise—he did everything there which 
was to be done. 

But, how stands the conduct of Administration 
on this subject? General Harrison’s army was 
to operate at Detroit, or beyond the lake. He 
could not move so long as the enemy had undis- 
turbed possession of the lake. Under these cir- 
cumstances, would a prudent and competent Ad- 
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a distance from sucecors and supplies—when it 
was well known that they could not operate 
until we met the enemy on the lake with a fleet 


. * . . d 
not a keel of which was then laid? Sir, this is 


no trifling error—if ever a fair account of the 
expenditure for the Northwestern army shall be 
exhibited, it will astonish everybody. I hear it 
from authority entitled to my belief, that a prin- 
cipal part of the flour consumed by the army at 
Fort Meigs cost from seventy to eighty dollars 
a barrel. Again, from authority equally good, I 
state, that no inconsiderable portion of the Indian 


naval force on Lake Erie ona more respectabl 
footing; it was a neglect for w 
! sponsible. 
In reviewing the conduct of the last campaign 
I confess I derive no motive for continuing the 
war, from the success which has attended our 
arms. The project of taking Canada in detail 
p was still persevered in, and was again defeated. 
i The plan was wrong—the execution of that plan 
j has failed to justify the public expectation. You 
| were to conquer the Canadas—you have not an 
| inch of ground in either province. The President, 
in his late Message, seems to claim a naval supe- 


€ 
hich they are re- 


corn used there cost the United States, in trans- | riority on Lake Ontario, Sir, with all due def- 
portation alone, one hundred and twenty dollars ‘erence to an authority so clevated, I must be 
a bushel. And yet the wisdom of Administra- | permitted to question that fact. You do not find 
tion sent this army on an expedition, about aj an authority fcr it in the communications from 
year before they provided the means of getting | that brave and excellent officer who commands 
them across the lake. In this there was a want: the Lakes. He has always admitted the force of 
of prudence and forecast, and a shameful waste | the enemy to be superior to his. Commodore 
of public money. But the means (vessels) were | Chauncey has been eager for an engagement; he 
provided, and the object obtained. It is true, the | has on every occasion courted a battle; he had 
object was achieved, gloriously achieved, but I | no doubt of his success, but he rested on his own 
think without many thanks to the Administra- | skill and bravery; he calculated on the activity 
tion. Our fleet was inferior to that of the enemy. | and exertions of his officers, the discipline and 
Perry and his brave companions ought to thank | steady courage of bis men, not on the superiority 
you for it; by your errors and mismanagement | of his force. The enemy has about twenty guns. 
their fame is settled on an imperishable basis. | more than we have; and besides, his ships sail 
But the nation has a right,to demand of this Ad- | better and afford a more efficient squadron than 
ministration why they permitted an engagement! ours. Let not the Administration deceive them- 
on unequal terms? After acknowledging the ne- | selves; Lake Ontario is not yet theirs; another 
cessity of a naval force, was it becoming a great | campaign is necessary to obtain it. 
and powerful nation like this to leave the issue! Has this campaign been successful? Where 
doubtful, and place the conquest of the lake on ; are your possessions in the territory of the enemy? 
the hazard of a die? The Administration is | Point me toa military post you hold in Canada, 
entitled, I think, to very little praise, but to just. When you was forced to abandon Fort George 
and severe censure for permitting the advantage : you parted with your last foothold in Canada. 
to be against us. The victory of Lake rie was ; Under what circumstances did you evacuate Fort 
a God-send! It rested not on any ordinary cal- ! George? The enemy was approaching in force 
culation. | too formidable to be resisted. Your commanding 
I have not forgotten the classical and eloquent ; officer had determined to cross the Niagara, and 
remarks which fell from the honorable gentleman i yet with cold-blooded insensibility he burnt New- 
from South Carolina, the chairman of the Naval ; ark, “the loveliest village of the plain.” If Gen- 
Committee, (Mr. Lownpss,) on this subject. Sir, j eral McClure panted for immortality he has ob- 
I should blush to think I ever could forget them, | tained it; so did the misereant who fired the 
They were no less creditable to their author than i temple of Ephesus. What instantly followed 
honorable to this House and the nation. Who- ‘the burning of Newark? The enemy, exaspera- 
ever shall attempt to add to the impression which | ted at this act of wickedness and folly, crossed 
was then made on this House, must be consoled | the Niagara, took your fort, burnt your villages, 
with the reflection, that “in great attempts ’tis! and devastated your country. I forbear, sir, to 
glorious e’en to fail.’ I shall not attempt it—I pursue this subject; I might forget the respect 
should only impair it. The Administration ought ! duc to those high personages who wield the des- 
not to rob the individuals concerned of their well- i tinies of this nation: I might be led to violate the 
earned laurels. The conquest of Lake Erie was ! decorum of this House. 
effected by the bravery, the chivalric daring of! Sir, I repeat the question. is this a successful 
Perry—the noble firmness and intrepidity of the ; campaign? You have not a foot of land in 
gallant Elliott, aided and supported by the steady | Canada. Thenaval superiority on Lake Ontario 
coolness and exertions of their officers and crews. i is yet to be determined. Kingston, the key of the 
But I must consider this Administration as an- : Lakes, is still in the hands of the enemy. The 
swerable for not providing a force at least equal | communication between Montreal and the Lakes 
to that of the enemy. An American commander ! is still left open; you fled with precipitation from 
may be satisfied to meet an enemy on equal, the enemy; you have not dared to winter in 
terms—for there is no glory without danger—and | Canada. . 
the fame acquired may be in proportion to the! No one object of the campaign appears to be 
disparity of force. The Administration, how- | accomplished; and let me tell you, that unless 
ever, is not justified in omitting to place our i the foolish project of taking Canada by detail is 
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abandoned, every single step must he taken again; 
and yet you will tell me that your campaign is 
successful! Will you yet tell this nation that 
you find a motive for continuing the war in the 
success which has attended our arms! Success! 
What were the views; what the expectations 
of those-who declared the war? Can any one 
believe that at the time of the declaration of war 
the conquerors of Canada would have been satis- 
fied with the present state of things. as the result 
of the second campaign? Nay, would they have 
been content with Kingston and Montreal? No, 
sir! they looked for higher objects, and for nobler 
game. In anticipation they had already overrun 
the Upper Province; they marched to the Plains 
of Abraham, and visited the tombs of Wolf and 
Montgomery. Think you they would have been 
content with that scanty wreath of glory which 
had been gleaned at Malden, at Fort George, or 
at Liule York? No! they sought that proud 
chaplet of laurel, which waved on the walls of 
Quebec; and were not to rest satistied till the 
victorious talons of the American Eagle were 
planted in the dishevelicd mane of that British 
Lion which yet rampantly curvets on the top of 
“Cape Diamond.” 

The whole conduct of the war has tended to 
disgrace our country—depress the tone and spirit 
of our army; while. at the same time, it has in- 
spired the utmost confidence in the enemy. The 
men who joined your standard were promised a 
conquest, and have met with defeat. Many of 
the inhabitants of Canada were disposed to re- 
main neutral; they had heard of our resources ; 
they knew the bravery of our people; we are 
descended from the same ancestors with them- 
selves; they dreaded our power; they did not so 
soon expect to see “Alcides beaten by his page.” 
The events of the war are calculated to have a 
most serious effect; after two campaigns you are 
altogether in a worse situation than when you 
began the war. Your defeats, your disasters, 
and your disgrace, have encouraged the hearts 
and strengthened the hands of the enemy. Your 
conduct has fortified every pust; and when you 
again venture on Montreal, you will find every 
pass to bea ‘hermopyle. The Canadians find 
ample encouragement in your weakness and im- 
providence. ‘Ihey by this time know they are 
not to be annihilated by the thunders of a proc- 
Jamation ; and they believe, too, that the walls 
of Quebee will not be tumbled into ruin by a 
Presidential manifesto. 

How much money you have wasted, or how 
many brave men you have sacrificed in your 
Canada operations, is more than I can say ; but 
until you convince me that this Administration 
is more competent to carry on this war than T 
think they are, with my consent you shall not 
have a dollar or a man more. This Adminis- 
tration has proved itself to be utterly weak and 
incompetent. 

I come now to speak of another objection to 
the bill on your table. I cannot consent to give 
you more men, 

4, Because fam utterly opposed to the princi- 


And here it is proper to state that I do not know 
that the known and established usages of war have 
been violated, except in the shameful case of burn- 
ing the village of Newark. But intentions have 
been avowed to which I can never subscribe. 
The proclamations of Generals Smyth and Hull 
are a stain upon this nation. It is not perhaps 
easy to prove that they were authorized by the 
Administration; but they have not been disa- 
vowed ; and I think this a fit occasion to exon- 
erate myself from any participation of their 
| guilt. I may differ from honorable gentlemen 
jin this opinion, and I may be wrong; but I do 
| think these proclamations deserve the severest 
janimadversion. Iintend to wash my hands of 
them. 

The President, in his Message to Congress of 
November, 1812, appeals to the feeling of the 
nation, and, speaking of the Indians, complains 
“that the enemy has not scrupled to call to his 
aid their ruthless ferocity, armed with the hor- 
rors of those instruments of carnage which are 
known to spare neither age nor sex.” And 
in his inaugural speech he says, that in the con- 
duct of the war on our part, “No principle of 
justice or honor, no usage of civilized nations, 
no precept of courtesy or humanity, have been 
infringed.” And again in his Message at the 
last session he pointed the attention of Congress 
to the mode of warfare which had been adopted 
by the enemy. This House appointed a com- 
mittee whose inquiries were specially directed to 
the spirit and manner in which the enemy had: 
conducted the war. A motion was made by my 
honorable friend and colleague (Mr. Grosyvs- 
NOR) so to alter the resolution, as that the commit- 
tee should inquire also into the spirit and man- 
ner in which hostilities had been prosecuted on 
our part. ‘This amendment was rejected. The 
committee then were required to confine their 
attention to the conduct of the enemy, without 
contrasting it with our own; and their report 
now on your table is in accordance with the res- 
olution under which they acted. 

A cry has been raised from one end of the 
continent to the other respecting the cruelty of 
the savages. Their barbarities and outrages have 
been used for the purpose of exciting enmity to 
Great Britain, and giving popularity to the war, 
The mode of warfare adopted by the Indians is 
not to find apologists in a civilized nation; let it 
not be thought or said that I here- encourage or 
palliate their brutal enormities! No man in the 
nation detests and abhors them more than I do; 
{am not their advocate or apologist. Let us 
attend to the history of this war, and see whe- 
ther we make the charge with elean hands. 

Let it be remembered that we declared the 
war, and invaded Canada with a view to obtain 
our objects of Great Britain. Every man with- 
in its territorial limits was interested tn the event; 
the white inbabitants were not the only persons 
concerned. The Indians have a beneficial in- 
terest in the Government, and many important 


a ON OED 


s! 


975 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 976 


H. or. R. Encouragement of Enlistments. 


January, 1814. 


privileges under it; bcsides, they reap the lands | not pay forty dollars for a white man’s scalp; 
they sow; they are the Jords of the soil, and it not he! Humanity forbade it! He only pro- 
could not be expected they would be idle specta- | claimed a bounty of forty dollars for a dead red 
tors of operations, having in view to take from l man’s spoils! To requotc his own quotation, 
them their privileges, their wigwams, their coru- į “Shame where is thy blush!” I will now state 
fields, and their hunting grounds. Opposition | the ground on which I think there is reason to 
from them was to be expected; their mode of | believe the Administration authorized the proc- 
warfare was well known and understood; these | lamation of Smyth. Ife offered in that procla- 
walls have echoed to many solemn warnings on | mation a bounty of $200 for a horse, and $40 
that subject. This Government knew that the | for the spoils of a dead Indian. It is not to be 
invasion of Canada would be the signal for the | presumed that he was to pay this bounty from 
tomahawk and the scalping knife. It became} his own pocket; it is more reasonable to sup- 
the invaders to beware! And the defenccless | pose it was to be paid by the Government. I 
inhabitants of the frontier have a right to de- | think, too, there are strong grounds to believe 
mand whether the points in difference between | they were privy to the proclamation issued by 
us and Great Britain are of sufficient importance | General Hull. By the Message of the 4th of 
to subject them to all the horrors which attend | November, 1812, the President informs us that 
the war-whoop of the Indian, and the yell of the | General Tull was sent to Detroit with a general 
chieftain, hastening to the battle. view to security, and “in the event of war to 
I well remember that, in the Summer of 1812, | such operations as would intercept the hostile 
a great commotion was excited in the part of the | operations of Great Britain over the savages,” 
country where I live, in consequence of a report | &c., and that he was clothed with “ discretionary 
that the British officers had paid forty dollars a | authority to act offensively.” These extracts 
piece for some scalps which had been taken by | are sufficient to justify an opinion, that whatever 
the Indians. How far this report is entitled to General Hall did with respect to the savages, 
credit, I do not pretend to say. But we all know | Was done in pursuance of his instructions. Gen- 
that the immortal General Smyth, on the 17th of | eral Hull invaded Canada, and on the 12th of 
November, 1812, (a few days before he took ; July, 1812, (about twenty days after the declara- 
Canada,) in his proclamation offered the same | tion of war.) issues his memorable “ proclama- 
sum (forty dollars) “for the spoils of cach sav- | tion;” which, extraordinary as it is, has not 
age warrior who shall be killed.” T said it was } failed in having admirers, who have repeated, 
a few days before he took Canada! I beg par- | and puffed, and praised it in no ordinary terms of 
don, upon reflection, I think he did uot take Can- i commendation. For my own part, I have seen 
ada. Our brave and enterprising sailors and sol- , in it much to blame, much to detest, much to 
diers, after an obstinate contest in which many | abhor, but little indeed to admire; and Í do think 
of them lost their lives, had indeed prepared the | that those who authorized, or who have tacitly 
way—they had swept the British shore—no enc- | sanctioned this prociamation, ought not to claim 
my appeared in sight; the hostile cannon had fer- | much humanity for themselves, or clamor about 
gotten to thunder; the gallant and manly spirit the want of it in others; it is a stain on the mag- 
of Brock had ascended to the haud of Him who | nanimity, no less than the humanity of this 
gave it; every obstacle was removed. Butthere | country jit boasted of our giant strength, and 
was a private soldier in the garrison at Fort Erie, | that we meant “to use it like a giant?” Itavows 
of whom the living Bard of Scotland might say | principles and intentions which might well be- 
with truth— j come a robber and a bandit, but which are alto- 
« One blast upon his bugle horn gether disreputable to the public forces of a great, 
Was worth a thousand men.” powerful, a ae BE PI and 
p allowed be distanea i | intentions which would have been acted upon 
a a e A a a | by * the old man of the mountains,” the chiet of 
heartof the bonsters= S : | the assassins, but which are utterly disgraceful 
ear pease E l to a modern commander. 
“ That god did shake, _ ; 5 I have already noticed the policy of this proe- 
His coward lips did from their color fly.’ | lamation, so far as it was calculated to unite the 
The expedition was abandoned; the indignant | enemy, and bring their utmost exertions to bear 
soldiers retired to winter quarters, and Smyth i against us. 1t may be worth while to look at its 
was “damned to everlasting fame,” j probable effects on our own army. The soldiers 
Smyth came to the frontier with honeyed ac- j with us are emphatically citizens; they enlist for 
cents, and the fairest professions. He came “to | short periods, at the expiration of which they 
conquer,” to be sure, but it was “to save.” The | return again to the mass of the people. Under 
army which he commanded was collected from | such circumstances, can it be policy to excite 
motives of humanity; he himself was actuated į them to acts of ferocity and barbarity ? Let our 
by the kindest and tenderest feelings of the hu- | soldiers be taught “all that Saracen or Christian 
man heart; he came to conquer out of mere! know of war's vastart;” letthem fight like lions; 
compassion! He would not suffer his “ ungath- i let them also imitate the lion’s generosity and 
ered laurels” (they are still ungathered) “ to be; magnanimity; he preys not on carcasses. Let 
tarnished by ruthless deeds ;” he would * not im- | them wing an eagle flight for fame; but let them 
ttate the oflicers of the British King ;” he would | remember “the eagle suffers the little birds to 
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sing”—let them feel like men. If the sentiments 
of this proclamation are publicly avowed by the 
Administration and proclaimed by our Generals, 
the Army will lose sight of every generous and 
magnanimous feeling; the camp become the 
grave of every noble passion; and the soldier re- 
turning to his situation as a citizen, instead of 
sitting down quict, peaceable, and contented, will 
be restive and impatient under the wholesome 
checks and restraints of civil life. 

- What were the circumstances under which 
this proclamation was issued? The Canadians 
and Indians had the misfortune to inhabit a ter- 
ritory subject to the King of Great Britain; they 
were not the authors of the war; they had not 
infringed our maritime rights; touching the causes 
of the war, individually and, collectively, they 
were innocent and unoffending. Canada was not 
the object of the war, it was the means of com- 
pelling Great Britain to accede to our terms of 
accommodation. When provinces are invaded, 
in consequence of aggressions received from the 
parent State, it is certainly reasonable that they 
should be treated with the utmost humanily 
known to modern warfare. 
be well to consider how far an invading army 
can reasonably complain of the defence which 
the people invaded make in protecting their 
lives, their families, their property, and their 
institutions. We were the invaders; we went 
to seek them, they did not come to seek us; and 
in the proclamation itself, General Hull states 
that he “comes to find enemies.” He vaunting- 
ly tells them that the standard of his army “ waves 
over the territory of Canada,” that he has a force 
sufficient “to look down all opposition.” He 
proposes to emancipate them, against their will. 
“from tyranuy and oppression;” and, in spite of 
their reluctance, to give them “the blessings of 
civil and religious liberty.” To whom were these 
professions made? To the inbabitants of Can- 
ada-—white men and Indians. The Indians are 
a constituent, efficient and numerous part of the 
inhabitants of Canada. It was well known, too, 
that, with others, they had embodied, for the 
common defence, to repel the invasion of their 
country. And yet these “inhabitants,” these 
white men and Indians, are told; if the savages 
pursue their known and accustomed 
warfare, “this war will be a war of extermina- 
tion.” Again: “the first stroke of the toma- 
hawk, the first attempt with the scalping knife, 
will be the signal for one indiscriminate scene of 
desolation. No white man. found fighting by the 
side of au Indian, will be taken prisoner—instant 
destruction will be his lot.” Let it be remem- 
bered that, at the time these barbarous and pre- 
sumptuous threats were published, it was well 
known the Iudiaus were prepared, and would 
take part in the war; not to commit depredations 
on us, but to defend themselves; not to conquer 
our territory, but to defend theirown. The threat, 
then, was conditional in form, but peremptory 
and unconditional in fact. 
Indian warfare, (which was well known would 
immediately follow the hostile acts of our invad- 


I think, too, it may j 


mode of! occasion, 


ing army,) was to be “the signal for one indis- 
criminate scene of desolation.” No age shall 
protect; no sex shall awe; no condition shall 
j avail; all, all shall be swallowed up * in one in- 
' discriminate scene of desolation.” Again: Ifa 
white inhabitant of Canada “be found fightisg 
by the side of an Indian inhabitant,” which was 
well known must be the case, “he shall not be 
| taken prisoner ;” all the usages of modern war- 
! fare shall be violated; in vain shall he sue for 
mercy ; in vain shall he bend his knee or lift his 
| supplicating hand for quarter; * instant destruc- 
‘tion will be his lot? Again: If the Indians were 
| employed, (if! it was well known they were al- 
| ready employed,) “ this will be a war of extermi- 
| nation.” 
| Gracious Heaven! Are these the sentiments 
| of a civilized nation? Are maxims like these 
‘ tolerated in an enlightened age, and ina Chris- 
! tian country? The laws of nations does, indeed, 
permit you to “cry havoc, aud let slip the dogs 
of war? But what circumstances can justify 
an invading enemy, in entering a fureign terri- 
j tory, breathing out * iudiseriminate desolation,” 
“instant destruction,” and “extermination?” If 
| these are the principles on which this war is 
i to be conducted, shall we be called “ moral trai- 
‘ tors”? if we do not afford it voluntary aid and 
| assistance? 1 must, I will oppose it; 1 ecan hope 
‘for mercy only as I oppose it. Let others do 
| as they please, 1 dare not support it; I dare not, 
as I regard my peace on earth; as I respect my 
hopes of heaven, | dare not., 
r. Speaker, I have taxed the patience of the 
House much more severely than Í had intended. 
I am opposed to the bill, because I am opposed 
to the war; because we have not the informa- 
| tion necessary toa full conviction of the neces- 

sity of raising men at the enormous expense con- 
| templated; because [ think this Administration 
utterly incompetent to conduct the war to a suc- 
cessful issue; and because | abhor and detest the 
| principles which have been proclaimed in its 
| progress, which principles I think there is too 
į much reason to believe have been authorized, or 
į sanctioned at least, by our Administration. In 
| discussing this subject, I have spoken with that 
j plainness which I thought was demanded by the 
J hope 1 have not discovered a want 
: of respect to those who differ from me in opinion. 
| If I have “nothing extenuated,” certainly I have 
‘not “set down aught in malice.” Permit me, 
| sir, to express a hope, that what I have said at this 
f time will not subject me to be denounced as a 
i moral traitor? by any honorable gentleman on 

the other side of the House. With the definition 


I have given, there is no harm in it; but the term 
| is reproachful, and must be resisted. In discus- 
' sions here, it will always be my pleasure and my 
: pride to do justice to the motives, and to respect 
| the feelings of honorable gentlemen on the other 
| side of the House. I claim the same justice and 

respect for myself. J repeat it, I hope no hon- 


Phe first instance of | orable gentleman will apply that epithet to me. 


Í Like every member of this House, L stand here 
| on the Constitution and the law; like other hon- 
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trust the strength of my nerves to meet any oc- 
casion which may be presented in defence of my 


own rights, or those of my constituents, I shall : 


go home to them, and, resigning the honor they 
have conferred on me, shal! tell them frankly, 
that [ am not the man to serve them in way ward 
times like these. But, so long as l retain my seat 
here, I will do my duty, ® peaceably if I can, for- 
cibly if I must.” 


When Mr. Miiirr had conelnded, the previous ; 


question was required, which precludes further 
debate, and decided thus:—For the previous 
question 76, against it 68. 


The main question was then put—* Shall the 
bill pass?” and decided as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, 
Brown, Burwell, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Cheves, 
Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Crawford, Creigh- 
ton, Crouch, Dawson, Desha, Duvall, Earle, Eppes, 
Evans, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, 
Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Gour- 
din, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, 
Hubbard, Humphreys, Hungerford, Ingersoll, Ing- 


January, 1814, 
souri Territory, and for other purposes,” with 
| amendments, in which they desire the concur- 
Í rence of this House. 

‘ On motion of Mr. HEMPSTEAD, 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Military 
{ 

í 


Affairs be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of continuing in force, during the war, the 
severat acts of Congress authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to raise certain com- 
panies of rangers, for the protection of the fron- 
tier of the United States ; 

And, also, to make provision, by law, for giv- 
ing a bounty in money and lands to those who 
shall engage fur, and continue in, said service, 
until duly discharged therefrom, and a like boun- 
| ty in money or lands to the heirs and represent- 
:atives of those who have been or may be killed 
‘in action, or die in the service of the United 
i States; 
| And, also, to provide by law for making com- 
| pensation to said rangers for any damages sus- 
| tained while in actual service, by loss of horses 
j or equipments, without any fault or negligence 

on their part; 

And, also, to provide by law for organizing the 
| said companies of rangers into battalions, squad- 
| rons, or regiments, and for the appointment of 

field and staff officers for the same, 


|_ The following resolution was submitted by 


ham, Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Ken- į Mr. CREIGHTON: 


nedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, : 


Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKee, 
McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Murfree, Nel- 
son, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Piper, Pleasants, Rea 
of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, 
Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, 
Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Vir- 


ginia, Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward | 


of New Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, 
Wright, and Yancey—97. 
Naxs—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of 


Virginia, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Brigham, Caper- ! 


ton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Da- 
venport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Gaston, 
Geddes, Grosvenor, Hale, Hufly, Jackson of Rhode 
Island, Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, 
Law, Lewis, Lovett, Markell, Miller, Moflit, Moseley, 
Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John 
Reed, William Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, 


Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, ; 


Stanford, Stockton, Sturges, Taggart, Thompson, Vose, 
‘Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, 
Wilson of Massachusetts, and Winter—58. 


Ordered, That the title be, “An act making 
further provision for filling the ranks of the regu- 


lar army, encouraging enlistments, and author- ; 


izing the re-enlistment, fur longer periods. of men 
whose terms of service are about to expire.” 

And on motion, the House adjourned until to- 
morrow. 


SATURDAY, January 15. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill “for the 
appointment of an additional Judge for the Mis- 


Resolved, That the committee on that part of the 
President’s Message which relates to a revision of the 
| militia system, be instructed to inquire into the justice 
‘and expediency of providing by law for the payment 
‘of militia ordered into public service by the authority 
i of the States and Territories, from the commencement 
j of the war, and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


| ‘he resolution was read, and ordered to lie on 

i the table. 

| On motion of Mr. McLean, 

! Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia 

| Laws be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 

| eney of making provision by law for the relief of 
‘the families of non-commissioned officers and 
t privates, in the militia or volunteer corps of the 
United States. who have been slain by the ene- 
my, or have died in the service since the com- 
mencement of the present war; and that they 
i report by bill or otherwise. 

The bill from the Senate for the relief of Isaac 
Clason, was twice read. and, on motion of Mr. 
Newron, referred to the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, with a view to include in it 
other cases of a similar character. 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, presented a petition 
of Joshua Sands, late Collector of the Customs 
i for the port of New York, praying, for reasons 
; stated in the petition, that the certificates of de- 
i bentures issued by him on exportations of foreign 
; merchandise to the port of New Orleans, at that 
i time under the dominion of the King of Spain, 
‘may be allowed and paid out of the public 
| Treasury. 
| Ordered, That said petition be referred to the 
| Committee of Commerce and Manufactures. 
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Y BY STATES. 

Mr. Erres, of Virginia, called the attention of : 
the House to the fact, that during the last year j 
$382,000 had been advanced by the State of Vir- i 
ginia, to defray the expense of measures taken ; 
for the defence of that State; the claim for pay- | 
ment of which had, for some cause or other, been 
rejected by the Treasury, though unquestionably ! 
advanced for the service of the United States. | 
It was time that the question should be decided, 
on what ground such advances should stand; and ' 
the more expecially as Virginia might be called į 
upon atthe ensuing season to make other advan- 
ces perhaps to the same amount—which sums, 
having no dormant funds, it was well known she ; 
was obliged to borrow for the purpose on her 
own responsibility. In order to bring this ques- 
tion before the House in such a manner that it 
might be correctly understood, Mr. E. moved 
the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed 
to Jay before this IIouse a report on the claims of the 
State of Virginia for moneys advanced in the service ! 
of the United States to the detachments of militia ; dis- | 
tinguishing such claims as under existing laws can be l 


Enlistments. H. or R. 


out the words, “or during the war,” and insert, 
“if the war shall so long continue.” Thus, in- 
stead of being called on to elect either of the al- 
ternatives of the Dill, individuals would press 
forward with alacrity to fill up the ranks of the 
Army, when they perceived that the term of their 
service was limited to five years, and that in the 
mean time if peace was restored they would be 
entitled to their discharge. He would use no ar- 
gument to show that a preference was due to the 
plan he had the honor to submit. He believed 
there would be but one opinion on the subject, 
especially when it was on all hands admitted that 
we had men enough already enlisted for five years 
for all the purposes of a peace establishment, and 
that in no event. on disbanding the Army, could 
there be any difficulty on that score. 

Whilst up, without however having previously 
intended it, he would concisely reply to some of 
the remarks of the gentlemen from New Hamp- 
shire and New York, (Messrs. WEBSTER and Mit- 
Ler.) He would confine himself to pointing out 
some of their palpable inconsistencies—but, before 


settled, and distinguishing also such claims as cannot | proceeding to do so, he felt himself impelled to 
be adjusted and settled without the intervention of | notice the very extraordinary proposition of one 
legislative provision. | of the representatives from Virginia (Mr. Sarr- 

This resolution was so amended, on suggestion | FEY.) That gentleman has gravely proposed, 
of Mr. Macon, as to include a general inquiry as! that the armies of the United States, raised and 


to advances made by any State; although Mr. j 
Erres and Mr. Burwetu objected to the amend- 
ment, on the ground that advances made by other 
States did not stand on the same fouting as those 
of Virginia, which had cunsiderably advanced in 
a irain of setdement before they were rejected. | 

The resolution having been further amended, ! 
on the suggestion of Mr. Hempniu., so as toj 
include the Territories as well as States, was 
agreed lo. | 

EXTENSION OF ENLISTMENTS. 

On motion of Mr. Trour, of Georgia, the 
House resolved itsclf into a Committee of the 
Whole, on the bill, sent to this House from the 
Senate, “authorizing the President of the United 
: States to cause certain regiments therein men- 
‘ tioned to be enlisted for five years, or during the 
‘ war.” 

Mr. Trour made a few observations in sup- 
port of the bill, the passage of which became al- 
most a matter of course after the passage of the 
bill yesterday. He adverted to the debate of yes- 
terday, then so uuseasunable, and made a few re- 
marks on the idea then advanced by gentlemen 
from the other side of the House, of a distinction 
between defensive and offensive force, which he 
deemed preposterous and untenable. 

Mr. Ronertrson, of Louisiana, said, he rose to 
move an amendment. The object of the bill is 
to encourage enlistments in the Army. It offers 
a large bounty, and gives the option of engaging 
for five years or during the war; but the recruit 
might not be willing to serve for five years, be- 
cause the war might not continue so long; and 
he might object to enlist for the war, as there 


to be raised, should be employed only on the de- 
fensive—however fair the opportunity of striking 
a decisive blow, of retaliating the invasion of the 
enemy, the line was to be to us, and to us alone, 
an impassable barrier. A scheme of this kind 
excited his astonishment and indignation, and he 
hesitated not to say, that a proposition more 
fraught with mischief, more parricidal in its na- 
ture, was never in any age or any country sub- 
mitted to the consideration of a government, The 
records of time, and the annals of history might 
be searched in vain for its parallel—it was cal- 
culated to humble and dcbase the nation, and 
worse, if worse could be. It was to say to the 
enemy, your own territogy iš safe, your forces are 
unnecessary for defence, we invite you to make 
a descent upon our seacoast, there to riot in spoil 
and devastation. But he would spend no more 
time upon it, ithad met its well-deserved doom— 
it had been rejected, it had met the disapproba- 
tion of all those not united in systematic opposi- 
tion to their own Government. 

The honorable gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire has denounced the majority for having as- 
serted from time to time, that the force of the 
country was sufficient for the speedy conquest of 
the British possessions in North America. Yet 
he tells us, when it is necessary to answer anoth- 
er purpose, that the Eastern States, nay the dis- 
trict which he represents, could conquer Canada 
inamonth. It ts false and absurd to suppose 
that the United States can subdue Canada—but 
it is true that a district of New Hampshire can. 
These opinions are contradictory and inconsist- 
ent—but if the one be false and ridiculous, how 
much more so is the other ? 
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the people, than through their immediate repre- 


sentatives? What other mode is poi 


course of the minority, the gentleman invokes 
the practice of the Parliament of Britain—cites 
the example of Chatham, Fox and Barré; and 
says, with no little sclf-complacency, that it was 
not the opposition, but the manner of it that ex- 
cited the sensibility of venal majorities ; it was 
the splendid eloquence and keen sarcasm of these 
immortal men which rendered it necessary to 
charge on them all the misfortunes, follies, and 
crimes of Administration. Mr. R. would remark, 
that the majority of Parliament were, in some 
manner, compensated for the opposition of their 


respectable adversaries, by that very oratory so | w 


deservedly the theme of universal admiration. 


| oppressive, and those that are adopted to coun- 
teract them ? 


on a distant and feeble colony of the enemy ; but 
with fair hopes we may dare their navy to the 
combat—a dozen armed vessels may encounter 
one thousand! 

Mr. Chairman, the gallant achievements of our 
navy entitle it to the admiration and gratitude of 
the country; it reflects glory on the Government 
| under which itacts; it has redeemed the wounded 

honor of the nation, and well may we rejoice, for 
great must have been its exploits, to have created 
an enthusiam which unites in its praise our other- 
ise divided and distracted community. 

We are told by the honorable gentleman, that 


He doubted if the majority of Congress had any | he is prepared to vote for defensive measures, un- 


such consolation; he very much doubted if this 
minority had any claim to rank with their ima- 
gined prototypes; they no more displayed their 
talents or imitated their patriotism, than did the 
Government here, the bribed and corrupt and ty- 
rannical rulers of that country, the object of its 
scorn and hatred. 

A language is often held on this floor, (said 
Mr. R.) against which he would never cease to 
protest. However adverse from the spirit of our 
Constitution, however ruinous to its principles, 
it was convenient to the minority to arrogate to 
themselves that virtue which necessarily belongs 
to opposition to despotic institutions ; but it isab- 
surd to infer, it was false to say, that in a republic 
the minority were, either in regard to morality or 
politics, entitled to peculiar consideration. Un- 
der other forms of government, minorities were 
right; in representative republics, from the nature 
of things, they were generally wrong. 

The honorable gentleman, going back to a pe- 
riod anterior to cur Revolution, tells us that the 
people of the Colonies resisted Britain, because 
the Minister, under pretence of regulating com- 


der certain limitations, and necessary reserva- 
tiuns—offensive war is criminal and unjust; but 
he forgets that he has himself advised us to as- 
sail, in every possible way, the flect of our enemy. 
Is not this offensive war ; and does morality make 
ja difference between discharging a broadside 
| against a frigate and bombarding the walls of 
| Quebec? Is it murderous to kill an Einglishman 
l in Canada, and honorable to do so at sca? To 
term the war offensive is a mere pretext for the 
shameless abandonment of every duty—that the 
troops to be raised are not to be employed for de- 
fence; that our own territory is to be invaded 
and ravaged by an unopposed foe, is an assump- 
| tion the most extraordinary and preposterous, 
| The minority do not believe it; itis not believed 
by one man in the nation. But this idea, flimsy 
jas it is, is the only plea for a dissolution of obli- 
| gations, in all countries and in all ages hereto- 
fore held sacred. But the honorable gentleman 
will aid in protecting the country only after every 
effort to obtain a peace shall fail; and even then, 
not unless the mode of defence shall be such as to 
| meet bis approbation. ‘I'he truth is, the aid of 


merce, designed to work his hand into their pock- j the party to which be belongs will not be alforded. 
ets. Are the measuresof our Government cal- | If the time could ever arrive when their assist- 
culated to produce any such effect? Does the j ance might be expected, one would suppose that 
diminution of our commerce enrich our treasury? ; when an invasion was not only threatened, but 
Are not the interests of the Government and the | actually effected, it would not be withheld.— 
people of the United States the same? Isit not ! Whilst we listen to declarations of their willing- 
clear that it was to counteract a second attempt | ness to shield their native land from the profana- 
(like that to resist which was once so glorious) | tion of a hostile tread, the fact occurs, Do they 
by England, to put her hands into our pockets, to ; unite with their Government? No, they coldly 
raise a revenue from our trade, by demanding toll | and obstinately refuse all co-operation. The en- 
and tribute for permission to navigate the ocean, jenny might be driven back, pursued, and, contrary 
that gave rise to the restrictive system, and ; to their principles, conquered without the bounds 
brought upon us the present war? Does it be- | of our dominion. 

long to patriotism or common sense, at one and | Ishall now, said Mr. R., proceed to notice some 
the same time to oppose both measures that are | of the observations which fell from the honorable 
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gentleman from New York, (Mr. MILLER, ) during | graces brought upon it by the imbeeility of his 
his iong and desultory oration. The gentleman |coadjutors. Mr. R. would not object to the jus- 
abruptly lays open his course, and states his views, | tice of this encomium on the Secretary of War; 
the result no doubt of much mature deliberation, | he thought highly of his talents, but he would ask 
of profound thought, and deep investigation. He lif General Armstrong did not direct and control 
tells us what we have so often heard before, ! our military operations? He certainly did. He 
and might therefore have expected, that he is jhad the same influence in his department as the 
resolutely determined to vote for no measures | Secretaries of State and of the Navy in theirs. 
except those of a defensive character. As the | How does the gentleman, if it was of any impor- 
proposition of the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. | tance, reconcile his denunciations of incompe- 
Suerrey) had been already submitted and re- | tency to carry on the war with his well merited 
jected, it was vain and nugatory again to bring | panegyric on thatindividual emphatically charged 
up the question. ‘with our military operations? It follows, then, in 

The gentleman gives us much hackneyed de- | contradiction to some of the assertions of the gen- 
tail and common-place remark on the blunders | teman from New York, and conformably with 
and disasters of the late campaign, and after pour- ! others, that, for all the purposes of war, the Ad- 
ing out from an apparently inexhaustible store | ministration is not only competent, but possessed 
all the knowledge in the world, complains of a | of as much talent and as great energy as the na- 
want of information. There seemed to be no in- | tion affords. Thus, Mr. Chairman, said Mr. R., 
formation on the subject which he did not pos- | I have concisely given the spirit and meaning of 


sess; but, if there was, it could be uf nu conse- ; the remarks of gentlemen in the minority. Their’ 


quence to him, for he has given us to understand | arguments are feeble, their facts assumed, and 
that under all possible circumstances his vote will | their assertions contradictory. When we take 
be the same. The lronorable gentleman hasoneall- | into consideration their acknowledged worth and 
sufficient reason for opposing the measures of the ! abilities, their course, as well as the manner of 
Government. namely. he chooses to do so. He|supporting it, can only be accounted for, by re- 
therefore enters very superiluously into an enu- | collecting the difficulty of creditably sustaining, 
meration of his objections, but says he does not | when everything else is sacrificed to it, unifor- 
know in what school of logic it will be objected to | mity and consistency in systematic opposition. 
here, that he has given more than one good rea-| Mr. Suerrrey defended his amendment with 
son for his opinions. Mr. R. would by no means ' energy. contending that if the withdrawing our 
admit that he had given one. After various spe- | troops from a vain attempt to take Canada, which 
cifications, too unimportant for comment, the | had already cost us a sacrifice of much money 
honorable gentleman very unceremoniously de- | and many valuable lives, and employing them in 
nources the Administration as feeble and incom- | defence of our own territory, our wives and chil- 
petente Mr. R. said it struck him that there was | dren, against the Indian tomakawk, was parricidal, 
something presumptuous in this accusation. The: he gloried in being a parricide, 

Administration was composed of men who were; Mr. Minter answered Mr. Roserrson, and 
deemed by no inconsiderable portion of their fel- ! said: It has pleased the honorable gentleman from 
low-citizens to possess some httle claim to talent; | Louisiana to honor me with a few remarks. Like 
they were not thought to be utterly destitute of ; my honorable friend from New Hampshire, (Mr. 
understanding and intelligence. But the meas- ; Wensrer,) I must beg of that honorable gentle- 
ures which so much offend the honorable gentle- | man, when he honors me by his notice, to be a 
man, which meet with his high displeasure, are | little more accurate in his notes, or correct in his 
the measures of Congress, of the Legislature, not | recollection. I did not say that the present Sec- 
of the Executive. ‘Their folly, and weakness, | retary of War had more military talent than any 
and wickedness, are chargeable to the majority | man in the nation; I could not havesaid it; such 
of the House here present. He would say noth- | an idea never entered my thoughts. I did intend 
ing of the deep sense of obligation which would | when speaking of the Secretary of War, to speak 
be felt by his political friends when thus politely !of him respectfully. I spoke of him, however, 
greeted; nor would he make any comment on | comparatively. Idid say, and E do think, that 
the modesty of the honorable gentleman from ; he has more military talent than any member of 
New York, nor express surprise at the tenor of |the Cabinet. But I never could have granted 
his remarks, for he felt none when he recollected | him more military talent than any man in the 
that the honorable gentleman belonged to that | nation. Some errors of expression might have 
party which possesses, undeniably and exclu-|cscaped me yesterday, owing to the embarrass- 
sively, all the wealth, all the virtue, and all the į ment occasioned by the novelty of my situation. 


talents, of the country. But, amidst the terror | If I said what that honorable gentleman under- ` 


which he spread through the Republican ranks, | stood me to say, it was an error of the tongue; F 
the Secretary uf War is not only suffered to es- {never thought it. Such a suggestion would be 
cape, but is held up asa splendid exception; his at- | underrating the military talents of my honorable 
tainmentsare admitted, aud his fitness for the office | friend before me. The argument of the honora- 
he fills allowed to be equal to that of any indi- | ble gentleman from Louisiana relating to that 
vidual in the United States; but great and splen- | fact, entirely fails. Ie charges me, however, 
did as were his powers they were insufficient to | with inconsistency. Sir, has he proved it. The 
redeem the country from the mischiefs and dis- j gentleman says, aud he says truly, that in com- 
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mon with gememen, wik whöni I have the plea- 
sure to act, I had deelared I would vote for no 
army except for defence; and he asks, why 1; 
should require information touching the causes 
of the failure of our arms; or suggest any other 
objection against the bill, when I had conclusively 
made up my mind to vote against it, on the 
ground of its being applied to other objects than 
defence ; and in this Lam charged with inconsis- 
tency. I know, sir, that it is one of the rules of 
philosophizing, that you should not assign more 
reasons than are necessary to explain a phenom- 
enon; but I confess this is the first time I ever 
heard it stated, that because you had one good ! 
reason for rejecting a proposition, that therefore 
you should not assign other reasons which might 
be equally strong. Ido not know in what school 
the gentleman from Louisiana learned his logic ; 
it was not certainly the same in which I was 
taught. I take it, sir, I am nol proved to be in- 
consistent. 

There is another charge against me, that lam 
presumptuous to condemn the conduct of the war; | 
and again, it did not befit my honorable friend 
from New Hampshire (Mr. W.) or myself to dis- 
tinguish between the Government ( Administra- 
tion) and the people. The honorable gentleman 
further stated, that this was the war of the peo- 
ple, the war of this House, aud the other branches 
of the Government. Permit me, sir, to enter my 
protest against the ground here taken. Is this 
the doctrine now held by the majority of the 
House? Itis not the same they formerly held. 
How was it in “98? What was the principle | 
then? There are honorable gentlemen now here, ; 
ask them, sir, and they will tell you these are not; 
the doctrines then held by the majority of this 
House, This Administration is not to be iden- į 
tied with the people—this Administration is re- 
sponsible to the people. The people elect their 
rulers—it is their right to examine the conduct 
of public men, and the tendency of public mea- 
sures. The Administration is responsible to this 
House, and through it to the people. It is said 
by the honorable gentleman, that this is the war 
of this House. Be it so! Then, sir, as one of 
the members of this House, withont presumption, 
I claim a right to inquire into the conduct of the 
war. I claima right to criticise the competency 
of Administration to conduct this war to a success- 
ful issue. If it is the right of the House, it then 
becomes the duty of this House to inquire into 
that subject; and fam not fairly charged with 
presumption. Will the majority claim of us to 
grant them more men, and cannot we call for in- 
formation ? cannot we fairly claim to know what 
has become of those already placed at the disposal 
of Administration? We grant supplies from year 
to year. Before new appropriations are granted, 
*tis usual, ‘tis proper to know what has “become 
of the former sums voted. Will you be thus 
careful of your money, and will you not be equally 
careful of the blood and lives of your people? 
The inqury in the one case is as proper as in the 
other—it is more important in the latter case, in 
as much as the lives of our people are more valu- 
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able than money. I ak again, sir; is this the 
war of this House, and cannot I, asa member of 
it, canvass the manner of conducting that war, 
without presumption ? Sir, I acknowledge no. 
peculiar privilege in particular members of this 
House. Our Constitutional rights here are equal, 
Yes, sir! Here is my place—even I, humble in- 
deed as are my pretensions, and humbler yet as 
are my merits, even I need not shrink from a 
| comparison with any arrogant pretender for ex- 
elusive consistency or modesty, if any such is to 
be found here. 

I trust, sir, the honorable gentleman from Lou- 


! isiana, has not succeeded in i fixing on me, either 
the charge of inconsistency or presumption. 
Mr. Wess TER, of New Hampshire, replied 
briefly to Mr. ROBERTSON, who took occasion to 
Mr, Troue opposed the proposed amendment, 
which he did not conceive would be so beneficial to 
the public service as the provision which the bill 
| now contained. 
Mr. Gaston, of North Carolina, made a few 
incidental remarks. 
The motion of Mr. RoBERTSON was agreed to 
by a majority of from ten to twenty votes. 
The question having been stated that the Com- 
mittee rise and report “the bill— 
| Mr. Srockron ot New Jersey, said, that al- 
| though he was not partial to the present bill, nor 
to the system of which it is a part. but entirely 
| opposed w it; yet he confessed that he was not 
iso much alarmed at the present state of our na- 
j lir indeed he had brought his mind to believe that 
this war was to be carried on until Canada was 
| conquered—that if the large army now contem- 
plated should not be raised by voluntary enlist- 
ment, (and he did not believe that it would be so 
raised, ,) it was the intention of the Government, 
as avowed on this floor by the honorable Chair- 
man of the Military Committee, to resort to con- 
scription—if he believed in these things, be should 
be really alarmed at the present state of the na- 
tion; but he entertained no serious apprehansions 
on either of these points. With respect to con- 
scription, he did not believe that any Congress of 
the United States would be brought to pass such 
a bill, beeause he believed that it would be un- 
the sanction of the two Houses of Congress; and 
for the further reason, that such an act would 
never be submitted to, but would be resisted by 
the freemen of the United States. He therefore 
felt no alarm on that point—neither did he believe 
that it was the intention of Government to carry 
on this war until Canada was conquered ;—true it 
is that such an intention has been avowed on this 
floor; but, added Mr. S., take my word for it your 
Ministers will never open their lips on the sub- 
ject of the acquisition of Canada in any negotia- 
tion for peace; and he further believed that the 
Government had not only given up all such de- 
signs, but also the other ostensible causes for con- 
tinuing the war. Mr. S. said that he was irre- 


! reply in turn. 

tional aflairs as some of his friends appeared to be. 
constitutional, and therefore could never receive 
sistibly led to this conclusion by the fact of the 
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Administration having acceded to the late prop- 
osition for a negotiation, and by a careful review 
of the public documents connected with that sub- 
ject. That, in the recent overture made by the 
British Government, it had taken care to state 
expressly and distinctly the basis, the only ba- 
sis, on which it would negotiate; that basis, 
was the public law of Europe and the maritime 
rights of Great Britain—meaning, doubtless, public 
law and maritime rights as the same are under- 
stood by that Government. To open a negotia- 
tion on this basis the Administration has assented, 
and the very act of assent in his opinion in itself 
is a complete dereliction of the other grounds of 
the war. Mr. S. said that he was fully borne 
out in his construction of that act by the con- 
duct of both Governments heretofore, compared 
with our own, now to be collected from official 
documents on the table. He alluded to the cor- 
respondence of Mr. Russell and the British Min- 
ister—and to that of Admiral Warren and the 
Secretary of State. Soon after the commence- 
ment of hostilities, Mr. Russell, by the orders of 
this Government, offered to the enemy a nego- 
tiation for peace and an armistice; but demanded, 
in pursuance of express instructions, a suspension 


of impressment as a preliminary to such negotia- | 


tion. 
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Though not of much importance in itself, | 


but that the Administration have acceded to the 
basis offered, and mean to obtain as favorable 
regulations as can be procured? If this is not 
the final determination of the Cabinet, this nego- 
tiation is worse than useless—it is solemn mock- 
ery—it ean serve only to deceive the people and 
to waste the public treasure. Mr. S. said he 
would not impute such intentions to the Govern- 
ment. No, he believed that the Administration 
had at length abdicated their ground, had struck 
their colors; and he rejoiced that they had 
at length abandoned the vain attempt to change 
the public law of Europe, and by a machine of 
their own invention to convert the subjects of 
other nations into lawful soldiers. fighting against 
their native sovereign. He rejoiced at it because 
it opened a prospect of peace, and an end of the cal- 
amities of this dreadful war. The idle doctrine of 
free trade and sailors’ rights—idle as it is now 
contended for—would soon, he hoped, be heard no 
more. I might be asked, said Mr. S., if this was 
the real intention of- Government, why all this 
parade and bustle about an army of sixty thou- 
sand men? The answer was plain to his mind; 
it was all vapor, a mere paper operation, designed 
to have its effect here, and to be taken in the 
pockets of your Ministers. We have, added he, 
been famous for years in operations of this nature, 


| 
| 


the British Government refused itatonce. Such | and if we can wage war by proclamations and 
a basis might have carried with it some appear- ' laws why not make peace? For his part he had 
ance of submitting the right of taking her own j no faith in such nostrums, and would not consent 
men on the seas. To exclude forever such an] to waste ten or fifteen millions of dollars for such 
admission, she refused even a suspension during ; an experiment. Under this conviction he would 


negotiation; and that too in terms which were He 
complained of for unnecessary asperity. About 
the same time Admiral Warren, by the order of 
his Government, made substantially the same 
offer that is now made. The Orders in Council 


having been repealed, he offered an armistice, as ! 


preliminary to a negotiation on the general prin- 
ciples of public law and mutual rights. 
Secretary of State refused the offer, for the specia 


l 


reason that it was not accompanied by some pre- | 


vious arrangement respecting impressment. ‘I'he 
war has continued. Now this Government has 


The | 


not consent to any increase of the Army. 
was also opposed to it for another reason—he 
was opposed to the war; especially to it as a war 
of invasion and conquest. He believed that the 
present Military Establishment, if properly di- 
rected and commanded, was amply sufficient to 
| defend the country when aided by the militia—a 
safe and sure defence. He had voted against the 
| former bill, and should vote against this. 

Mr. Grunpy, of Tennessee, observed, that a 
| wish on the part of the majority of the House to 
‘despatch the public business had hitherto pre- 


assented to the same proposition in substance; | vented them from entering into general diseus- 
and not only so, but it has assented to a proposi- | sion, and he believed the interest of the country 
tion couched in such terms as fully to prove that | would not justify itatthis time; he should there- 
Great Britain is determined not to yield an inch į fore confine his observations toa reply to some of 


of her ground; and when an accompanying doc- 
ument of the most solemn kind, the Prince Re- 
gent’s speech, charges our Government with show- 
ing no disposition to put an end to the war, which 
it pronounces is not to be found in the overture 
of Mr. Russell. To negotiate, said Mr. S., on 
terms of reciprocity, consistent with her under- 
standing of the public law, she is willing; that 
is, she will probably agree to so regulate the ex- 
ercise of her rights in future as to secure as far 
as is possible the real American citizen from im- 
pressment, provided this Government on its part 
will prevent the employment of her deserters and 
the abuse of American protections. Upon such 
matters she will negotiate, but she tells you 
plainly that she will not negotiate upon her right. 
What other conclusion then can be fairly drawn, 


' the remarks made-by 


i gentlemen inghe opposition. 


The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. Srock- 
ron) asserts, that the Administration has aban- 
doned the grounds on which the war was declared, 
by accepting the overture made by the British 
Government to negotiate at Gotenburg; and 
that, by the declaration contained in Mr. Mon- 
roe’s letter to Lord Castlereagh, the maritime 
irights of Great Britain as claimed by her are 
recognised, and free trade and sailors’ rights are 
abandoned. Sir, the fact is not so; and I do feel 
| astonished that an attempt should be made to 
| impose upon this House and the people of the 
| United Sutes, by mistaking the contents of a 
| public document so lately put into the possession 
of each member. What is the language used by 
the British Minister and your Secretary of State, 
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the g 1 t 
Lord Castlereagh, in his letter of 


from which 
assertion ? 

November 4. 1813, says, that his Government is 
willing to treat “upon principles of perfect reci- 
t procity, not inconsistent with the established 
“maxims of public law, and with the maritime 


‘rights of the British Empire.” In answer to 
this, Mr. Monroe states in his letter of the 5th of 
January, 1814, that the United States are willing 
to treat “on conditions of reciprocity consistent 
with the rights of both parties, as sovereign and 
independent nations.” But, sir, does not the 
practice of impressment strike at the very sover- 
cignty and independence of the American Re- 
public; and, should Great Britain insist on con- 
tinuing that practice, docs any American be- 
lieve it can be submitted to? No, sir, neither 
this nor any other Administration can remain in 
power, who will consent, that the citizens of this 
country shall be subject to such degradation. If 
Great Britain persists in ber claims to enter 
American vessels and take therefrom American 
citizens, under the belief or pretence that they 
are her subjects, no peace can, no peace ought to 
be made. 

The same gentleman has said, that this is de- 
signed to be an army on paper only. Here. again, 
the fact does not warrant the assertion. The de- 
sign is to have an efficient army ; an army which 
will make the enemy feel our strength; an army 
which will procure peace by their prowess and 
valor, if it cannot be otherwise obtained. 

The honorable gentleman tells us he expects 
peace and rejoices at the prospect. What, I 
ask, is the most rational ccurse to be pursued to 
enable the gentleman to realize this prospect? 
Is it by placing your country in such a situation 
as to manifest to the enemy your inability to do 
him damage, or is it rather by calling out the 
resources of the country, which will enable you 
to carry on the war with effect should the nego- 
tiation fail? Suppose the gentleman should be 
disappointed, and the negotiation shortly to com- 
mence at Gottenburg should not result in a treaty, 
what then will be the condition of this country ? 
You will then be engaged in a war without any 
of the means provided for prosecuting it. This 
is surely a state of things greatly to be deprecated, 
and, should the negotiation not sueeced, this 
must be our situation, if the course advocated by 
the Opposition be adopted. 

Sir, the true policy which should be pursued 
is plain and obvious. If a just and honorable 
peace can be obtained, accept of it. If the enemy 
will not make such a peace, be ready to prose- 
cute the war vigorously until you force him to 
yicld to your just claims. 

Permit me to examine, fora few moments. the 
ground now for the first time taken on this floor. 
Gentlemen say that they would grant men and 
money for defensive operaticns, but not for offen- 
sive operations; and on yesterday a gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Suerrey) went so far as to 
offer an amendment, by which the army to be 
raised were not to be permitted ta go beyond the 
limits of the United States. 


Sir, under the Constitution of the United States, 
Congress has the power to declare war; it has 
done so. Congress has the power to furnish the 
means to prosecute it; but the application of the 
means when provided belongs to the Executive 
department. The President ts to decide how far 
offensive or defensive operations are expedient. 
Suppose you had not only the power of raising ar- 
mies, but of giving direction to them, would not 
the plan proposed by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia be absurd? Consult history; what nation, 
when at war, ever declared that its armies should 
not enter the territory of the enemy? No, sir, 
so silly an idea was never entertained by any 
; nation, ancient or modern. What! tie your own 
Government when at war, and place your ene- 
my at liberty? Will you say to the military 
force of Great Britain, you may attack us when 
and where you please, but you are safe, your 
| borders shall not be passed? What will take 
| place, should the principle contended for be 
adopted? The enemy, with one-tenth of the 
force which you keep in the field, will harass 
and lay waste your country ; not fearing an in- 
cursion from the American army, they will se- 
leet a place for attack weaker than their own 
force, and in succession destroy all your military 
posts, provided their whole force taken together 
Is greater than yours, dispersed and taken sepa- 
rately. Farther, sir; any man acquainted with 
the vast extent of our frontier, will be satisfied 
that, in the course of three years’ war, it will re- 
quire more men and money to defend this country 
against the incursions of the enemy than would be 
necessary to sweep the British power from her 
American possessions. Look at your Northern 
frontier, four or five hundred miles adjoining the 
territory of the enemy. If you will not attack 
beyond your own limits, this seven millions of 
people cannot protect this frontier, if the enemy 
distinctly understands that they are not to be 
invaded. 

For my part, I am unable to see on what prin- 
ciple the gentleman from Virginia, and those 
with whom he acts on this floor, can justify their 
conduct in refusing the men now required, For 
defence they say everything shall be granted, but, 
because they fear the Executive will use a por- 
tion of this force offensively, they will furnish no 
force whatever. In other words, under an appre- 
hension that Canada will be invaded, they will 
leave their own country defenceless, and at the 
mercy of the enemy. Sir, this proceeding is, to 
my mind, unaccountable. F suppose the true 
course to be, 1o do the enemy all the injury you 
can, consistent with the usages of eivilized war- 
fare, and not permit our sympathies for those with 
whom we are at war to expose our own citizens 
to destruction, i 

The gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr. 
WersrTer) advises us to abandon the project of 
conquering Canada, and turn our force 1o the 
ocean, and the will of the nation will go with us. 
Sir, does that gentleman believe we can safely 
rely on a declaration of this sort? Has it not 
been declared by the Opposition that this is an 
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consider its vigorous prosecution essential to their 
preservation ; and, anxious as we are to see union 
restored, the sacrifice asked for is too great. And, 
in my turn, I would submit to honorable genue- 
men whether it would not be more reasonable 
and more consistent with the principles of this 
Government. that the minority should surrender 
their opposition, and unite with the majority in 
prosecuting the war? They say, that all the men 
and money required by us shall be granted; but, 
what conditions do they impose? ‘That they 
(the minority) shall make the application of the 
force. Infact, they contend for the principle that 
the minority shall substantially govern ! 

Sir, a sentiment I expressed at the last session, 
respecting the conduct of a portion of the Oppo- 
sition, has been much compiained of. [then said, 
and I now repeat, that those who systematically 
oppose the filling of the loans, and the enlistment 
of soldiers. are, in my opinion, guilty of moral 
treason. By this, I by no means intend to cen- | 
sure those, who, in the exercise of a Constitu- | 
tional right, express their opinions freely against | 
the expediency of having declared the war, or į 
those who, from choice, withhold their own money 
from the public service; but those are intended, 
who, after the respective laws were passed, exerted į 
their influence to prevent others from carrying | 
them into effect. | 

I wish gentlemen would discuss this point fairly ! 

l 
i 


| 
eignty and independence of these States; that we 
i 
i 
| 
i 
1 
1 
i 
; 


and coolly with me. Sir, I challenge them to 
produce their arguments, and ascertain on which 
side truth is to be found. Take the case oes | 


merly stated, and answer it. An individual goes 
over, joins the ranks of the enemy, and raises his | 
arms against his country: he is clearly guilty of | 
treason under the Constitution, the overt aet be- 
ing consummated, Suppose the same individ- | 
ual not to go over to the encmy, but to remain | 
in his own neighborhood, and by means of his | 
influence to dissuade ten men from enlisting; I | 
ask, in which case has he benefitted the enemy 
and injured his country most? In the latter, no 
doubt; because be has weakened his country more 


During the Revolution, he addressed a letter to 


! his Scottish brethren in America, in which, to 
! show them the course of conduct they ought to 


pursue, he states the case of a vessel at sea being 
in danger; a consultation is held by the crew, in 
which each individual delivers his sentiments 
freely, and a majority determine that it is neces- 
sary, for the safety of the vessel and crew, to go 
to a particular port. Some of the mariners, dis- 
satisfied with the determination, throw obstacles 
in the way, and refuse to perform the duties as- 
signed them. He then asks, emphatically, what 
would be done with those refractory men? He 
answers, they would be thrown overboard in a 
shorter time than he had used in stating the case. 
I cannot, Mr. Chairman, distinguish between the 
state of the country when this sentiment was 
delivered by that enlightened scholar and states- 
man and the present. 

l have said, E should not at this time go into 
an examination of the causes which produced the 
war, because too much time would be consumed 
by a discussion of such topics; but, whenever the 
necessary progress of public measures shall not 
forbid it, E shall not avoid a debate of that kind. 
I feel confident that every discussion of that na- 
ture will have a tendency to unite the American 
people in support of their rights and indepen- 
dence. 

Mr. Grosvenor, of New York, ina speech of 
some length and considerable warmth and energy, 
replied to Mr. Grunpy, and to some gentlemen 
who spoke yesterday. 

Mr. Carnoy did not rise, he said, to examine 
on what terms the President had assented to ne- 
gotiate with the British Government; because 
he conceived it neither pertinent to the present 
question, nor proper at this time. He deemed it, 
however, his duty to state, that he wholly dis- 
sented from the construction which our oponents 
gave to the documents connected with this sub- 
ject. Ifa proper opportunity should hereafter 
vecur he would be happy to present the reasons 
for his opinion on this point. 

He was induced to occupy the time of the Com- 
mittee at present, to correct two essential errors, 
which gentlemen in the opposition have intro- 
duced into the discussion of this question; and, 
although not immediately connected with the 
merits of the bill, he thought it proper that they 


than he would have strengthened the enemy by | should be answered; because, from all that he 
going over to him. In the fashionable language i had ever heard, as well on this as former occa- 
of the day, were I to inquire guo animo have men | sions, it seemed to him that they constituted the 
organized themselves to prevent the enlistments ! basis on which the minority rested their justifi- 


and filling the loans? the answer is clear—to 

weaken the United States, and give to the enemy 

the advantage over our arms. | 
Although, Mr. Chairman, I first advanced this ; 

doctrine of moral treason on this floor, it has | 

much higher authority for its support; and, if; 

gentlemen will not be influenced by anything I 

i3th Cox. 2d Sess.—s2 


cation. He alluded to the character which they 
gave to the war; and the claim set up in a poli- 
tical and Constitutional point of view to justify 
their opposition. Gentlemen contend that this 
is not a defensive but aa offensive war; and un- 
der that character undertake its deuunciation, 
without ever condesceading tu state what ia their 
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opinion constitutes the characteristic difference | was in its nature offensive or defensive. It would 

between them. He claimed the attention of the | be to inquire whether they were or were not an 

Committee while he examined this point; and he | injury to our commerce; a point he had never 

hoped that it would not be considered as a mere} heard denied by the most obstinate debater, It 

verbal criticism, sinee our opponents have made} would be equally so to examine whether the cause 
the distinction the foundation of so much deela-| of continuing the war, to protect our seamen 

mation against the war. The inquiry, in another } from impressment, is of an offensive or defensive 
point of view, he believed, would be useful. The | character. i 

people of this country have an aversion to an of-|} Very few have the hardihood to deny that itis 

fensive war; which he supposed interpreted the | an injury of the most serious kind, both as it re- 
meaning of the vehemence of the Opposition on | gards the Government, and the unhappy subjects 
this subject; while they readily acknowledge the | of its operations. It involved the most sacred ob- 
possible necessity and justice of one that is de- | ligation which can bind the body politic to the 
fensive. Itis therefore proper, that our ideas on | citizen; he meant that of protection, due alike to 
this point should be fixed with precision and cer- | all; to the beggar in the street-—much more, if 
tainty. He would lay it down as an universal | susceptible of degrees, to our sailors, that class of 
criterion, that a war is offensive or defensive, not | the community who have added so much to the 
by the mode of carrying it on, which isan imma- | wealth and renown of this country. Having 
terial circumstance, but by the motive and cause | thus established the character of the war in its 
which led to it. Ifit has its origin in ambition, | origin and continuance, he would lay down asa 
avarice, or any of the like passions, then is it offen- | rule not less clear, that a defensive war does not 
sive; butif,on the contrary, to repel insult, injury, j become offensive by being carried beyond the 
or oppression, it is of an opposite character, and | limits of our territory. The motive and cause 
is defensive. The truth of this position would | will ever give character; all the rest are mere 
not require much discussion. He conceived that | essential incidents. When once declared, the 
it might safely rely on the authority of the best | only question, even in a defensive war, is, how 
writers on the subject, or on its own internal evi- | can it be carried on with the greatest effect. The 
dence. It is only in this view that the prevalent | reverse of this involves the most glaring absurdity. 
feelings on this subject can be explained. If the | It supposes that we had determined to compel 
distinction taken is a correct one; if the twospe-| our enemy to respect our rights; and at the same 
cies of war are distinguishable in their causcand | time voluntarily renounced, what is acknowl- 
motive, then. our aversion to the one and appro- | edged to be the best and most effectual mode of 
bation of the other is no longer a mystery—it is | producing that effect. On this point, as well as 
founded in the nature of things. But if. on the| the cause of the war, the opinion of our opponents 
contrary, it is true that they are distinguished by | may be arrayed against themselves. What have 
the mere accidental circumstance of the mode of | they advised as to the mode of carrying on the 
earrying them on, that the scene of action should | war? Withdraw your troops from Canada, re- 


make them the one or the other, then the feelings | duce your army, and limit your operations to the 
of this country, by which it condemns or approves | ocean. What! to the ocean? Carry the war 
of cither specics, is a profound mystery, never to | beyond our own territory! make it offensive;! 
be explained. In the view which he had pre-| The gentlemen surely do not intend to support 
sented, the difference between an offensive and | an offensive war. To use their own language, it 
defensive war is of the moral kind; and the] is too immoral fora virtuous and religivus peo- 
American sense of justice accounts for their feel- | ple. It is then admitted, that it does not cease 
ings. Their exemption froin ambition and love | to be offensive by its being waged at sea; how 
of justice preserves them from the former, while; then can the carrying it into Cadada change its 
their manly spirit and good sense will always | character ? 

make them cheerfully meet the other whenever| Mr. ©. again observed, that it was a racre ques- 
it becomes necessary. What, then, is the charac- | tion of expediency where and how the war ought 
ter of the war in which we are now engaged? | to be prosecuted. For his part, so long as it con- 
Was it dictated by avarice or love of conquest? | tinued, he thought no effort ought to be wanting 
He appealed to our opponents for a decision. į to reduce Canada. Should success accompany 
They have already decided. When the resolu- | our arms, we would be indemnified for the priva- 
tions of the gentleman from New Hampshire | tions and expenses of the war, by the acquisition 
were under discussion? at the last session, it was | of an extensive and valuable territory, and the 
repeated till the ear was fatigued, by every one} permanent peace and security which it would 
on that side of the House who took any part in | afford a large portion of our country; and even, 
the debate, that if the repeal of the Berlin and | in the worst event, should we fail of conquest, the 
Milan decrees had been communicated in time to | attempt will not be without great advantages. 
the British Government, the Orders in Council | The war in Canada is the best security to every 
would have been repealed; and, had the last event | part of cur country. We have a very extended, 
happened, the war would not have been declared. | and, from the thinness of the population, in many 
They then have acknowledged, that the Orders | places weak seacoast. He did not believe that 
in Council, and not the conquest of Canada, as | it had been neglected, as represented by the gen- 
they now pretend, was the cause of the war ; and | teman from New Hampshire; but he did believe 
it would be idle to inquire whether to resist them | that many points are, and must from necessity 
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be, without efficient protection. He would, how- | ferred, as it did not fall in the course of his argu- 
ever, ask that gentleman, how did it happen that | ment; but he thought that it could be easily 
this coast, so'easily assailed by a maritime Power, | proven to be essentially different, in character and 
has sustained little or no damage in a war that | consequence, from the opposition in this country. 
has continued upwards of eighteen months? If! He conceived, however, that it would be proper, 
he is at a loss for an answer, the scheme of his į before he examined the general position taken 
political friend from Virginia, (Mr. Suevrey,) to | over the way. to make a single remark, as it re- 
confine our troops to the defensive, should it suc- | lated to the British Government, on this subject. 
ceed, would the next Summer amply explain the ! It struck him, that all arguments drawn from it 
fact. The truth is, that the war in Canada is the j on this point must be essentially erroneous, A 
security of the coast. It compels the enemy to | more determined and vehement opposition there, 
concentrate the whole of his disposable force there | is not only justifiable, but in some measure re- 
for the defence of his own territory. Were the | quired. The difference in the two Governments, 
absurd policy to be adopted to confine the opera- | in this respect, results from a difference in the 


tion of our troops within our own limits, the In 
whole of the enemy’s force in Canada would be 
liberated from its defence, and the entire line of 
our seacoast menaced with destruction. The 
enemy, masters on the ocean, could act with such 
celerity, that it would be either impossible to de- 
fend ourselves, or it must be done at an expense 
greater than would be necessary to reduce his 
possessions. Thus, even under the limited view 
of defence, the most effectual mode is that which 
has been adopted—to carry the war into the ene- 
my’s country ; and our opponents ought, accord- 
ing to their own distinction, to grant every aid 
in men and money. 

Mr. C. said, that although not immediately in 
point, he could not refrain from observing that, 
of all the arguments he had ever heard since-he 
had had the honor of a seat in this House, those 


amon of their respective Executives. 
England, such is its power, patronage, and con- 
sequent influence; such the veneration, which its 
hereditary quality and long descent possess over 
jane subjects of that Empire, that her most en- 
| lightened statesmen have ever thought that it en- 
| dangered the other branches of her Government, 
and have with much wisdom, ever since the dawn 
| of liberty in that country, strenuously opposed its 
j encroachments, Very different is the case here, 


| under a Government purely Republican. It pre- 


sents neither the cause to justify such vehemence 
of opposition, nor the means of restraining it 
| when excited. But, even as applied to our Gov- 
ernment, he would readily acknowledge there 
| Was a species of opposition, both innocent and 
| useful. Opposition simply implies contrariety of 
opinion; and, when used in the abstract, it ad- 


were by far the most extravagant which have | mitted neither censure nor praise. It cannot be 
been urged against the conquest of Canada. He | said to be either good or bad; useful or perni- 
had heard it characterized by every epithet which | cious. It is not from itself, but from the con- 
indicated vice or weakness. The advancers of | nected circumstances, that it derives its character. 
such arguments surely did not reflect that, in | When it is simply the result of that diversity in 
their zeal to assail the majority, they were utter- ! the structure of our intellect, which conducts to 
ing libels on the founders of our liberty and em- į different conclusions on the same subject, and is 
pire. This scheme of conquest, this project of: confined within those bounds which love of coun- 
ambition, this product of folly and vice, as it has | try and political honesty prescribe, it is one of the 
been liberally called, originated with those men | most useful guardians of liberty. It excites gen- 
to whom Amcrica owes so much, and whose wis- | tle collision, prompts to due vigilance, a quality 
dom and virtue is acknowledged by the world. It; so indispensable, and at the same time so opposite 
was by them thought an object worthy of the | to our nature, and results in the establishment of 
treasures and the best blood of the country; and, | an enlightened policy and useful laws. Such are 


finally, relinquished by them with reluctance, 
from necessity only. 

Mr. C. said, it now remained to consider the 
defence which gentlemen have made for their 
opposition to the war and the policy of their 
country ; a subject which he conceives is of the 
greatest importance, not only as affecting the re- 
sult of the present contest, but the lasting peace 
and prosperity of our country. They assume as 
a fact, that opposition isin its nature harmless; 
and that the calamities which have afflicted free 
States have originated in the blunders and folly 
of the Government, and not from the perverse- 
ness of opposition. Opposition, say they, isa very 
convenient thing; a wicked and foolish Adminis- 
tration never fail to attribute all of their miscar- 
riages to it; and, in confirmation of this doctrine, 
they appeal to Lord North’s administration. He 
did not intend to examine the particular case to 
which gentlemen have with so much parade re- 


and | 


its qualities when united with patriotism and 
| moderation, Butin many instances it assumes 
a far different character. Combined with faction 
and ambition, it bursts those limits, within which 
it may usefully act, and becomes the first of po- 
litical evils. If, sir, the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House intended to include this last 
species of opposition, as he was warranted to in- 
į fer from their expression, when they spoke of its 
| harmless character, then have they made an as- 
| sertion in direct contradiction to reason, expe- 
: rience, and all history. A factious opposition is 
| compounded of such elements, that no reflecting 
! man will ever consider it as harmless. The 
fiercest and most ungovernable passions of our 
nature, ambition, pride, rivalry, and hate, enter 
into its dangerous composition—made still more 
so by its power of delusion, by which its projects 
against Government are covered in most in- 
stances, even to the eyes of its victims, by the 


lent and social feelings be found sufficiently strong 
to counteract its progress? Is love of country ? 
Alas! the attachment to a party becomes stronger 
than that to our country. A factious opposition 
sickens at the sight of the prosperity and success 
of the country. Common adversity is its life; 
general prosperity its death. Nor is it only over 
our virtuous sentiments that this baue of freedom 
triumphs. Even the selfish passions of our na- 
ture, planted in our bosom for our individual 
safety, afford no obstacle to its progress. It is 
this opposition which gentlemen call harmless, 
and treat with so much respect; it is this moral 
treason, to use the language of his friend trom 
Tennessee, (Mr. GRunpy,) which has in all ages 
and countries ever proved the most deadly foe to 
freedom. Nor is it then only dangerous, when it 
breaks forth into open treason and rebellion. 
Without resort to violence, it is capable in a 
thousand ways to counteract and deaden all the 
motions of Government; to render its policy wa- 


yering, and to compel it to submit to schemes of 


aggrandizement on the part of other Govern- 
ments; or, if resistance is determined on, to ren- 
der it feeble and ineffectual. Do gentlemen ask 
for instances? Unhappily, they are but too nu- 
merous. Where shall they not be found? Ad- 
mired and lamented Republics of antiquity '— 
Athens, Carthage, and Rome—you are the vic- 
tims and witnesses of the fell spirit of factious 
opposition. Fatal fields of Zama and Chærovea ! 
you can attest its destructive cruelty. What is 
the history of Polybius, and that of the other his- 
torians of the free States of antiquity? What 
the political speeches of Cicero, and the orations 
of Demosthenes, those models of eloquence and 
wisdom, but volumes of evidence, attesting that 
an opposition founded in faction, unrestrained by 
moderation and a regard to the general welfare, 
is the most dangerous of political evils. Nor does 
antiquity aione testify. The history of modern 
times is pregnant with examples. What, he would 
ask, have became of the free States of modern 
Italy, which once flourished in wealth and power— 
Florence, Genuva, Venice, and many others? 
What of the United Provinces and Switzerland ? 
Gone; perished under the deadly feuds of oppo- 
sition. Even England, with her deep-rooted and 
powerful Executive, has not been free from its 
pernicious effect. What arrested the war of 
Marlborough, when France was so humbled that, 
had it been continued, Europe might have been 
free from the danger which she has experienced 
from that Power? What staid the conquering 
hand of Chatham, when before his genius and 
power the throne of the Bourbons trembled to its 
centre? The spirit of factious opposition, that 
common cause of calamity. that without which 
liberty might be eternal, and free States irresis- 
tible. 

Our country, as young as she is, also has her 
examples. In the war of the Revolution had she 
been united toa man; had there been no apolo- 
gists of opposition; had no one opposed his will 


been indebted to foreign aid for the establishment 


of our independence? Even in this war, how 
much has it debilitated the energies of our coun 
try! The gentleman from New Hampshire, who 
spoke with ingenuity on this subject, told us that 
if we were united the Canadas would be reduced 
in thirty days; and that tn consequence of our 
disasters, springing from our divisions, we had 
been disgraced. What more could he say on the 
fatal effect of opposition? Mr. C. appealed to 
that gentleman to state the cause of our divisions 3 
and would ask him, whether, with the certain 
knowledge of its pernicious effect, every means 
that could excite opposition had not been uncea~ 
singly applied? 'To obviate the natural conclu- 
sion, the gentleman from New Hampshire was 
compelled to deny that the party now in power 
is a majority in this country; and to contend 
that the representation in this body furnishes no 
evidence of that fact. Heargued, that many who 
are opposed to the war were from party motives 
induced to vote for those in favor of it. Even 
admitting the argument to be well founded, which 
he did not think, might it not be retorted? He 
would be glad to know why the rule does not 
apply to the minority in an equal degree? Until 
he assigned some reason why it did not, he must 
continue to consider the majority here, as repre- 
senting a great majority of the nation; and the 
minority as opposing the will of that majority. 
Mr. C. said, that the pretensions and declara- 
tions of the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, had compelled him to make these general 
observations. Heknew not how else they could be 
met, and hethought these arguments were fraught 
with doctrines so crroneous and dangerous, that 
it was his duty to present their falsity in the best 
manner in his power to this House and nation. 
From the same sense of duty, he felt bound to 
offer his sentiments on a subject of great deli- 
cacy ; he meant on the character of the opposition 
which the Government has experienced since the 
commencement of the present difficulties in 1806, 
and to inquire under which of the two species of 
opposition, the moderate and useful, or factious 
and dangerous, it ought to be arranged. It was 
with pain he would make this inquiry. He took 
no pleasure in perceiving the faults of any part of 
our citizens, much less in presenting them to the 
public. His object was not to expose, but to reform; 
to admonish of a danger so natural to free States, 
to which all opposition, even of the most virtuous 
kind, so easily degenerates, if not incessantly 
watched ; and to call on them, while yet possible, 
to arrest its fatal career. Itis important to know, 
that there is a stage in the progress of opposition, 
which gentlemen consider as harmless, which 
when once attained, no power can arrest; not love 
of country ; not even the certainty of being in- 
volved ia the common destruction. Has it made 
any progress in this country to so dangerous a 
state? He feared there were appearances which 
would justify such a belief. One of its most nat- 
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ural symptoms, was a settled and fixed character, 
which, as its object was to embarrass and weaken 
Government, lost no opportunity to throw imped- 
iments in the way of every measure. It had two 
other concomitants; the one, a violence and ve- 
hernence not warranted by any considerations of 
expediency; and the other, urging of measures, 
which, if adopted, must lead to national ruin. It 
seemed to him that there were reasons to believe 
that the whole of these existed in the present Op- 
position. Is it not settled and fixed? In an un- 
‘exam pled state of national difficulties, from the 
first belligerent decree against our neutral com- 
merce downto this day, he would ask which one 
of all the measures of our Government to resist 
this almost universal depredation, that has not, 
under one pretext or another, been opposed, ridi- 
culed and weakened? Yes, opposed with a vio- 
lence that would lead to a belief that the consti- 
tuted authorities, instead of opposing the most 
gross and outrageous injustice, sought only the 
destruction of their country. Again, what have 
been the measures that the Opposition has virtu- 
ally urged? Whiatis it at this moment? With- 
hold the laws; withhold the loans; withhold the 
men who are to fight our battles; or, in other 
words, to destroy public faith, and deliver the 
country unarmed to the mercy of the enemy. 
Suppose all of their objects accomplished, and 
what would be the situation of the country ? He 
appealed to the people for a decision. Nor are 
those morbid symptoms confined to this body. 
The contagion has gone forth into the commu- 
nity, and, wherever it has appeared, has exhibited 
the same dangerous appearances. The inquiry 
might be pushed much farther; but he would 
abstain from it, as it was to him by no means a 
pleasant task. But, say the gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, what right have we to 
object? the Constitution justifies and secures 
them in opposition to the measures of Govern- 
ment. They claim to be not only above laws, 
but beyond animadversiou. It is in their eyes 
fair and proper that the majority, who act under 
the undoubted and express sanction of the Con- 
stitution, should be subjected to every species of 
abuse and impediment; but should any one ques- 
tion the right or the expediency of the opposition, 
we hear an immediate cry of oppression. For 
his part, he thought thata fair and moderate op- 
position ought at all times to be respected ; but 
that our Constitution authorized that dangerous 
and vicious species, which he had attempted 
to describe, he utterly denied. He called on those 
who made the claim toso extravagant a powcr, lo 
point out the article of that instrument which 
would warrant sucha construction. Will they 
cite that which establishes the liberty of speech 
here? Its object was far different; and it fur- 
nishes not the shadow of such a power. Will 
they rely on its general spirit? It knows no ob- 
ject but the general good, and must forever con- 
demn all fictitious opposition to measures ema- 
nating from its own authority. Jt is then not 
authorized either by the letter or the spirit of the 
Constitution. If then our opponents have the 


right, it is because it is not expressly forbidden. 
In this sense, there is no limitation to their Con- 
stitutional rights. A right might might be thus 
derived to violate the whole decalogue. The 
Constitution forbids almost no crimes; nor ought 
it to be considered in the light of a voluminous 
penal code, whose object was the definition and 
prohibition of all acts injurious to society, Even 
had this been the case, the argument, that what 
is not forbid is justified, would be fallacious ; for 
there are many acts of the most dangerous ten- 
dency, (of which an unprincipled opposition is 
one,) which in their very nature are not suscep- 
tible of that rigid definition necessary to subject 
them to punishment. How absurd, then, the ar- 
gument, as applied to the Constitution, whose 
object is the mere enumeration, distribution, and 
organization of the powers of the body politic! 

Mr. C. concluded by again observing, that he 
was compelled by the great and dangerous errors 
of the gentlemen on the other side, to take a view 
more general, than what was usually proper, of a 
subject on which it was so important to think 
correctly ; and he could not take his seat without 
reiterating his admonition to this body and the 
country, to guard against the pernicious effect of 
a factious opposition, Universal experience and 
the history of all ages furnish ample testimony 
of its dangerous consequences, particularly in a 
state of war. Could any certain remedy be ap- 
plied to restrain it within the bounds of modera- 
tion, then, indeed, might our liberty be immortal. 
Ile knew of none but the good sense and the vir- 
tue of the people. The triumph of a party can 
be nothing to them. They can have no interest 
but in the general welfare. 

Mr. Incersout said he had been for some time 
endeavoring to get the floor for the purpose of 
expressing hisamazement and protest at the mon- 
strous sentiments broached by the gentleman from 
New Jersey, (Mr.Srocxron.) But before I pro- 
ceed, said Mr. L, to their consideration, l ask to 
be indulged for a few moments while I rescue 
myself from misapprehension and my constitu- 
ents from erroncous impression. ‘I'he honorable 
gentleman from New York who yesterday reca- 
pitulated all the disasters of our armies, (Mr. 
Mi.uer,) took occasion to animadvert on my as- 
sertion of the popularity of the conquest of Cana- 
da in my section of the country; and inquired, 
triumphantly as he seemed to think, why, if they 
held such opinions, my fellow-citizens did not 
maintain theminarms? Where their patriotism 
was to be found, if such were their predilections? 
Why they did not apply their force to the ac- 
complishment of their views in this respect? I 
could have easily answered all that honorable 
gentleman’s interrogatories by a short explanation 
as he procecded, if 1 had cared to disturb him by 
the intrusion of an unwelcome fact; to spvil the 
claborate and nicely tesselated superstructure he 
employed his fancy in building up. Butnow that 
such an injury will not be done to the fabric of 
his eloquence, allow me to give that gentleman 
to understand that the district | have the honor 
in part unworthily to represent, has contributed 
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in every action. : é 
made of such a contingent; if it has been mis- 
managed, mal-organized or ill-distributed, that is 
not the fault of the men themselves, or of the dis- 
triet which afforded them. The district and its 
citizens have done their duties cn the occasion ; 
and no gentleman can impute blame to them, 


who is informed of the testimonials, the practical 


testimonials of their patriotism. 

Another honorable gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Grosvenor.) who spoke to-day, seems to 
flatter himself with having detected me in an 
incautious acknowledgment respecting the con- 


quest of Canada, which he is pleased to account ; 


a very important, and hitherto undivulged, con- 
cession. 
desultory observation yesterday, I may have given 
breath to the opinion ascribed to me by that gen- 
tleman; but I doubt it. Whatever my private 
feelings and views may be, I trust that what I 
said was not deficient in a due circumspection. 
I believe I did not assert the conquest of Canada 
as per se a sufficient cause for the declaration of 
war, nor per se a sufficient cause for its prose- 
cution. l spoke of such a measure, not as the 
end, but the means of hostilities. I alluded to its 
popularity, not originally, not without provoca- 
tion; but in answer to the assertion of its un- 
opularity by an honorable gentleman from New 
Honir, (Mr. WEBSTER) to whom the intro- 
duction of the Canadian discussion is ascribable, 
and who declared the measure to be unpopular, 
unjustifiable, and impracticable. In maintaining 
its popularity in that part of the country from 
which I come, I may, as I do, without hesitation, 
aver that it is popular not only in the city of Phil- 
adelphia, and my particular district, but through- 
out the whole State of Pennsylvania. In men- 
tioning this sentiment of my constituents, I 
consider myself to be actuated by the wisest and 
most congenial principles that can actuate a re- 
publican representative of any portion of the 
American people. Sir, while a measure is pop- 
ular, I always consider that the best reason that 
it is right. Let the people change their senti- 
ments, give me satisfactory evidence of that 
change, and I shall instantly pause; I shall ques- 
tion my own conviction of what is just and ex- 
pedient. Iam not one of those, who, confounding 
a popular prepossession with a monarchical pre- 
judice, set mysclf to show that a large majority 
must be in the wrong, and a small minority in 
the right. Iam not one of those who denounce 
the policy of a republican majority as if it were 
the mere ministry of an hereditary monarch. 
Such doctrines are the inheritance of the incon- 
gruous principles of the British Government. As 
has been most conclusively shown by the honor- 
able gentleman from Louisiana, (Mr. Roserr- 
8ON,) they have no analogy to the state of things 
under a republican government whose structure 
is such as ours. According to my persuasion, 
Majority bespeaks popularity, and popularity in- 
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It is possible, sir, that in the course of ; 


le 
; premises. Ninctcen Canadas are seventeen more 
| than we want. Two will answer all our purposes. 
t Nor do we desire even one by reason especially 
of any specific pecuniary value at which such an 
acquisition may be estimated. I do not know, I 
am not able to form an idea of their value by 
: such a mode of calculation. My mode of reck- 
oning is a different one. We want Canada and 
the mouths of the St. Lawrence now, as we 
wanted Louisiana and the mouths of the Missis- 
sippi ten years ago. We want the latter for rea- 
sons similar to those which induced our desire 
for the former. The same policy which dictated 
the necessity in the one case dictates it in the 
other. We were anxious formerly to be liberated 
| from the neighborhood, the contiguity of the great 
i France. We are anxious now to be liberated 
from the neighborhood, the contiguity of the 
Great Britain. We want no such flanks to our 
; body politic, on cither side. We have possessed 
: ourselves of the one, and we need the other, to 
{consummate the Continental integrity of the 
; American Republic. 
As toa pecuniary value, that gentleman indeed 
i may mention it, But what would the reception 
be of such an intimation from this side of the 
House? What was said, when, in time of pro- 
found peace, and when our policy was immova- 
| bly pacific, the wish was expressed to purchase 
| Louisiana ? Out upon it! cried an honorable Sen- 
ator from New York. For shame! added another, 
at that time from Pennsylvania. Contemptible, 
pitiful, wretched policy! Bay what you ought 
to take by force! Meanly purchase what is yours 
by the right of nature! Never. Call out your 
troops, your regulars and your volunteers—march 
down upon the province---take it—keep it—con- 
quer it—and enjoy the conquest ! 

Sir, we cannot purchase Canada while waging 
War upon its owners, or I do not know whether 
such a bargain might not be worth considering. 
We did purchase Louisiana when we had the op- 
portunity: and all succeeding experience has 
tended to establish the inestimable value of that 
acquisition, I cannot leave this part of the sub- 
ject without observing, that should the annexa- 
tion of the Canadas to our Confederacy, by any 
Means, ever give us on this floor republican rep- 
resentalives from that quarter of the Continent 
willing and able to repel the Colonial ideas of 
English precedent, and to assert the independent 
positions of American principles, in as masterly 
a manner as we have this day heard from tke 
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gentleman from Louisiana, I am free to say, for 
one, that a new and most interesting inducement 
is superadded to the many already existing and | 
familiar to us, why we should persevere in every | 
endeavor for accomplishing the object. 
if 
H 
I 


The honorable gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Grosvenor) has ingrafted an importance 
on this attainment, greater, I must confess, than 
I was prepared to subscribe to. I had not con- 
sidered the Canadas so natural an insertion into 
our Union as be appears to think them, nor their 
finally falling into our embrace an event so much 
within the ordinary and inevitable course of 
things. I had regarded them rather as only one i 
of the present means, while hostilities prevail į 
with England, for foreing the recognition of those * 
great maritime immunities, the flag of whose pro- 
tection the honorable gentleman from New Jersey, | 
(Mr. Srocxron,) whose views I now procced to j 
consider—the flag of whose protection that hon- | 
orable gentleman rejoices has been struck; the! 
flag of whose gallant and inimitable champions— | 
which has never been tarnished, amidst all our 
disasters and depressions—I mean our disasters 
on the land—has never ceased to wave, the un-! 
rivalled banner of triumph and renown. Gra- 
cious God, defend my mind from the entertain- | 
ment of sucha sentiment! Keep me, atall events, | 
from giving it utterance in this Hall of the Rep- | 
resentatives of the American people, sacred to 


tiges are still unobiiterated of the Northern Con- 
federacy, there to lay down before the maritime 
tyrants of the world those inalienable maritime 
rights which we hold in common with all inde- 
pendent nations by the same universal charter? 
Can this beso? Should it be so? Need it be 
so? We have been told more than once that 
Admiral Warren is on the American coast, au- 
thorized and ready to receive, at any time, those 
concessions which we, forsooth, prefer to blazon 
forth in a solemn mission over the Atlantic. If, 
then, the flag of the country is to be struck, 
would it not be better, safer, cheaper, easier, less 
galling, to strike it nearer home? To save our- 
selves the costly misery of passing over seas with 
its capitulation? No, sir, no; such is not the 
motive to the mission. Such is not the subdued 
spirit with which the English overtures have 
been met and acceded to. The American flag 
bas not been struck. It never must be struck. 
It never will be removed from that mast where it 
floats, and will ever float, the glorious banner of 
“Wree Trade and Sailors’ Rights.” 

And is this an earnest, sir, of the polic we are 
to expect when the honorable gentleman from 
New Jersey comes into the government of our 
affairs? Allow me, in the first place, to remark 
that I cannot, for my part, perceive the public 
evidences, so obvious to him, of such a change 
being at hand. Changes have, indeed, taken 


the assertion of their rights and the redress of | place. Since the last Summer session there have 
their grievances. What are those principles, sir; | been two in the delegation from the State of New 
what are they at the prospect of whose abandon- | York; but, in both instances, they have been 
ment that gentleman rejoices; at the thought of; substitutions of advocates of the war for its an- 
whose desertion any gentleman can indulge in | tagonists, One gentleman who took his seat last 
public exultation? ‘They are, | session, if I am not mistaken, has left it va- 

First. A regulation of the British extension by | cant this, without a struggle, to his competitor. 
construction of blockade. Another venerable member having thought prop- 

Second. A limitation of their inordinate cata- | er to resign, his chair is to be occupied by a rep- 
logue of contraband. resentative coming from the great commercial 

Third. No search for men. : emporium of the continent, with no antipathies, 

Fourth. A qualified, ascertained, and mod-| Iam told, to the cause in which we are engaged. 
erated search for things. How is it, sir, in New Jersey? An inquiry I 

They are the lineal offspring of those precious | am led into by the introduction of these ominous 
birthrights for which our forefathers invincibly | soothsayings. The honorable member from that 
contended, till they wrung from Great Britain | State (Mr. Srocxron) will remember that when 
their most reluctant acknowledgment. They are | he was elected to Congress, a Governor and State 
the privileges which she now invades and spoils; | Legislature of his own political complexion ac- 
principles which are so dear to this country thati companied his election. But, in the revolution 


a man remains for their defence. 

And is it to strike the flag of these rights that ; 
the presiding officer of this House is to be taken 
from his elevated station—a gentleman whose 
private worth and public eminence are the fair- 
est type of that majority to which he belougs— 
and sent three thousand miles, to the uppermost 
end of Europegon this errand of his country’s 
degradation? Is it to strike this flag, to prostrate 
it in the dust at the feet of our oppressors, in the | 
sight of all Europe, that the principal representa- 


I trust in God they will never be abandoned while | 
| 


of one single twelyemonth, he well knows that 
all these reeent incumbents in his own State have 
been dispossessed. Why, I would ask him, why 
were his friends distnissed after so short a trial of 
their principles? Because, no doubt, because the 
people disapproved of them. Because the people 
were constant in their attachinent to principles 
which he is willing to renounce. I reside, sir, per- 
mit me to say. so much in the immediate neigh- 
borhood of lis State as to know that a majority, 
a very decided majority of the good people of 
New Jersey never will abandon the rights of their 


tive of the whole body of the people's representa- | fellow-citizens, nor support the man who would 
tives, imbued with all their feelings, pledged to; abandon them. They concur in feeling and opin- 
all their principles, is to be despatched from iion with a large majority of the whole Ameri- 
Washington to Gottenburg? Is the Speaker of | can people, whose views are correctly represented 
this House to be made to repair to where the ves- | by the majority in this House, 
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on the so much controverted doctrine of moral 
treason, first mentioned by the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee, (Mr. Grunvy.) It appears to me 
that the indignation which has been expressed 
against this doctrine is the result of to be sure an 
honorable, but, I think, too hasty sensibility, 
‘which excites ideas not involved in the terms ap- 
plied. Those terms, by a very natural associa- 
tion, were spurned at by honorable minds, with- 
out taking time to consider their true import. 
Feeling was consulted, and spoke, instead of 


judgment. The words were regarded, not their 
meaning. Wherever actual treason is defined 


appear to me that the bounds of moral treason 
must needs be so enlarged as to become very 
comprehensive. There must be more practical 
faction in a Republie than a Monarchy. Fac- 
tion is a name in the latter—essential in the for- 
mer. In the one it is merely denounced ; in the 
‘other, suppressed. Thercfore it is, as has been 
abundantly shown to-day, that we should not re- 
fer toEngland for examples, analogous to our 
own situation, of what may be deemed a Con- 
.Stitutional opposition, and what not. In Eng- 
-land the Monarch is supreme, his power great, 
and incessantly increasing through the channels 
of patronage, and other such sources of augmen- 
-tation. A violent opposition is harmless, may be 
wholesome there. The foul atmosphere about 
the throne may, indeed must, be purified by oc- 
casional popular tempests. In that Ostroguthic 
magazine of absurdities—the British constitu- 
tion—extreme violence at the one end is neces- 
sary to counteract, to check and balance, as it is; 
said, extreme power at the other end; not vio- 
lence in fact, or in deed, but in speech, in print, 
and in sentiment. Nothing can be clearer a 


and limited to a few specific cases, it does d 


the positions assumed by the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, (Mr. WersTER,) that opposi- 
tion in England is more refractory than here; 
but nothing on the other hand can be more erro- 
. neous than his deduciion from that ground. The 
people here are the sovereign. The majority is 
their representative. There the Monarch is sov- 
_ ereign, and the people are at best but his auxili- 
_ aries. Look into modern English history, as we 


And here let me make an observation or two! measuring our sufferings by those of many of 


the best men in England; and the statesmen in 
the United States who smart occasionally under 
these applications, may be at least in some de- 
gree reconciled to patient endurance by the re- 
flection that the English press has been still 
more illiberal in its treatment of some of the 
acknowledged pillars of that Kingdom. In like 
manner, the debates in Parliament are conducted 
with much greater latitude than our debates are 
in Congress, or than I trust they ever will be. 
But does it follow, from these premises, that an 
American opposition is to be confounded with 
an English opposition? No, sir. In England 
opposition is to the Monarch and his Ministers; 
in America opposition is to the people, for Gor- 
ernment here is an immediate and constantly 
renewed distillation from the people. Within 
certain limits the range is undoubtedly Consti- 
tutional. The press, and exposure out of doors, 
debate, and contradiction by speeches and votes 
in this Assembly, public sentiment in short, in 
all its elements, is the theatre for the operations 
of a minority. While regard is had to estab- 
lished regulations within these doors, and to 
Constitutional injunctions without, who would 
strive to interrupt or suppress the agitations of 
opposition? Nobody, I am sure. But when 
these limits are transgressed, it is indispensable 
to public safety that the trausgression should not 
pass off with impunity. The gentlemen of the 
minority surely enjoy very great privileges and 
exercise them. They may put us all out. 1 
promise thew, if they do, that we will never ask 
to manage their measures, as they persist in their 
efforts to control ours, They shall declare war 
or nut, and wage it offensively or defensively, 
just as they think proper, without our requiring, 
whatever our plan of opposition may be, with- 
out our requiring them to begin where we may 
mark the line of commencement, or to stop 
short where we may define the point of termi- 
nation. We will never entreat them when they 
fairly get into power, as they now ask us, when 
they have fairly got themselves oat of it, to fore- 
go all the rights of a majority, and in a republi- 
can Government to suffer the minority to rule. 
Whenever such shall be the case, Mr. Chair- 


are invited to do by the honorable gentleman! man; whenever the party in the minority ob- 
from New Hampshire; particularly the times of; tains the ascendant, and the majority is driven 
Lord Oxford, Sir Robert Walpole, and the Earl from the Government, be their numbers and tal- 
of Bath, and you will find that the dissolution of | ents never so inferior; let them be more con- 
one Ministry was generally the signal for their; tempuble than ever any party yet has been in 
impeachment, banishment, and confiscation, on į this country, they will nevertheless at all times 
the motion of their successors. Examine their | find sufficient consolation in their retirement in 
hewspapers and pamphlets, and you will per- j the reflection that they maintained to the last 
ceive that licentious as the press may be thought: those principles which the gentleman from New 
in this country, it is more so in that. Take upi Jersey charges them with being about to surren- 
Junius, for instance; what publie misconduct, j der; that they fell in the defence of those prin- 
what private failing, what family aneedote, what | ciples, and carried their attachment to them into 
domestic secret, has not been violated, ransacked, | seclusion and private life. 

and perverted for libellous purposes? Scvereas| Mr. Chairman, I cannot resume my seat with- 
are the lacerations of the press in this country, | out declaring that my confidence is undiminished 
they are not so much so as its outrages in Eng-| in that excellent Chief Magistrate the present 
land. Our withers are almost unwrung, sharp | President of the United States; that I have no 
as the discipline may sometimes be feli when | apprehensions for his determination to preserve 
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unhappily be his infatuation; should he have 
brought his mind to consent to an abandonment 
of his country’s rights, that country, true to it- 
self, is still able and resolved to stand by them; 
we, the people, and the people’s representatives, 
will cast about for a better Executive represent- 
ative of the popular feeling; we will find and 
elevate a man less willing to sacrifice us to Great 
Britain. 

When Mr. Incersout closed his remarks, Mr. 
Fisk made a few incidental observations, and the 
committee rose, reported progress, and obtained 
leave to sit again. 


Mownpay, January 17. 


The Speaker laid before the House a certifi- 
cate of the election of Witutam IRVING, to serve 
as a member of this House, from the State of 
New York, in the place of Egbert Benson, re- 
signed: which was referred to the Committee of 
Elections. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a statement of the amount of duties and 
drawbacks on goods imported into, and export- 
ed from, the United States, for the years 1810, 
1811, and 1812; which where read, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The Speaker also laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
the Annual Report of the Commissioners of the 
Navy Pension Fund; which were read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


ARTS AND MANUFACTURES. 


The following letter was received from the 

Acting Secretary of the Treasury: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
January 13, 1814. | 

Sın: By the resolution of Congress of the 19th of 
March, 1812, the Secretary of the Treasury was di- 
rected to employ a person to digest and reduce to such 
form as should he most conducive to the interests of 
the United States, a statement of the number, nature, 
extent, situation, and value, of the arts and manufac- 
tures of the United States; and by the resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the 9th of July, 1813, 
he was directed to have printed, during the then en- | 
suing recess of Congress, one thousand copies of the 
digest made in pursuance of the former resolution. 

Under the first resolution Tench Cox, Esq., of Phi- 
ladelphia, was employed to digest and reduce to form 
the statement of arts and manufactures; and has! 
transmitted to the ‘I'reasury two series of tables, ex- 
hibiting the several manufactures of the United States 
as returned by the marshals and secretaries of Terri- 
tories and their assistants, in the year 1310; first, by 
States and Territories; and secondly, in every. county 
in the Union. ‘These tables were accompanied by 
two essays or collections of facts and observations pre- 
pared also by Mr. Cox, relating to the stale of manu- 
factures of this country, and the motives which exist 
for affording encouragement and extension to them. 


Under the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, of tho 9th of July, 1813, the two series of tables 
abovementioned have been directed to be printed. The 
two essays not being strictly in the character of official 
documents, it was supposed that they did not fall with- 
in the resolution of the House, and they have not been 
ordered to be printed. The printing of the second se- 
ries of tables showing the manufactures by counties 
throughout the United States, is not yet completed. Of 
the first series, of tables exhibiting the manufactures by 
States and Territories, although the printing is com- 
pleted, a part only of the copies has been received from 
Philadelphia, where the work was executed. 

T have the honor, therefore, now to transmit three 
hundred printed copies of the series of tables last men- 
tioned, aud a manuscript copy of the two essays above 
described. ‘The remainder of the printed copies of the 
series of tables, aud those of the other or second series 
of tables, will be transmitted to the House of Repre- 
sentatives as soon as they shall be received at the 
Treasury. 


H.orR. 


I have the honor, &c. 
W. JONES, 
Acting Secr’y of Treasury. 

Hon. Sreaxxr of the House of Reps. 

The letter was read, and, together with the 
manuscript essays therein mentioned, referred +: 
to the Committee on Commerce and Manufac- 
tures, 


NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. W. Reep, of Massachusetts, adverting to for- 
mer inquiries into the expenditures, &c., of the 
Navy when that establishment was rather of an 
ephemeral than permanent nature, which had 
proved ineffectual, and which were much more 
Important now that the Navy had assumed a 
greater magnitude, offered the following resolu- 
lion, being precisely the words of one adopted at 
a former session in this House: 

Resolved, That a committec be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what means of retrenchment 
and economy, of reform in the general management, 
and of extension and efficiency in the Naval Estab- 
lishment, may be practicable and expedient; and that 
they have power to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. Reen said, that his motive for offering this 
resolution, was the general opinion that our Navy 
cost more money in proportion to its efficient 
force than any navy in the world. This circum- 
stance he did not attribute to the fault of indi- 
viduals in that Department; but he wished to 
be enabled to inqnire into the defects of the sys- 
tem, if any, and if necessary to devise appropri- 
ate remedies. This was his sole object. 

Mr. Troup, of Georgia, moved to refer the 
subject to the Naval Committee, whose pecu- 
liar duty it would appear to be to inquire into 
such matters. 

Mr. Seyzerr, of Pennsylvania, as a member 
ef the Naval Committee, (in the absence of Mr. 
Lownpes, the chairman,) stated, on his part, a 
full conviction that nothing could be done effect- 
ually by that committee in such an inquiry as 
this. He referred also to the appointment of a 
committee on a former occasion on the subject, 
by which, although composed of many mem- 
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bers, and authorized to act during the recess, 
nothing effectual had been done. Mr. S.did not 
believe they ever should get adequate informa- 
tion on this subject through the means of any 
committee of this House, or through any means 
short of a Navy Board, which alone can make 
the necessary reform. Itis impossible that mem- 
bers of Congress, who have in general but little 
information on the subject of naval matters, or 
of the various branches of manufactures, should 
be able to obtain correct information on the va- 
rious articles of growth or industry which enter 
into the composition of the Navy, or make the 
necessary retorm. With regard tothe compara- 
tive expense of our Naval Establishment, Mr. 8. 
said it was stated to him by the chairman of the 
Naval Committee, from an examination of docu- 
ments—and itwas with surprise Mr. S. had heard 
the statement—that the persons employed in the 
naval service had, for the last year, cost less per 
man than those employed in the navy of Great 
Britain. 

Mr. Guoxson, of Virginia, was desirous of 
knowing whether this motion was predicated on 
any alleged or supposed malversation in office 
of those now employed in the Naval Department. 
Mr. G. said, he had been induced to believe that 
a considerable reform had taken place in that 
Department since the present incumbent had 
taken charge of it. It had appeared, on exami- 
nation a year ago, from the estimates of the ex- 
penditures of the British navy, that the expense 
per man of the British navy was not more than 
about one half of that of a man of our Navy. 
But it appeared, since that day, much reform had 
taken place; so much so, that, according to the 
statement just made, the comparative expense 
was now greater in the British service than in 
ours. This was an important fact, he said, which 
he was much pleased to hear. 

Mr. Reep said, that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had entirely misunderstood him, if he sup- 
posed that he had founded his motion on any al- 
leged mismanagement of the individuals engaged 
in that Department. He knew, and was rejoiced 
to hear, that many improvements, very advanta- 
geous to the public service, had recently been 
made in the Navy Department. It would savor, 
perhaps, a little of vanity, to presume it to be in 
his (Mr. Reep’s) power to arrange such a system 
as would correct existing evils. But his design 
was to endeavor to collect, through this commit- 
tee, the opinions of practical men on the subject ; 
and, from them, deduce such alterations ol the 
system as might promise beneficial results to the 
public service. 

Mr. Ruga, of Tennessee, spoke in favor of the 
amendment. 

Mr. Post, of New York, said this inquiry was, 
in his opinion, very important in its nature, and 
that he was satisfied, if referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, it would sleep there. Hav- 
ing the honor to be a member of that committee, 
he did not hesitate to say that, with all the busi- 
ness now requiring their attention, they would 
be incompetent to the task proposed to be as- 
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juicing at the calamities of my country. 


sull adhere to it. 


January, 1814, 


signed them. He therefore hoped the resolution 
would be amended as proposed. 

Mr. Carnoux, of South Carolina, moved that 
the resolution lie on the table,as the gentleman 
who presided over the Naval Committee was not 
present, and the difference of opinion on this mat- 
ter seemed to require further time for reflection. 
Mr. C. took occasion to say, that he believed this 
resolution to have originated in the purest mo- 
tives. No gentleman, he believed, was more sin- 


cerely attached to the Navy than the gentleman 


from Massachusetts, (Mr. Reep,) or more en- 
lightened on that subject; and he was therefore 
glad to see him apply his atteation to the subject. 
Mr. C. also remarked, that he, too, had heard 
the chairman of the Naval Committee say, that 
the expenditures of the Navy had been recently 
much reduced. 

The resolution was then ordered to lie on the 


table. 


EXTENSION OF ENLISTMENTS. 
The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the bill authorizing the 
enlistment of certain regiments for five years, or 


during the war. 


Mr. SrockTon rose and addressed the Chair, as 


follows: 


Mr. Chairman, it was not my intention to have 


added any thing to the observations which I 
made on Saturday against the bill on the table. 
And if the Committee had scen fit to have per- 


mitted me on that evening to have made a short 
reply to the very extraordinary attack made upon 
me by the honorable gentleman from Philadel- 
phia, I should have rested contented. But, as that 
privilege was denied me by the majority, I am 
under the necessity of doing a service now which 
Tardently wished to have performed then. 1 was 
accused by that gentleman, in terms not to be 
misunderstood, of the “ monstrous” crime of re- 
I deny 
the accusation. I have neither a heart to con- 
ceive nor a tonguc to uiter such a sentiment. 
What I said, was not hastily, but, on full ad- 
visement; and now, on mature reconsideration, I 
I said that the Administration 
meant to abandon the ostensible grounds on which 
the war is continued ; and therefore that the enor- 
mous expenses about to be incurred, would be an 
useless waste of public money. This was no vis- 
ionary conceit of mine—but an irresistible con- 
clusion, to be extracted from the publie documents 
and the conduct of the Government. I relied on 
the fact, that the basis of negotiation offered oy 
England had been acceded to here; and, Eng- 
land having caused us distinctly to know that she 
would not negotiate now on any other terms than 
those she had always offered, one of two conclu- 
sions presented itself and was irresistible: either 
the questions of “free wade and sailors’ rights” 
were given up, or the intended missiun was de- 
ceptive, intended only to delude the people and 
squander theic money. Not feeling myself au- 
thorized to assert the last, I adopted the first. Lre- 
tract not a word—I am willing to place 1t upon 
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the record. There let it remain and be remem- 
bered—time will test it. Not a letter in any 
treaty of peace to grow out of this negotiation 
will be found impairing maritime rights as claimed 
by Great Britain; the subject will either never 
be mentioned, or put upon the shelf ad. refer- 
endum. I added (and this it was that excited 
the gentleman’s patriotic warmth) that the Ad- 
ministration had struck its flag, and that F re- 
joiced atit. Sir, Ido rejoice atit. I rejoice at it 
because, as I then stated, I see in it the first dawn- 
ing of the day-star of peace—some prospect, how- 
ever faint and indistinct, that an end wili be put 
to the evils which afflict my country. 

But the gentleman made me to say I rejoiced 
that my country’s flag was struck. I deny the 
assertion, and can safely appeal to every honor- 
able man who heard me. 

No sir, I can never rejoice that the flag of my 
country is struck—the national flag—that flag of 
my country which was planted by the immortal 
WasuincGron on the rampart of independence ; 
those stripes, which yet wave triumphant on the 
Ocean, are most dear to me This was not the flag 
Lalluded to. The flag of which I spoke is the flag 
of the Ministry—that flag of error and misrule— 
the false, alien party flag, which has beguiled and 
deluded the people, and conducted us from peace 
and happiness to war and misery. No, sir, the 
good old flag of America is cherished by me with 
tender affection, and for reasons as powerful as 
canoperateonman. My stake in this community, 
covered as it is by this flag, is great and interest- 
ing; notin money and goods, fleeting and worth- 
less, but in children and in lands. I have one 
gallant son now on the ocean fighting under that 
flag, who would prefer it as a shroud, rather than 
witness its base surrender. I have other sons 
equally gallant who will defend it with their 
lives, whenever it shall be unfurled in the cause 
of justice, or the liberties of this nation, And I, 
sir, old as I am compared with the gentleman 
from Philadelphia~although the frost of fifty 
years is now pressing over my head—even I, sir, 
am yet able to defend it, I should hope, with at 
leastas much firmness and constancy as that gentle- 
man. Why, then, were my evident meaning and 
expressions perverted? Was it part of the plan 
which seems to be maturing to put down opposi- 
tion? Vain and hopeless project! Opposition, 
sir, can never be put down whilst the Constitu- 
tion or one shred of it remains. 

Doomed we may be to sit here and attend to 


matter as they found it. Thus much, sir, for ex- 
planation. 

I shal! now claim a few moments to reply to 
other remarks, in which the gentleman from Phil- 
adelphia thought proper to indulge himself. That 
honorable member thought it necessary to take 
me and my constituents into his important keeping. 
From the exalted eminence which he occupies, 
in the great metropolis of Pennsylvania, he cast his 
eye over the small and humble State of New Jer- 

| sey. He was pleased to survey both the people 
i and their member. Me, the unworthy, faithless 
i Representative of the sentiments of the people, he 
: reminded of my dependence on that people for 
| political existence. Them he exhorted, or seemed 
| disposed to exhort, to punish me (as they had 
already punished a. refractory Governor) for po- 
litical heresy. 

I hope sir, said Mr. S., that I am not entirely 
| ignorant of the ties which bind me to my con- 
| stituents. J know that they are not ignorant of, 

and will be watchful of their rights; neither the 
constituents or the member stood in need of the 
l advice of that gentleman; he will neither receive 
their thanks or mine for the trouble he has taken. 
The obligations which the confidence of my fel- 
| low-citizens have juposed upon me, I shall never 
overlook. ‘The trust shall never be betrayed. I 
will defend what I conscientiously believe to be 
| their right and interest at all hazards. My con- 
stituents shall never be misrepresented by me; 
they knew me before they elected me, they took 
me as I was. Such as I was I shall remain. I 
have never concealed my opinions, or made false 
pretensions to cheat them of theirsuffrage. They 
knew (I repeat it) when they elected me, they 
knew that I was no Court sycophant, no change- 
| ling—that I had never been up at the markei— 
j they elected me without solicitation. Had I so- 
j licited them they had rejected me. They have 
| confided in me and shall not be deceived; and 
| however the gentleman may suppose that he is in 
their secrets, Í can tell him that I yet speak their 
sentiments. Yes, sir, the district which I, together 
with my venerable colleague, represent, yet con- 
tains a majority of true patriots of the Washing- 
| ton school. Torepresent such a district is no com- 
mon honor in times like these. l cherish it as 
such ; and it shall console me under every occur- 
Be But, sir, he judged me by himself, if he 


supposes, as he seemed to suppose, that I am anx- 
ious to retain my seat here. He is greatly mis- 
taken. Highly as I estimate the honor conferred 


lectures learnedly prepared, to graduate the rights | upon me, the acceptance of it was a sacrifice of 
of majorities and minorities; to determine what | interest, of babit, and of feeling. I can lay my 
is rightful—what a factious opposition; but such : hand upon my heart, and in all sincerity say, that 


schemes are visionary and fantastic. The case 
admits of no limit but the Constitution; no re- 
medy even for abuses but that to be found in the 
people. Itis the pretogative of the majority to 
act, the privilege of the minority to protest. ‘The 
Constitution is the only limit of action or obstruc- 
tion. What majority (its members being the 
judges) was ever in the wrong? What minority 
other than factious in the opinion of the majority ? 
I would recommend it to gentlemen to leave this 


' the day which shall finish my political course, and 
| restore me to my family and friends, I shall hail 
‘as the happiest of the year. ‘I'he honorable gen- 

tleman, after satisfying himself with New Jersey 
and its Representatives, recurred to objects vastly 
more important. He returned to himself and 
Pennsylvania. He told you that he was in favor 
| of the war—that the people of Pennsylvania were 

in favor of the war, and that he should remain 

in its favor unless indeed (recollecting himself} 
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the people should ¢ 
said he, 1 shall change mine. 

To the latter part of the gentleman’s proposi- 
tion I heartily subscribe—it is doubtless correct ; 
he has once before obeyed the voice of the people 
by changing, and he will most unquestionably 
change again when the like temptation is pre- 
sented. Ii, Mr. Chairman, some ten years ago, 
curiosity or accident had taken you to the great 
city of Philadelphia, and you had cast an inquisi- 
tive eye over its political hemisphere, perhaps a 
youth might have been pointed out to your no- 
tice—a youth of small stature, but gigantic talents, 
with a mind stored with all the treasures of classic 
lore, an exterior adorned by all the accomplish- 
ments of foreign travel; had you inquired what 
was the political character and conduct of that 
youth, you would have been informed that he was 
a Federalist—a Federalist warm, intemperate, 
and imprudent, exerting from time to time his 
far-famed literary talents to write down old and 
early members of the Republican party; what, 
sir, would be your surprise now to recognise this 
stripling in the present honorable member from 
Philadelphia! Yes, sir, he was once a Federalist, 
or pretended to be one, but the storm came and he 
changed his garments; he perceived in good sea- 
son the road the mighty crowd had taken; he 
saw the course the current would pursue; he 
seized the happy moment, launched his little bark 
on the boisterous element of popular opinion ; 
he committed himself to the waves, and the wind 
and the tide have wafted him into—his seat. But 
the gentleman from Philadelphia could not leave 
us without the benefit of his political creed, made 
up in the form of instructions to the present and 
all future Chief Magistrates; he gave us the 
points to be gained by the pen or the sword; and 
intimated that if this President did not secure 
them, another must be found who would. Pre- 
cious legacy! full of practical wisdom! 

He would first cause to be altered the British 
doctrine of blockade—a doctrine perfectly settled 
before and since the Orders in Council, resting 
on the public law of Europe, and not even com- 
plained of by this Government uutil it was made 
a matter of moment by France. The doctrine 
of the English Admiralty Courts the gentleman 
knows to be, that no blockade can exist without 
a complete force to enforce it, But this doctrine 
he will abolish, and substitute perhaps the new 
code in its place. The enormous list of contraband 
of war he would next reduce; this list, settled by 
treaties and the usage of uations for half a cen- 
tury. he wills to be curtailed and cut up; and last 
of all,there must be no search for “ persons” of 
any ‘description, and a “very limited one for 
goods.” All this must be accomplished or the 
war must rage, or the President go out. If these 
are the terms imposed on the President his lease 


Mr. Chairman. I have now done with the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia—our account is sete 
tled. If I have, in repelling a most improper at- 
tack, uttered an expression unworthy the dignity 
of this place, I hope to find my cxcure in the 
occasion. I hope I shall be pardoned. I promise 
never again to trouble you on such a subject. 
The gentleman may seek me out again if he 
pleases—nothing which he shall say shall extort 
a reply. 

Mr. McLean, of Ohio, having risen, Mr. In- 
GERSOLL, of Pennsylvania, asked Mr. McLean 
to indulge him with the floor for a few minutes, 
to which Mr. McLean assenting, Mr. INGERSOLL 
proceeded: 

The gentleman from Ohio has the goodness to 
give me the floor. I rise, Mr. Chairman, to re- 
join to a part of the replication of the honorable 
gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. Srocxron,) 
and to plead guilty to the residue, and put my- 
self on my country for trial. 

It will be recollected, sir, that on Saturday, 
when one of the Army bills was in a stage to be 
reported as agreed to, that gentleman rose, and 
taking a lead in opposition to it, declared his hos- 
tility to the measure, for reasons which he then 
assigned—which he has now reiterated and ac- 
knowledged, though with some attempt at quali- 
fication—and of which, actuated by the feeling 
of the moment, I expressed my disapprobation. 
It was, however, the principles I attacked, not the 
person of that honorable member. I am much 
mistaken if I uttered a word incompatible with 
his personal privileges, or that regard for deco- 
rum which l hold equally due to him and to 
myself. 

In reply to such observations, the member from 
New Jersey has bespoken the House to-day with 
an angry attack on my person and public charac- 
ter, letting loose upon me a strain of sareasm, 
which, if I were inclined to retort, as I might, I 
should pronounce to be the result of a Sabbath’s 
vindictive lucubrations—which I should find no 
difficulty perhaps in turning with greater severity 
on himself, But I have no such disposition. I 
did not before betray a temper of that sort; nor 
shall I be provoked to it now by anything he has 
said. Though the honorable gentleman con- 
cluded his invective with a declaration that he 
should never again notice what I might say, I 
ishall not follow his example, either in recrimi- 
nation or silence, but continue to combat his priu- 
ciples whenever he may render it necessary, al- 
ways preserving that regard for his person and 
individual feelings which I did not depart from 


a ee om 


must expire. He should receive notice to quit. | on Saturday. 

Great as his talents are he will never accomplish The point between us, as he states, is a point 
one solitary article on the list. ‘T'he gentleman ! of consistency ; and [ cannot forbear reminding 
had better lose no time in providing a successor. | him that, on this discussion of national hostilities, 
Who can tell on whom the choice may fall? Aj offensive or defensive, he himself assumes the 
few more exhibitions of patriotic paroxysms may | attitude of offence, and restricts me to merely de- 


1017 


January, 1814, 


fensive considerations. Heassails me, as he says 
himself, after consideration and reconsideration, 
when, where, and how he chooses—leaving me 


no option but that of defensive resistance, sud- 
denly resorted to, without the opportunity of re- j 
flection, and sustained against all the advantages | 
which greater talents and preparation afford. 
The means of annoyance and of victory are thus 


| 


the country. 

3e it my satisfaction, Mr. Chairman, that Iam 
one of the least important assertors of our great 
maritime rights; that if I ever swerved, I am 
true to them at last; that if I am a proselyte, I 


altogether in his hands, and might be employed, 
{ should think, without the ungencrous reinforce- 
ment of abuse. Sir, (magnos componere parvis,) in finishirg 

With this inconsistency in his own conduct, | his fine comparison of Cymonand Lucullus, Plu- 
the honorable gentleman accuses me of a change ` tarch awards the palm to Cymon, because, though 
of politics; and not very gentle language is ex- | he erred in his youth, he improved as he grew 
ercised in the animated—to use no stronger an! older,and lived to become right; whereas Lucul- 
expression—the animated appeal of my accuser. į lus, who was unexceptional in his younger days, 

Mr. Chairman, to this charge I plead guilty ; | deteriorated in-his old age. Ido not refer to this 
and, as I have said already, put myself on the; subject, sir, with any idea of attaching the latter 
country for trial and judgment. part of it to the honorable gentleman from New 

It was my fortune—good or bad as it may be | Jersey, but merely that I may strengthen myself 
considered—to be placed at a seminary for edu- | by the recollection of the former. While I lived 
cation in the village inhabited by the honorable } at Princeton College, I learned to value the pri- 
gentleman from New Jersey; where, during the | vate worth, the professional eminence, the excel- 
memorable years 1796, 1797, and 1798, I was | lent character, of the member from New Jersey— 
impressed with opinions which, on better and | his connexion with one of the most respectable 
riper investigation, E have deliberately rejected | families there—his being himself the head of that 


do not stop at the gate, but am a proselyte of the 
covenant. 


and publicly disavowed. After receiving an edu- 

cation, of which that honorable gentleman has 

spoken, perhaps ironically, without censure, I! 
was sent on those travels to Europe, to which | 
also he has been pleased to allude. Then it was | 
that I was enabled to survey, with better means 

of observation than can be enjoyed at this dis- 

tance—what I had previously been taught to re- 

gard as a model of political perfection—the Brit- 

ish constitution. ‘There it was that I learned, 

from the dictates of my own humble capacity, to; 
fook upon that constitution as the most stupen- | 
dous monument extant of incongruity and human į 
absurdity, Thence it was that I returned to my 
own country, convineed of the errors of early 
education and habit. The member from New 
Jersey is mistaken when he draws (in the ludi- 
crous colors he thought it becoming him to em- 
ploy) a youth to be seen in Philadelphia, after 
his return from Europe, wielding the pen of fede- 
ralism, and writing down the strongest of its an- 
tagonists. Whatever my personal attachments 
and social intimacies may have been, my politi- 
cal creed was settled ia Europe. Abundantly 
satisfied of its rectitude, I have no hesitation in 
avowing it. Instead of the pain which the hon- 
orable gentlernan from New Jersey may have 
flattered himself he would inflict on me by this 
explanation, he has afforded me a pleasure: the 
gratification of asserting what I have no wish to 
deny or conceal—what I am proud to avow and 
rejoice in. 

I leave without reluctance to that honorable 
gentleman all the pride of consistency—all the 
merit of adhering to established errors—of being 
the advocate of vigorous offensive war in time 
of peace, and of peace in time of war—all the 
honor of expressing his pleasure at the surrender 
of his country’s flag. His attempt this morning 
is a most insufficient one to explain away sucha 


| 
| 


connexion. At that time I did not believe that 
even his politics were wrong; and I have always 
since been satisfied that. except in politics, he is 
unexceptionable. I feel also the difference in our 
ages to which he bas alluded—feel it to my dis- 
advantage—though, as regards those domestic 
pledges of patriotice affections, which he has men- 
tioned in his own instance, though so much 
younger than the honorable gentleman, I am al- 
most as powerfully attached probably as he is 
himself. 

I can assure him, sir, and the House, that de- 
signedly I have never treated him with disre- 
spect; that as [ trust I never have, so I never will 
be guilty of invading the personal feelings of any 
member on this floor; and that I am not at all 
disposed to detract from whatever may belong to 
his dignity and privileges in particular. 

In the personal invasion he has permitted him- 
self of my feelings, he has not altered these senti- 
ments on my part. He has given me no pain. 
In that aim he has been disappointed. He has 
made an occasion I wished for. He has made it 
exactly to my wishes. I avail myself of it to re- 
peat once more that I have changed my views, 
and that Iam not without hope of improving in 
the alieration. 

Mr. Suipuern rose and addressed the Chair as 
follows— 

Mr. Chairman: Icannotagree with gentlemen, 
that arguments against the war are unconnected 
with the bill before the Committee. This bill is 
framed to encourage the recruiting of soldiers, to 
offer an extravagant bounty, to use the language 
over the way, “to tempt the cupidity of our res- 
pectable young men.” Whatever reasons cau be 
offered against the war are equaily reasons against 
this bill, for if we withhold supplies from the Gov- 
ernment, of men and money, we thereby pul an 
end to the prosecution of the war. 
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Before I make any remarks directly to the bili ! tion? It was undoubtedly omitted by design for 
on your table, Mr. Chairman, I feel constrained | two reasons: 

to notice the old subject of moral treason, renew-; Ist. To prevent the prosecution of foreign 
ed by the honorable gentleman from Tennessee, | wars. 

(Mr. Greunpy,) in a specch in support of the bil. į 24. Because, the power to drag forth the re- 
He has cundesvended to treat us with a definition ; luctant unconsenting citizen to a war of conquest, 
of the crime, in so enlarged a manner, that even | is wholly inconsistent with the principles of civil 
the minority on this floor, which the gentleman j and religious liberty. . 


last session in the plenitude of his clemency saw | 


fit to spare, will be fortunate if they escape being 
enmeshed in his net. 

We are told by the gentleman in what moral 
treason consists; it extends to thought, word, and 


Where would be the benefit to your country- 
men, Mr. Chairman, in possessing a Constitu- 
tional right to aid, or refuse to aid, the Govern- 
ment in such a war, if there existed at the same 
time in the breast of the conscieutious man a par- 


deed. Think, speak, or act, against the gentle-/ amount obligation to become the auxiliary of the 
man’s war, and he fastens upon your soul the; Government, in the prosecution of such a war? 
crime. Indeed if you omit to support it, by loans, i This boasted privilege of our citizens would be 
by advice, by encouraging your friends to enlist,i but a shadow, that never could be realized. 


by loud applauses and earnest commendations, 
you are smutted with “ moral treason.” 

Now, sir, I do not subscribe to the doctrine, and 
shall accept the challenge to argue the point; and, 
feeble as my faculties are, have no fears of tear- 
ing away the cobweb wove round this subject, 
and exposing the extravagant absurdity of the 
position. 

One cannot be guilty of treason in law, with- 
out lifting his arm against the Government. To 
commit this crime, he must set at defiance the 
sovereignty and power of the State; and as such 
acts constitute the crime legally, it may easily be 
supposed the moral traitor must set at defiance 
the authority and obligation of moral principles, 
the moral law not only be infringed, but some- 
thing more—its validity, its sovereignty over the 
heart and conscience must be denied, and all the 
feelings and passions bearmed in hostile phalanx 
against the whole moral kingdom. If moral trea- 
son can exist, which is doubtful, certain Lam that 
the sin of differing in opinion from the majority 
will not constitute the crime. 

The gentleman’s doctrine shall be tested by 


| Strange, too, that we should commend our Gov- 
j ernment, that leaves us free to choose or refuse, 
when the higher laws of morality take away all 
that liberty, and leave us but one course to pursue, 
And it is difficult to believe that the wise 
framers of the Constitution, if they understood 
our moral duties with the honorable gentleman, 
would have omitted to make that a legal, which 
they perceived was a moral obligation, so im- 
portant and interesting in its nature. Because, 
if it was intended by the Convention that offen- 
sive wars should be declared by our Government, 
it can easily be perccived that the power to make 
conscripts of your citizens might be very con- 
venient. 
| And it wonld be strange, indeed, if its mem- 
; bers, in the moments of calm and deliberate ex- 
; amination, endeavoring, with the best of motives, 
' to place their country on high, commanding, and 
| stable ground, if it appeared to them consistent 
with the principles of rational liberty, that there 
should exist a moral necessity in the citizens to 
j aid in the vigorous prosecution of a war of con- 
quest, that they should have left the performance 


the Constitution; by the genuine principles of | of the obligation to the convictions of the whim- 
civil and religious liberty; by the purest laws of, sical, timid, and disaffected, and relied for support 
our nature; and the still more imposing laws of | upon the consciences of those whom a single par- 
the Creator. And if on this trial it shall appear | agraph of the Constitution might so effectually 
that we are wrong, then there can be no doubt | have secured. 

but we must confess, repent, and reform; but if; The silence of the Constitution amounts to de- 
otherwise, we shall claim to be exempted from | monstration, that our wise men believed such a 


any further charges of the kind. | 


First. The Constitution, letter and spirit, is at 
the gentleman’s service to prove us guilty, and 
when examined with care and candor, placing a 
fair interpretation to every syllable, it will be 
found, instead of supporting him, to overthrow 
not only his superstructure but tear away his 


power in Goverament was incompatible with the 
liberty intended to be secured by that instrument, 
and by such silence left that power as denied. 
If such were their views, they bespeak the sound- 
ness of their minds and goodness of their hearts; 
for it is folly to speak of a free government, so 
| long as the whole, or any part of the male popu- 


foundation. Sir, in the whole of this instrument | lation of the country, are compelled to embark in 
there is not a word, by reasonable exposition, that | any ambitious project at the nod of a proud Ex- 
imposes upon the citizen the least obligation to| ecutive, or corrupt majority of the Legislature. 
aid the Government in the prosecution of a war | Never let your country be mocked with the title 
beyond our territorial jurisdiction, nor has the; of free, if the enjoyments and employments of 
Government any power over its citizens in this | domestic life are ever placed in the hands of any 
respect, except the levying of taxes. group of erring and perhaps wicked men. 

It is left to the feelings, discretion, and volition; ‘The exemption, in this respect, from the power 
of every man, whether, when solicited to lend his | of Government, has justly been considered as a 
assistance, he will aecept tbe invitation to engage | glorious earnest of freedom; than which none 
in the war. Why this omission in the Constitu- | could be more captivating. 
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withstanding the liberty constitutionally secured 
to the citizen, to act or forbear as he pleased, he 
must throw his weight into the scale of the ma- 
jority, whenever they think fit to declare war, 
whether just or unjust, or be morally guilty of 
treason. 

Secondly. A practice, under the ereed of the 
honorable gentleman, would be an alarming en- 
croachment upon the prerogatives of religion, and 
thereby blot another feature of liberty from the 
Constitution. 

A man really pious, believing that offensive 
wars originate in the vilest passions of the de- 
praved human heart, and that he shall incur guilt 
ofa serious kind if he contributes to their prose- 
cution, would suffer martyrdom before he would 
stain his soul with the blood of a slaughtered fel- 
low-being. Shall it then be justified that such a 
man shall stand condemned as guilty of an odious 
violation of moral obligation, because he obeys 
the dictates of conscience? Shall he have the 
liberty of judging for himself, from the lights of 
reason and revelation, orshall he be compelled to 
submit his conscience, his religion, and soul, to 
the arbitrament of a majority, who may scout the 
ties and obligations of the two former, and deny 
the existence of the latter? 

That there are people whose religious feelings 
are opposed toa war of revenge cannot be de- 
nied. Indeed, there is a set of Christians wio 
deny the right of man to shed blood for any cause, 
to the taking of life. This society of Friends, 
not excelled if equalled for purity of morals, in- 
dustry, and the practice of the most amiable vir- 
tues by any class of citizens, would not contri- 
bute to the prosecution of any war to save their 
lives. And those who know them will not doubt, 
their sincerity, unless charity is frozen from their 
hearts. Yet this whole society, notwithstanding 
their high deserts, must all be subject to the gen- | 
tleman’s brand—* Moral Traitor.” ) 

Sir, will it be said that a majority is the best 
judge of what is morally right and wrong on this 
subject; and that those who are conscientiously 
opposed toa war of retaliation are squeamish, that 
they are deluded by education, that they have er- 
roneous notions and opinions, and that an act of 
Congress can absolve them from guilt, and jus- 
tify their conduct ? 

The good man never can be made easy in this 
way. The crime of a multitude is no less heinous 
in his sight than of an individual—of men in 
office than men out of office. In his breast the 
laws of God are superior to the laws of men, and 
when he finds them opposed he obeys the former 
and disregards the latter. He reads—“ Thou 
shalt not kill? in the former, and “Thou shalt 
kill,” in the latter. He views the former as sa- 
cred, the latter as impious, and feels that he would 
rather wrap his soul in a single leaf of that book 
which says “Blessed is the peace-maker,” than 
to be shielded against the vengeance of insulted 
Omnipoience, with all the statutes that were ever 
made by man. 

Sir, it is mocking such a man to tell him he is 


safe to shed his brother’s blood, if he has a statute 
to plead in justification. For the universe he 
will not believe you. He will believe that the 
voice of that blood will be heard, and that dread- 
ful retribution will be awarded for the horrid 
deed. The right to tax—to take our property— 
is admitted, but a dominion over my conscience 
l deny. It does not exist—it must not exist. 
Take my property, rob me of my interest in this 
world, but attempt not to blast my hopes of 
Heaven. 

Thirdly. Moral obligations never can be in- 
compatible with the social duties and affectionate 
ties of our nature; therefore, if we lay aside the 
laws of our Creator and precepts of Christianity, 
which require us to “love our enemies, and re- 
turn blessing for cursing,” and state the case toa 
benevolent and discerning man—tell him that the 
British have wronged us, that they insist upon 
principles contrary to the opinion of the Presi- 
dent and a majority of Congress, and therefore 
to retaliate for the injury, to produce as much 
misery to the subjects of the King as his subjects 
have done to us, and to make his Majesty and 
Ministers give up their opinion to the better 
judgment of the President and Secretary at War, 
we are determined to raise an army, invade Can- 
ada, and “ conquer the King into peace.” Would 
not that man, shocked at the proposition, enter his 
immediate protest against a design so rash, so 
barbarous? He would point you to the inhabit- 
ants of Canada, free from guilt, save that of be- 
ing British subjects, despoiled of their property, 
or falling in defence of those rights which Amer- 
icans hold dear and sacred, butchered by our ar- 
mies. He would ask you to listen to the groans 
of the dying, to the shrieks of helpless women, 
and still more helpless children, flying from the 
scene of slaughter and death, and perhaps lighted 
by their blazing houses, which had recently been 
the abodes of peace and happiness. He would 
point you to the still more shocking and dreadful 
scenes—your own countrymen, foiled by the 
stronger arm or superior discipline of your ene- 
my, strewed upon the field of battle dead and 
dying. He would show you your frontier, laid 
waste by an enraged enemy, and a wide scene of 
ruin and desolation. He would show you the 
morals of your countrymen ruined, your camps 
filled with sickness and death. He would show 
you—but description fails. He would show you 
ihe misery of a century in a single campaign. 
He would plead the cause of his country—the 
cause of humanity—and, when he had done so, 
he would be called a moral traitor by the honor- 
able gentleman from Tennessee. And, sir, per- 
mit me to say, if this is moral treason let me be 
the traitor. It will be pleasant while I live—it 
will console me when I die. 

Mr. Chairman, from the observations already 
made, it will be seen that lam opposed to all 
wars declared to revenge injuries, or to punish 
aggression: 

1, Because, in their nature, they must be a vio- 
lation of those principles which it becomes us to 
cherish. 
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2. Because they are in no case necessary. 
3. Because the unhappy effects fall upon the 


Second. It can never be necessary for a nation 
to go to war offensively, to obtain redress for an 
injury which it may have suffered from an of- 
fending nation. 

In order to make out such necessity, it must be 
shown that the existence of the nation, its essen- 
tial happiness, its liberty, or independence, and 
the sum of its prosperity, depends upon the war 
to be declared. It is believed, sir, that this can- 
not be shown in any possible case; for the mo- 
ment any of those vital principles of national 
happiness is invaded by another nation, resistance 
to that invasion, hy force and arms, is a defensive 
measure. To exemplify it: If the British in- 
vaded the sovereign prerogatives of the American 
Government, by searching our merchant vessels, 
the true course would have been to resist at the 
time; for the Government to have built a suffi- 
cient number of armed vessels to convoy our 
merchant vessels, and, if you please, to have au- 
thorized the latter to arm in their own defence, 
and to repel with force any encroachment upon 
our rights. So far we were undoubtedly justified 
in going; and in so doing we might not only 
have prevented the war, but in all probability 
have done away every pretext for it. This kind 
of resistance would have raised the national char- 
acter—supported the national honor—which is 
no more or less than national justice. 

If, after all this preparation, the British had 
now aud then been enabled to overcome our re- 
sisting force, can any man in his senses say that 
war was a necessary consequence? Will it be 
pretended, that we ought to make such an im- 
mense sacrifice to obtain, comparatively speaking, 
a trifling object? And when calculating on the 
effect of our means we could entertain no hopes 
of redress; because it amounts to something like 
demonstration, that, if our country have not 
power to defend, it could not be capable of of- 
fending with success. F 

Sir, [ should be much pleased if a case does 
exist, that makes a war positively necessary, that 
some advocate of the present war would conde- 
scend to show it. 

Third. In declaring an offensive war—a war to 
retaliate injury or punish aggression—the inno- 
cent and not the guilty suffer most severely the 
calamitous effects of such a war. To bring home 
this position, we shall see the truth of it strikingly 
exemplified. Who are the aggressors, if any, upon 
our rights? They were the Ministers of Great 
Britain—the Prince Regent and his Cabinet 
Council, and, if you please, the King, Lords, and 
Commons. These are the culprits, so far as they 
make orders, or laws, and wherever the naval 
commanders have outreached the Government, 


l officer and the sailor, how will the case stand 
when you come to prosecute the war by land? 
How, sir. on the scale of reason and justice, can 
you connect the Canadian peasaut with the sailor 

‘on the ocean. the King on his throne, the Legis- 
i lature of the Kingdom, or the Prince and his Cab- 
inet Council? It would require a sort of casuis- 
try, unfit for ordinary use. to make it right to pun- 
| ish the Canadian for the sins of his sovereign, 
But we are told this is consistent with the prac- 
tice of mankind; that the nations of the world 
have all done the same thing; very true, and if 
| their examples are to be followed, if they are suf- 
| ficiently authoritative to compel us to imilate 
| them, there can be no doubt that the foundation 
iof this gentleman is solid. If we are bound to 
j imitate these examples, why not others; or if we 
‘but adopt them in justification, we might with 
equal propriety adopt others which have now be- 
come absolute, hut in principle, perhaps, no more 
abhorrent or abominable. The ancient Greeks, 
| Romans. and other nations, sacrificed to a Jupi- 
| ter, a Mars, a Pallas, and some of them to a Venus. 
| They went to warin pursuance of the oracular 
} responses; they put their captive enemies to the 
| sword, and they used the skull bone of an enemy 
| as a festal goblet. Why not do the same? Here 
| are examples in abundance; and if precedents, 
which outrage humanity, justice, and every sacred 
; principle, are looked at as justifying the like 
| transactions, I sce no reason why we need stop. 
If revenge can be justified by example. we had 
better make it effectual. The invasion of Canada, 
and butchering her resisting sons, is the same but 
in degree; go on and exterminate them ; “sweep 
them from their soil,” as a gentleman on my left 
the other day humanely observed, and if prison- 
ers should fall into our hands sell them as slaves, 
or put them to death, as may be most agreeable 
to your chiefs. 

Sir, I bad fondly hoped that the day of ref- 
ormation had arrived; that its dawn was beam- 
ing upon my country. That here, in this land 
f liberty and of equal justice, the bloody exam- 
i 


ples of war, vengeance, inordinate ambition and 
lust of power, which compose the history of an- 
cient pagan Governments and modern papal des- 
potisms, would be lost in the mild and orderly 
dominion of national freedom, rendered still more 
| benign by the principles of that religion which 
speaks peace and good will to mankind. 

But it is said, if the Canadians will be passive, 
give up their country without resistance, we will 
not hurtthem. ln this I presume we should find 
them cqually benevolent if we would give up our 
country to them; they would not hurt us; and 
permit ine to say that they have as much right 


to our country as we have to theirs, But what 
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would you say to the man who should advise 
such a measure in case of invasion? You would 
load him with reproach. Where is the differ- 
ence? The Canadian, in the first place, has 
every right to defend the soil from whose fruits 
he has been nourished—the humble dwelling or 
proud mansion that shelters him from the cold 
and the storm, and the Government which has 
protected his rights against the unhallowed in- 
cursion of an invading foe, as the American has 
to defend the like objects against invasion. 

Secondly. The Canadian is under as strong an 
obligation to defend his King and Governmentas 
weare to defend our country and Government. 
Our rights and our duties are the same. If so, 
the argument must be paltry indeed, that we have 
a right to sacrifice our Canadian neighbors to the 
resentments against their Sovereign because they 
will not peaceably surrender up their country 
into our hands. 

Turn this case which way you will, and you 
will find on every side nothing that can justify 
this most unrighteous attempt to offer up those 
unoffending, peaceable people, to the resentments 
or ambition of our Government. They have 
done you no wrong, and you have no right to do 
them wrong. The only thing urged against them. 
except being British subjects, is, that they will 
not turn traitors to their King and their country; 
will not take protection under the banners of 
your gasconading, invading Generals, with their 
puffs and proclamations. Sir, they have acted 
not only like loyal subjects, but like prudent men, 
for you have never been able to give the protec- 
tion promised; and had they fled to the Ameri- 
can standard, their necks must have answered for 
violated allegiance. And is the alternative of- 
fered them, by us, either to become rebels to a 
King they love, a country which gave them birth. 
and a Government which has made them free 
and happy. or to submit to be slaughtered by our 
armies? Sir, you must honor their choice, to 
meet our invading armies and resist while the 
power of resistance remains. 

4th. In laying down this position, that redress is 
never obtained by declaring and prosecuting an 
offensive war, L should wish to be understood, that 
where the war is declared on account of an in- 
jury committed, a wrong done, you do not, if you 
conquer your enemy, obtain redress. If be has 
taken your property, if you can find it take it 
back; but, by invading his country, killing his 
subjects, and plundering their property, you gain 
no redress. The injury still remains, and all you 
have done is the same that he has. He has done 


an injury to your citizens, and you have done an { 
What nearer are you to your f 


injury to his. 
rights than at the beginning? One thousand 
wrongs can never make a right, and, by prose- 
cuting your war, you are as guilty as your enemy 
was, for whose wrongs you commenced it. 

if your enemy has impressed your citizens, 


and retains them in bondage, the slaughtering of 


his subjects, despoiling and plundering their prop- 
erty, will make the captivity of your citizen no 
more tolerable than if the war had not been com- 
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menced. 
he will still pine for freedom. 
| consequence of his thraldom, your wars and your 
| slaughter will not raise the dead, or soothe the 
afflictions of his friends. If an enemy has, by 
t force, taken possession of a part of our territory, 
j the taking it back by force would be a defensive 
war, because he is on your ground, has invaded 
| you, and you havea good and justifiable cause 
| to drive him away. This isa different case, alto- 
j gether different in principle from the war we are 
now prosecuting. 
This war, sir, was either declared for an in- 
ry done and passed, or it is for a principle. If 
r the former, it is a war of vengeance; if the 
atter, it isa war of insolence and folly. Asin- 
tolerant and foolish as the Crusades, you fight a 
nation because they suppose that national law is 
one way, and you suppose they are wrong. Now, 
sir, will fighting either alter the principle or prove 
that you are right? or they wrong? No, sir, if 
you conquer them it will prove you are superior 
| in battle; if you get conquered, it will prove you 
are inferior. Your rights and your principles 
twill be precisely as they were when you com- 
imenced. They will be as they were; but how 
| will stand the account current of blood and trea- 
sure when placed against all the advantages de- 
rived from the contest? The balance against 
| you, sir, will be great and melancholy. 

You have filled your country with widows, 
with helpless orphans, increased your pension 
list, and the national debt almost to bankruptey, 
‘experienced sufferings and loss, distracted and 

divided the people, ruined commerce, spread pov- 
| erty far and wide, demoralized the citizens ; and 
j what have you gained? Nothing. 
All this mighty suffering is to obtain an object 
iof which you have failed, and to establish the 
l most wild and chimerical of all pretensions—that 
| neutral Nags make neutral men and neutral goods. 
| Lan opposed to the augmentation of the Army 
on another ground. We are about to negotiate 
| for peace, if the Executive is sincere—why this 
enormous expense? Why continue this hostile 
lattitude? The idea, if such an one exists, that 
[ats enemy are cither to be conquered or fright- 
‘ened into peace, is certainly absurd; if he judges 
of what you can do from what you have done, he 
has nothing to fear. On this score you gain 
nothing. It is, then, bad economy ; it is a profili- 
gate use of money to expend a vast many mil- 
į lions of dollars for bounties and pay to soldiers, 
when so fair a prospect exists of making an hon- 
i: orable peace. 

There is reason to hope that the President will 
propose an armistice, It will be a wise and pru- 
| dent measure. save much treasure, and probably 

much blood. It would hush the bickerings and 
quiet the fears of the nation; for, whatever opin- 
tion gentlemen from the South may entertain. 
| nine-teuths of the pe@ple where I am acquainted 
‘long for peace; they are anxious for an armis- 
| tice, and they would hail them as their brightest 
i blessings; they would welcome them with trans- 
| port and enthusiasm, 
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Gentlemen say, we need the Army to defend 
our frontiers. Sir, our frontiers need no defence. 
Take away armies and they will be perfectly 
quiet and secure. Every incursion which the 
enemy has made has been either as a retaliation 


for injuries done them by our troops; or to pre-' 
The in- ' 


vent those troops from invading them. 
habitants on the frontier have had sufficient expe- 
rience to apprehend any danger if our armies are 
withdrawn. 
or if we are to have an armistice, surely there can 
be no necessity of a frontier defence; and if we 


need defence, what better is your new enlisted : 


soldiers with the enormous bounty to be given 


than militia? There is no magical powers exer- : 
cised by a recruiting officer that can instanta- į 


neously convert the citizen into a soldier. He 


must be trained, disciplined, and accustomed to! 


the toils and dangers of war, before he will fight 


with courage and dexterity. It is long experience ` 
and a habitual communion with privation, hor- | 


ror, and death, that ean harden him for the din 
of battle. It is idle, therefore, to expect that a 
new recruited army can take the field and fight 
against, or like veteran troops. Between such 
and militia the difference cannot be sufficiently 
important to indemnify the Government for the 
enormous sums given as bounties. 


Besides, if we are to have peace, i 


| bleeding, suffering country. ‘The money will be 
infinitely more worthily bestowed in this case ;— 
‘it will relieve much actual suffering; in the 
| other, produce much ;—in this, it will answer a 
: valuable purpose; in that, it will be worse than 
thrown away. Those unfortunate people will 
accept of a dollar rather than two soldiers for 
their defence; and, in that proportion, for a 
greater or less number. If we are to act for the 
good of the people, let us do it, and let them real- 
ize some practical benefit from our legislating. 
They have had enough of wars and embargoes. 
They are weary of the hackneyed song of “sailors* 
‘rights and free trade.” They long once more to 
experience that free trade, and they have no fears 
but sailors will enjoy their rights without any 
more fighting. The greatest interruptions that 
“free trade and sailors’ rights” have ever expe- 
‘rienced is from those, who, in language, discover 
so much solicitude to protect and cherish what 
they have most assiduously been laboring to 
destroy. 

| Mr. Chairman, it appears by official statements 
| that we already have a large army enlisted ; more 
| than can be necessary for the mere object of de- 
! fence. Onee, sir, standing armies were detested 
i and decried, and the Administration with them. 
! Yes, sir, the successors of Washington were writ- 


I beseech gentlemen to consider what a load i ten down for raising a comparatively small army, 
they are causelessly placing upon the country in! and now the same consistent party which, in 
the present instance, and beg of them to wait the | 1798, trembled for the virtue and liberty of the 
attempt at negotiation, before they enhance the ! Union. menaced by a handfui of regular troops, 
sufferings of the people; at least convince them lean offer unprecedented bounties to raise their 


that you are sincere in a desire to obtain peace. 
By your fruits let the people see that their dear- 
est interests are not in the hands of men who 
sport with their sufferings and privations, Let 
them, at least, have a respite from the horrors of 
war. If, after a fair experiment, peace cannot be 
made, if the British are inexorably bent on con- 
tinuing the war in opposition to reason and jus- 
tice, you will gain something by the attempt; 
you will gain the hearts of your countrymen, and 
unite them zealously in your cause. But, sir 
there will be no refusal on the part of the enemy 
to any reasonable proposition. Propose terms 
consistent with the rights of both parties, and 
you will see them accepted without hesitation. 

A melancholy picture has been drawn of the 
state of the frontier. Our villages have been ex- 
hibited in flames, and their inhabitants flying 
from the foe, or bleeding among the ruins of their 
dwellings. True, it is so; but can any man hope 
with these recruits seasonably to oppose an army 
to the incursions of the enemy ? 

Sir, the mischief is already done, and armies 
will not repair it. Stop the biil on your table 


in its course, and appropriate one quarter, a tenth ; 


or twentieth part of the money which is contem- 
plated to be given for bounties to soldiers to de- 
fend the frontiers, for the use of the wretched 
wanderers who have ben driven by your war 
naked and forlorn from their houses, and every 
comfort, to defend them from the inclement cold, 
from hunger, and you will make some atonement 
for the miseries you have brought upon your 


‘seventy thousand. 

Another objection exists in my mind to the 
bill before the Committee; and were I the friend 
„of the war the objection would still exist; and 
:the stronger my desires for its success, the less 
‘should I be inclined to vote for that bill. The 
‘objection is, if an army should be raised, it is to 
ibe put under the command of men who have 
‘given but a sorry earnest of the future glory of 
i the American arms. Even let them tell the story, 
: and their achievements will not add lustre to this 
‘epoch of our history. Ido not remember a sin- 
igle instance of extraordinary skill or valor, from 
‘the defeat at Tippecanoe to the defeat at Wil- 
i liamsburg, but the affair directed by the brave 
! Croghan—valiant man. He and his little band 
| performed in true style the scene at the straits of 
: Thermopylæ. The rest is too uniform to be dis- 
i tinguished. IT admit that General Harrison was 
‘not disgraced by the attack upon Proctor’s army, 
| nor does he deserve any high panegyric. With a 
: great army he performed a little job, and the dis- 
grace, if any, lies in puffing so much beyond all 
! bounds this trifling rencounter, 

I wish to be understood as confining my re- 
marks to the land; the victories of the water 
‘have nothing to doin my course. Sir, I do not 
i mean to bestow individuali censure; whose blun- 
! ders have caused the failure, we have yet to learn; 
i whether the fault is in the head, whether in the 
: body, belongs not to me to determine, aud I shall 

not incur the responsibility of passing judgment 
upon any one. It is no breach of candor to say 


1029 


lowed up in the physical power of this nation; 
an army would have been raised, and led on by 
some heroic spirit, that might have enabled that 
leader, from the city of Montreal, to have writ- 
ten to the War Department the laconic despatch, 


“Vent, vidi, vici.” But now that obstinate little 
city has, for nearly two years, been defying the 
great power of this whole Union. 

Should another army be furnished we have no 
security that they too will not be led on to una- 
vailing slaughter, to certain defeat. And should 
we succeed in the object, and conquer the Cana- 
das, we gain a loss. We must either keep them 
as conquered provinces, if we keep them at all, 
or introduce them into the Union; and have gen- 
tlemen no fears to add this new and uncongenial 
population to the already distracted, discordant 
mass of mixed voters? The prudent man, who 
wishes success to the Republic, must entertain 
fears from such an event. 

These illiterate, uninformed people, devoted by 
the nature of their religion to their clergy, would 
be exposed to discontent from the influence of 
men whose religious offices are not calculated tu 
prosper under a Government like ours. Those 
men would soon discover that their power was 
held by an uncertain tenure as republican princi- 
ples advanced among them. 

Mr. Chairman, the remainder of my observa- 
tions will be devoted wholly to answer some re- 
marks made by gentlemen in the majority. 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. INGERSOLL) 
told the Committee that Great Britain was four 
years conqucring Canada, and that, therefore, we 
ought at least to continue the war as long before 
we despair of success. Sir, is Canada wortha 
four years’ war? No, sir, it is not worth a single 
battle—the life of a single American. 

If the gentleman has nothing to cheer the 
fainting, desponding hopes of his fellow-citizens, 
but the prémise of that cold country as the meed 
of four years’ war, he had better stop his promis- 
ing, for he may be assured that such promises 
will not satisfy the minds of any, unless they are 
more infatuated than the enthusiastic Squire that 
panted for the promised island. The promises 
are much of the same nature, and nearly the 
same prospect of being fulfilled. 

A gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. CaL- 
uoun) imputes the failure of success to the mi- 
nority. “Had they joined in the war, the Cana- 
dians would have been swept from their soil.” 
Sir, what has the minority done to impede the 
war? They can do nothing in this House ; they 
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| excuse. 
The same honorable gentleman entertained 

the Committee in a manner bespeaking the au- 
| thority of an apostle;—in a long lecture upon 

party spirit, he pointed to the boundary of the 
| minority in their opposition, and where they 
| must stop. 
j The minority, said Mr. S., will never ask that 
gentleman, or any of his friends, how far they 
may go, or where they shall stop. They will 
judge for themselves, and will execute with the 
spirit of freemen, according to the judgment they 
shall form. They are too proud of their own 
light to ask for, or receive from the satellites of a 
waning and bectouded planet any of their bor- 
; rowed, stinted beams. 

The gentleman says, “factious minorities are 
| dangerous to Republics;” and asks, with triumph, 
i what destroyed the ancient Republics? Who 

ever heard of a Government overthrown by a 
| minority? It is, sir, a factious majority that is 
threatening to a free Government. Men who 
have flattered and worked themselves into power, 


; which they had neither talents or integrity to 


‘manage, that have been the bane of all Repub- 

ilies. Jacobinism belonged not exclusively to 

| France. Jt has made its appearance in all free 

‘countries; and. even in this, your Dantons and 

| Robespierres may be found. 

j The same gentleman undertook to show, that 
this was a defensive, and not an offensive war; 
but it certainly would be difficult to see how he 

‘has maintained the position. Our injuries are 

| avowed to be on the ocean, and in order to obtain 
redress for those injuries we invade Canada; 
therefore we are all the while defending by force 
the invasion of the rights of our seamen. This 

j is the amount of the gentleman’s reasoning, but 
how he is to draw his conclusion from the premi- 
ses, is a little out of sight. Every war on this 
ground might be defensive. When a nation de- 
clares war italways complains that it has been 
injured ; and, if the gentleman is correct, all wars 
j are defensive. Great Britain surely may say she 
is defending herself against us, and hence the two 
nations exhibit the novel spectacle in war of both 
acting on the defensive. 

| The Chairman of the Military Committee (Mr. 

j Trour) observed that the eight dollars, allowed 
to the person who would procure a soldier, was 
inserted in the law to encourage recruiting, and 
he exemplifies it by putting a case of a father 
that has three sons, who would bring them toa 
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recruiting officer and obtain, not only the bounty 
of the soldier, but twenty-four dollars for procu- | 
ration. Sir, that gentleman docs not know the 
people I represent; he does not know the people | its vindication—it is founded upon a basis too 
of the North and East, if he believes that fathers | firm to be shaken by the prejudiced suggestions of 
there, are made of such materials, to sell their;any. When this conflict of party shall have 
sons as the master would his slaves; and, if that | ceased; when those who take the most distin- 
honorable gentleman was there, he would not find | guished part in this opposition, together with the 
it convenient to repeat the proposition more than | Administration, shall have been consigned to the 
once. He would discover, that the poor farmers | tomb, it will become the task of the dispassionate 
of the North possess as much independence of j historian to record the history of his country— 
mind as the rich planters of the South. | his pen will be the messenger of truth, and he 
The minority have been charged with too free | will do the Administration justice, which is now 
and severe remarks against the Government. | by many denicd. Sir, I hazard nothing in say- 
That remarks have been free and someiimes se- | ing that posterity will find the events of the present 
vere is not only true, but it is what the majority Administration on one of the fairest pages in 
ought to expect; that as far as truth and pro- history. 
priety will warrant, we mean to go, not from a As the causes that immediately produced the 
desire to give pain, but to save the country. On | war have not heen investigated by gentlemen 
this subject I will only say, if I was the enemy who have preceded me, in imitation of their ex- 


of the Administration, I should desire no greater | ample I shall avoid entering into any discussion 
punishment to be inflicted upon them, than to sec of them. Iwill only remark that under accumu- 
published an impartial history of this country, of | lated injuries, but seldom, if ever, borne by any 
the last seven years. nation, our Government continued to remonstrate. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York, spoke a few words Our wrongs were urged with an eloquence irresis- 
by way of explanation and rejoinder to what tible to any except those who were steeled against 
had fallen from other gentlemen in reply to his | conviction, and such were the British Ministry. 
speech. Restrictive measures were resorted to—the em- 
Mr. McKee of Kentucky, followed in support | bargo, afterwards the non-intereourse; with in- 
of the bill, and in reprobation of the doctrines of | creased force our diplomatists continued to urge 
the minority. the rights of their country. These measures 
Mr. McLpan.—Mr. Chairman, it is with dif- | were intended to coerce the enemy. If he were 
dence I rise for the purpose of submitting any of deaf to reason and justice, it was hoped interest 
my remarks upon the subject under investigation ; might prevail, The serious effects produced on 
distrusttul of my own capacity, and fearing lest | Great Britain by the restrictive system adopted 
I should obtrude on the time of gentlemen entirely | by this country, itis unnecessary on this occasion 
capable of doing justice to the subject. Such con- į to show. What was the stand taken by gentle- 
siderations produce no inconsiderable embarrass- | men in the Opposition on this critical juncture? 
ment. Like many others, I speak from information. As 
Already in this discussion has the spirit of | usual, they denounced the measures of the Gov- 
partyism been excited to the most active exer- | ernment. It was charged with a want of energy. 
tions. Our language, so rich in expression, has lt was emphatically called upon to assume that 
been explored to give a loose to all the feelings of | dignified station its consequence justified. That, 
virulence. It is in vain at this late period to fif the national rights had been infracted, and 
lament this unfortunate variance of opinion—the | suitable reparation refused, to have recourse to 
time has long since passed by when this difference the last resort of injured nations. That there 
of sentiment took place. Its causes I shall not | existed just cause for war, the candor of many 
attem pt to trace, nor are my powers adequate to admitted. 
show the train of unfortunate consequences that The Administration, steady to its purpose, 
have resulted. Nothing would afford me greater | sought the continuance of peace by negotiation. 
pleasure, if I could cover with the mantle of | A repetition of injuries still greater and more 
charity scenes that have frequently transpired. | alarming spoke the language of the British Gov- 
Although I do not presume to call in question |ernment. The point of utmost endurance at 
the motives of any gentleman on this floor, yet I length arrived—to have passed it would have 
may be permitted to say, that it is extraordinary, | been to have prostrated the national rights—to 
indeed, that no important measure has been trans- have yielded the inheritance secured by the Revo- 
acted by the Administration or advocated by the lution. Sir, E speak the language, the emphatical 
majority for a series of years that has not been { language of the American people. The voice of 
fundamentally wrong. So often has the alarm |a majority in this Government—the declarations 
been given—sv accustomed have the majority of some gentlemen notwithstanding—is the voice 
become to hear the changes of national ruin rang | of the people. 
by the gentlemen of the Oppusition that they are It has been well observed, that an injury to 
no longer startled at the sound. The Adminis- | property, however extensive, is susceptible of 
tration of this Government. although it has been | reparation; that the wound is incurable only 
by gentlemen in opposition repeatedly denounced, | when inflicted on national honor or national in- 
its competency arraigned and its motives ques- ‘dependence. War was recommended—war was 
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declared. Surely those gentlemen who called | members; a Government that refuses this is un- 
for energetic measures, now that the Adminis- į worthy of confidence, the sooner it is dissolved. 
tration had recommended them, were found active | the better. 
in their support. As usual they denounced thej A citizen of a Republic in former days was pub- 
measures of the Government. French influence | licly scourged unlawfully by the citizens of one 
was reiterated from one end of the Continent to} of its provinces—the sufferer continued to exclaim 
the other; anathemas were poured forth against! that he wasa Roman citizen, This single in- 
the Emperor of France. It was loudly asserted į stance of private injury and national degradation, 
that the war was produced through his intrigues. | called forth the eloquence of the immortal Cicero— 
The Government was charged with the grossest | it excited the indignation of the Roman people. 
partiality in selecting the enemy; and as an irre-] Have we become so refined, through superior 
fragable proof, it was triumphantly asked, why a| civilization and the perfection of liberty, as to 
declaration of war was not made against France.: view with cold indiflerence hundreds and thou- 
No circumstance could have been more fortunate j sands of our citizens not only held in a servitude 
than the call for this measure by an honorable | the most intolerable, but daily and hourly exposed 
gentleman from Kentucky. It tested the ground £ to the lash of the unfeeling Briton! If to redress 
ofopposition. Nocircumstance could have taken į such injuries be unworthy a struggle, then have 
place that ought more completely to have silenced | we not cause for continuing it. 
the clamors of French influence. Warwascalled| Ishall say nothing as to the immense spolia- 
for against Hrance by a Republican member; it | tions of American property under the Orders in 
was voted for by a considerable number of the: Council. For this cause I would not continue 
same party, and not more than three or four of | the contest an hour, provided security were given 
the Opposition gave it their sanction! ‘hat we | against a repetition of such injuries in future. En- 
had received great injuries from France, no one | demnity for the past could be left open to future 
ever denied; nor do I believe an instance can be} negotiation. 
cited where an individual of the majority became | Weare told by gentlemen in opposition, that 
the apologist of France, or attempted to mitigate} our Administration has yielded the point of im- 
her enormities. pressment. That it will no longer contend to 
The important question now presented is, have ; prescribe to Great Britain “what she terms her 
we cause for the continuance of the war? Is it! maritime rights.” This, to the Opposition, may 
proper from the opening prospect of peace to re-| afford matter for exultation—but I trust in God 
lax in any degree our measures for its prosecution? | this is not the feeling of a majority of the Amer- 
Is not this the most favorable time for filling the | ican people! That they have not yet become 
ranks of our army? Suppose the Orders in| willing to relinquish so important a feature in 
Council are repealed, does that act heal the bleed- | their independence. On what do gentlemen found 
ing wounds of our country? Are the thousands | their assertion of the dereliction of the Adminis- 
of American seamen now held in British servi- | tration as toimpressment? They have adverted 
tude—taken by force—retained by foree—and | to the proposition made by Lord Castlereagh for 
compelled to fight the battles of our enemy, are | a negotiation for peace—and the acceptance on 
these to be neglected and forgotten? We are: the part ofthe Administration. Itis admitted that 
perpetually told that Great Britain never claimed į the language of Great Britain is as formerly, “that 
the right of impressing American seamen. ‘This; she is willing to treat on principles of reciprocity 
is literally true; but so long as every petty officer | consistent with the established maxims of public 
in the British navy is permitted to take British | law, and with the maritime rights of the British 
seamen from on board our ships, the rights ofj Empire.” This, say gentlemen, taken in conjunc- 
American citizens will be disregarded; the com-! tion with the late speech of the Prince Regent to 
plement of men to man the ships of His Majesty | Parliament, plainly evinces, that our enemy is 
will be obtained the first opportunity offering, j determined to adhere to her maritime rights as 
whether they be Englishmen or Americans. In; heretofore asserted. Is the Administration com- 
vain the American sailor informs them the place! promitted by its acceptance of the negotiation. 
of his nativity, and claims America for his coun- į Is not the acceptance a qualified one? The Ad- 
try. His protection is torn in pieces, and to the | ministration is willing to negotiate “on conditions 
loss of liberty is added the keenest insult to him- ; of reciprocity consistent with the rights of both 
self and his nation. Is it an object with a mag- | parties as sovereign and independent nations.” 
nanimous people to stop this source of human ; ‘The field for discussion is still open as wide as it 
misery and national degradation? And is such j ever has been. Is it not astonishing that gentle- 
an object dearly obtained if it cost the price of j men iu opposition should draw the conclusions 
blood? Sir, the obligations are reciprocal be-: they have drawn from such premises ? 
tween a citizen and his Government. The eciti-| Howare we to obtain reparation forinjurics we 
zen owes allegiance, the Government protection. : have sustained and security for the future? Should. 
The Government punishes a citizen for treason;! the negotiation at Gottenburg fail, how is an 
it would be unjust not to vindicate his rights. | honorable peace to be had ? But two alternatives 
The protection of individuals was the great ob- ; are presented. We must obtain the object of our 
ject in the institution of Government. The] contest by a vigorous prosecution of the war, or 
strong arm of the community must be raised in| we must seck peace by submission! Shall we 
behalf of the violated privileges of one of its | expect justice by remonstrance? The Adminis- 
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tration sought itin this way, until it 
by-word with the Opposition. Shall we indeed 
bear our wrongs to the foot of the British throne, 
and beseech His Majesty in his tender mercy to 
grant us justice? I hope no man in this nation 
is prepared for this state of degradation! Before 
such national debasement, I trust Massachusetts 
would arise from her slumbers; she would call 
to recollection the tragedy of Bunker’s Hill; the 
shade of her Warren would be seen ;—it would be 
enough, and more than enough; she would rise 
in her strength, put on the armor of her power, 
and present her phalanxes in the field as she pre- 
sented them in the Revolutionary struggle. 

I am aware that the majority are often re- 
minded, that the opposers of the war are the pa- 


became a | it can only be inquired after at the doors of the 


Opposition. All will recollect, that formerly, there 
were many in this country who either denied, or 
palliated. or excused, or justified, the aggressions 
of the British nation! If what they asserted 
could have been relied on, Great Britain might 
have trampled on our national rights, and tram- 
pled with impunity! It is at least within the 
limits of probability, that Great Britain did be- 
lieve, that this nation dared not declare war ; that 
if it did, the consequence would be, a change of 
Administration, or a separation of the Union! In 
proof of this it is unnecessary for me to call the 
recollection of the House to the communications 
of the infamous Henry ; it is equally unnecessary 
to advert to an unguarded expression made by a 


triots of the Revolution, the disciples of Wasu- | celebrated Minister in England, “our friends in 
INGTON}; that they have raised their voices against | Congress;” no doubt, for this unhallowed expres- 
the measure. Sir, when I see the soldier of the | sion, he merited the severest opprobrium; I hope 


Revolution, the man who with our Wasnineron| and believe he did. 


bore the American standard in the ficld of battle 
and triumph, I bow with reverence at the name, 
and hold his character sacred. But my better 
judgment has taught me to believe, that no argu- 
ment is more fallacious than that which contends, 
because a man has once been virtuous and patri- 
otic, he will always continue virtuous and patri- 
otic. Judas once taught the doctrine of his mas- 
ter—Arnold once fought the battles of his coun- 
try—Cromwell in his youth was virtuous. Dis- 
ciples of WasHincTon! could we resuscitate his 
sleeping dust; could we call his shade from on 
high, he would charge some with apostacy ! 

I have no personal allusion to any man in this 
House or in the nation. Iam aware there are 
many, very many injured by uncharitable denun- 
ciations. ‘There are many honorable exceptions— 
I see them before me; men who differ from the 
majority doubtless in honest sentiment. I would 
address myself to the magnanimity of such, and 
beseech them, not to be induced, through personal 
considerations, to oppose those measures calcu- 
lated to promote the best interests of their coun- 
try. Ifin representation they are injured by the 
majority, it furnishes no justification for a course 
of measures calculated to lead to the nation’s 
degradation! Camillus was banished by his coun- 
trymen, and, whilst he wandered in banishment, 
his country was invaded. The invading army 
marched in victory to the walls of Rome—their 
progress promised a speedy triumph to Gallie valor. 
Camillus came, not to strengthen the arm of the 
enemy, not to paralyze the efforts of his country- 
men. He places himself in the Roman ranks— 
he leads them to victory. 

1 know that the majority have been frequently 


These circumstances are 
only alluded to for the purpose of showing, how- 
ever pure and patriotic, as [am willing to admit 
the motives of gentlemen in the minority may 
have been, yet such has been the tenor of their 
opposition, that the effect on the British Govern- 
ment has been precisely the same that it would 
have been had they been actuated by the worst 
of motives. 

It was hoped, that a declaration of war would 
have united the people of this country. That 
they would have lost the epithets of party, under 
the more honorable distinction of Americans. 
That they at least would have united, against a 
nation declared to be our enemy by the consti- 
tuted authority of this Government. The Ru- 
bicon was passed, but union was slill remote. 
At the commencement of the war, some disasters 
occurred which were not within the control of 
the General Government; with what avidity were 
they seized, and how greatly were they exagger- 
ted! The practice is still continued. Is it pos- 
sible, that any have become so lost to American 
feeling, as to rejoice in the disasters of their 
country? How otherwise can we account for 
the despondency that is manifested by some at 
the success of our arms, and the animated strains 
in which every failure is depicted! Has the glory 
of our country departed, that its honor is a source 
of lamentation? Have national rights and na- 
tional privileges so quickly lost their charms ? 

We have heard much said on the disasters of 
the war since the commencement of the present 
discussion. An honorable gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Mi.er,) has given usa very detailed 
account of the improper movements of our armies, 
and the disasters that ensued as consequences. 


charged with a predilection for war against Brit-| However great the labor that gentleman may 
ain, and that they had sought occasion to gratify ; have bestowed upon this subject, (and that it was 


this inclination. 


Nothing I believe could bef nota little, all will readily acknowledge,) how- 


more incorrect. Although gentlemen have stated| ever correctly he may have stated the topo- 


that it was an easy thing for the majority to 
charge the minority with being the source of all 
our calamities, and thus make them the scape- 
goat to bear the sins of the Administration; yet 
I lament the charge is so well grounded. Iis 
my belief, if the war be chargeable to party at all, 


graphy of the country, and pointed out the man- 
ner in which our troops ought to have been led 3. 
yet, it is deeply to be lamented, his advice was 
attended with a fatal misfortune, it came too late. 
it is hoped, that gentlemen who have taken so 
much pains to delineate the errors of the past, 
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future. Then shall certain victory ever accom- 
pany the American standard. lt will be exempted 
from misfortune arising from circumstances not 
hitherto deemed within the control of man. H 
will be freed from the fatal maladies that so often 
prevail in the camp. It will be raised above the 
contingencies of the disordered elements. 

The progress of the war, the declarations of 
some gentlemen from both sides of the House 
notwithstanding, has not been dishonorable to the 
American name and character. Passing over 
the achievements of our naval heroes, whose lus- 


tre I could hut shade were [ to attempt their | 


eulogy—in the South. in the West and in the 
North, the savage has been made to tremble at 
our arms, and in most instances has learned 
submission. It is true the late depredation on 
the frontiers of Niagara, is an exemption. On 
our seaboard, the invader has been met by the 
bayonet, and in many instances has been driven 
in disgrace from the soil of our country. 

The important inquiry is presented, how are 
we to prosceute the war with the greatest effect? 
Weare told by some gentlemen in opposition, 
that all our operations for the conquest of Cana- 
da will prove ineffectual, Some say it is morally 
wrong to attempt it; and it is stated by others, 
that Great Britain cares very little about her 
Canadian possessions. The importance of this 
lerritury in the estimation of the British nation, 
was manifested by the extravagant rejoicings that 
took place on acquiring it. Iler General Wolf 
was immortalized, though he fell in the struggle 
that attained it. Ifthe acquisition at that period 


be retained. When it was acquired, Great Brit- 
ain claimed the more valuable portion of North 
America; should it now be wrested from her, 
she would lose with it her last foothold on this 
continent. I can discover no peculiar force in 
the objection on the ground of morality. If it 
be immoral and cruel to carry our arms into the 
Canadas, because distress is thercby brought upon 
their innocent inhabitants, the same objection 
would equally apply against the prosecution of 
all wars. We cannot reach personally the authors 
of our injuries; in all wars the innocent suffer, 
for they fight the battles of their country. Will 
our efforts for the conquest of the Canadas be in 
vaw? Hold out proper inducements for enlist- 
ments—recruit the ranks of our Army—concen- 
trate our forces, and the auguries of gentlemen 
notwithstanding, I have no fears but in another 


|! war for independence; 
was deemed so important, at the present time it | dissimilar. 
must be infinitely more important that it should | is a similarity of opposition. 


test against an offensive war; they cannot there- 
fore give their assent to measures for the encour- 
| agement of military operations in Canada. They 
[eal upon the majority to give over this conquest; 
resort to measures only calculated for defence— 
place the energies of the nation on the ocean, the 
Í theatre of our glory, and then their co-operation 
| shall most heartily be given. The glaring incon- 
; sistency of this proposition has been exposed by 
i gentlemen who have preceded me. The minority 
i refuse aid to forward our military operations in 
Canada, because they are offensive. Are not our 
operations on the ocean equally offensive? And 
yet to the latter their co-operation is offered. In 
answer to an objection stated, that it would re- 
| quire more troops to guard our frontier than would 
be sufficient to look down all opposition in Can- 
ada, it has been said—withdraw our troops from 
| Canada, let it be understood that no offensive 
' operations would take place against that country, 
and our frontier would remain unmolested. Then 
it appears this is the kind of defence to which 
gentlemen are willing to give their co-operation. 
T'o rest upon the faith of the Canadians, taking 
it for granted they will do us no harm, if they 
were to remain unmolested by us. Sir, lam un- 
willing to rest the defence of our country and the 
| protection of our citizens npon such a security. 
Is this war the war of a party? Gentlemen 
‘in opposition have said so. In one view they 
pate correct, for there is a party opposed to it. 
Mr. Chairman, the war of the Revolution in one 
sense was the war of a party, for it had the op- 
| position of a party. The majority was in favor 
jof that war; they are so in this. That was a 
this, in principle, is not 
lam far from insinuating that there 
The minority call 


' upon the majority to convinee their consciences 


iof the propriety of the present war, and their 
‘concurrence shall be given. They ask an im- 
! possibility. Convince men who are determined 

against conviction! As well might they ask the 
‘majority to change the winds or remove the ev- 
l erlasting hills from their bases, 

An honorable gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
| Srocrrox) the other day, in discussing this sub- 
i ject, observed in substance, “if the Western mil- 
‘Sia are anxious for the acquirement of military 
l fame, let them seek it on the ramparts of Que- 
ibec.? Sir, if military fame were the only object 
- of the Western militia, already have they acquired 
iit. in the garrison and in the field they have given 
| the enemy an earnest of their valor. It is true, 

many have fallen, bravely fallen, in the hour of 
battle—memorable have the banks of the Raisin 


season we shall be able to possess ourselves of : been rendered by the best blood of Kentucky ! 


their strongholds and carry the American stand- 
ard to the walls of Quebec. Would it be politic 
thus to direct the operations of our arms? We 
resorted to war for the purpose of obtaining re- 
dress for injuries. The infliction of the greatest 
possible injury on our enemy within the usages 
of nations, is promoting the object of the war. 
Take the Canadas, and we act in accordance 
with this policy. Gentlemen in opposition pro- 


| Far from being depressed by misfortune, the 
' spirit of the Western militia rose with the emer- 
| gency. Sir, in the theatre of Canada, the West- 
| ern militia have gathered the laurels of victory. 
! They did not halt to inquire how far the limits 
iof the United States extended—such cold, cal- 
' culating policy did not suit their ardor. ‘The 

cry was, lead us against the enemy. I need but 

glance an eye to see an individual on this floor, 
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(Gen. Desua,) who thus gloriously bore the stand- | conquest of Canada. This, when emphatically 
ard of his country. They found the enemy,and; termed “ihe object,” is imaginary altogether. 
they captured them. These are some of the tro-| The conquest of Canada has never been either a 
phies of the Western militia, and such is the im-| motive to commence the war or a primary ob- 
perishable fame they have acquired. It was not) ject; but, with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
until their country was freed trom the disturbers| I hold it to be an incidental but indispensable 
of its peace, that the greater portion of them re-| object—not a primary object, but an inevitable 
turned to their farms and their merchandise. At consequence, without which I must say, with the 
the call of their country, Western militia are ever | gentleman from Louisiana and others, this coun- 
willing to court danger in the field; and should į try cannot be defended in a war with our present 
im periousnecessity require, they would not shrink | enemy from the most destructive invasion, 
from the Plains of Abraham, nor from measuring} The observations of the gentleman from New 
arms with the enemy on the ramparts of Que-| York, on Saturday, occur at this moment. He 
bec. Nay, farther—they are willing to face dan- | advanced it with the utmost apparent confidence, 
ger at any point, and vindicate with their bayonets | and with an air of the most towering triumph, 
the cause of their country, against enemies of any | as if to confirm irresistibly all the novel doc- 
name or character. trines we have heard so boldly advanced on the 
The necessity of union is so obvious, and has | one side, and so ably refuted on the other, about 
been so eloquently touched, that further argu-| chaining down our regular as well as militia 
ments are unuecessary, if I were capable of ad- | force within a line, whilst the enemy is at liberty 
vancing them, to enforce it. When I open the| to attack whereand when they please. Let Can- 
volumes ol antiquity, I find many Republics have | ada alone, said he; withdraw your armies, and 
existed, that are no more! They live only on | you have nothing to apprehend in that direction 
the faithful page—no vestige of liberty is found, | irom the enemy. Now, this could be nothing 
to mark their former limits! their fail presents | more than a strong expression of mere opinion; 
awful beacons to warn us of our danger! We |a proposition which could scarcely be accredited 
are pointed to the cause of their ruin! Rome| from an accredited Minister of Great Britain; 
was divided, and Rome lost her liberty! Car-|an opinion without a shadow of support from 
thage was divided, and Carthage lost her liberty! | reason, and in the very face of fact. Did not the 
Athens was divided, and Athens lost her liberty! | enemy invade your territory at Michilimackinac 
That country, once the scat of science and of | without a knowledge that you had anywhere in- 
freedom, where orators unrivalled with their clo- | vaded his? If so, he commenced the invasion. 
quence charmed the ears and enraptured the| He has continued to invade your territories from 
souls of the listening Greeks, has now become | that moment to the present hour, carrying rapine. 
the abode of wretchedness and slavery! Mr. | conflagration, and murder into every aecessihle 
Chairman, my spirit sinks within me when I re- | point on all your borders, from Chicago to the 
flect upon the mutability of human institutions, | shores of Lake Champlain, and from New York 
and that the same causes, sooner or later, will | to New Orleans. In conjunction with the mur- 
produce the same effects! Shall the time indeed | derous savage, he has summoned your garrisons, 
come, when the sacred charter of our Union and | demanding their surrender upon pain of indis- 
our rights will exist only on paper? Then it] criminate slaughter of your old men and your in- 
may in truth be said, that the soldier of the Rev- | fants, man and woman, soldier and citizen. Next 
olution has fought, and bled, and died in vain !j after Michilimackinae, we remember the fate of 
I beseech gentlemen to cease this dangerous ex- | Chicago. the invasion at Detroit, at River Raisin, 
tent of opposition. Willingly will I disarm my-| at Fort Meigs, Fort Wayne, Sandusky, Bufalo, 
self of prejudice and seek, in conjunction with | Manchester, Lewistown, Fort Niagara, Sodus, 
them, such a course of measures as are best cal- | Oswego, Sackett’s Harbor, Ogdensburg, and the 
culated to perpetuate the blessings of our Gov-f villages on Lake Champlaiv. Will vheiriovasion 
ernment. I will sit down with the admonitory | cease if you withdraw your armies? No supposi- 
language of the Father of his Country: “United | tion can be more extraordinary. Would the en- 
g.” jemy suffer you to draw your forces to the seacoast, 
to become invulnerable there, and, undisiurbed, 
employ your whole resources in naval prepa- 
rations? No, sir; withdraw your armies, and 
I may say, on grouuds as reasonable, at least, as 
any the gentleman from New York has advanced 
to the contrary, before the first of September next, 
the enemy will have notonly put to flight, or des- 
olated, or destroyed the frontier on all your bor- 
der, from Lake Champlain to Lake Supertor, but, 
unless resisted by more than one hundred thou- 
sand men, will have penetrated your country to 
Albany on the Kast, and Pittsburgh on the West. 
Has not a mere handful of the enemy’s forces 
recently destroyed the strong Fort Niagara, spread 
flames and desolation for forty miles along the 


we stand, divided we are in danger of falling 

Mr. Tuomas Witson spoke as follows: Mr. 
Chairman, I rise reluctantly and shall be brief; 
intending chicfly to notice some particular ob- 
servations urged in argument by two gentlemen 
from New York, and a gentleman from New 
TJampshire, on Friday and Saturday last. If, in 
doing so, l shall touch on ground already trodden, 
it will be because it lies so directly in the range 
of my remarks as not to be avoided without in- 
terruption. 

Four grounds have been chiefly relied upon in 
opposition to this and the former bill, to wit: 

ist. Badness of the cause of war. On this I 
shall offer no remarks at this time. 

2d. Badness of its object, assumed to be the 
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strait, driven before ita Major General’s com-| territo 
mand, and put the country to flight near fifty | ception it would be just as reasonable to require 
miles in an interior direction? And, strange to | as the condition, that it shail march without arms 
imagine, this very circumstance is urged in ar- | and be bound in fetters whenever the enemy ap- 
gument against the bills to augment the Army! | proaches. Such appears to me this ground of 
I repeat, sir, withdraw your armies, and the objection. 

degree of destruction I have imagined is not ex- A third ground, was the impossibility of sne- 
aggerated, unless you have a positive treaty ofj cess in the contemplated invasion, and the little 
peace for one side of your country, whilst the! worth of the possessions in question, if suecess 
other is at war; unless Great Britain is thus con- | was possible, It was at last admitted, by one gen- 
verted into our faithful friend in one sectiou of | tleman, that you possibly might succeed in gain- 
our country, whilst the same Power is waging | ing pussession as far down the St. Lawrence as 
with remorseless fury a war of extermination in | Montreal, but no farther--the fortress of Quebec 
another. Why? Because the enemy would have; would stand impregnable; whilst another gentle- 
the power and the will to doso. The power, evi-! man contended that Canada could not be taken, 
dently, in the undisturbed possession of an over- i because it must be done by drenching its soil in 
grown military establishment in Canada; the the blood of its inhabitants. Now this whole 
will, because a sufficient motive is to be found in: ground of argument, as well as every branch of 
the diversion of your resources from defending ; it, I would rank among the strongest that can be 
your seacoast against his plundering squadrons, | urged in favor of these bills. The more compe- 
and from the inerease of your naval means, 1] tent your force, the less probability or necessity 
do not think the gentleman from South Carolina | wili there be of shedding blood ; and, if the for- 
has succeeded, in the admirable manner common | tress of your enemy is already of such gigantic 
to that gentleman, in the view he took of the im- į strength, this only furnishes another, and a cogent 
portance of Canada. His remark is certainly | proof that its reduction is indispensable to your 
true, but had not all that point and force which [| own defence. To the same effect is evidently all 
am used to look for whenever he speaks. The; the extraordinary resistance already experienced. 
defence of Canada, said he, tends to save your| All go to prove irresistibly that the enemy has 
seacoast, and accounts for the small degree of | been intrenching himself, preparing his weapons 
success your enemy has had in that direction. It! of war, and accumulating strength, whilst we 
would be still more true, to say the position of the į have slumbered in security and peace. Still, 

1 

i 

t 


enemy’s military establishment in Canada, en- ; there have been strong indications that he doubt- 
ables him at pleasure to exhaust your resources ; ed his ability, effectually, to resist our force; and, 
in interior cetence, to the exposure of your mari- | should we now persevere, and convince him that 
time frontier, and thus keep down your naval | we can and will, whenever a state of war requires 
means also, or to penetrate and destroy your] it, tumble all his strongholds about his ears, he 
country. Would he not act thus harbarously ? I| will be the less inclined to re-possess them. But 
would only inquire whether, if it be in his power, : if we fail, we have every reason to fear the test 
would the public law of Europe restrain him? i will give him strength beyond his most sanguine 
Ask your impressed seamen? Ask the survivors | expectation; he will be stimulated to new exer- 
of Le Raisin, of Chicago, of Fort Meigs, or the | tions, with greater confidence and strength than 
relatives of a murdered family; the perishing | heretofore. Then, sir, would you be compelled, 
families along the Niagara; or inquire of those ! indeed, to keep on foot an overgrown peace estab- 
who have survived the Revolution? Is it im- j lishment, to oppose fortress to fortress. soldier to 
possible for him to commit murder without the | soldier, when none are necessary. Other, and 
hand of ared man? By other hands ke may | still more immediate considerations, recommend 
commit a still blacker murder. The only means | the most immediate exertion of the utmost en- 
by which you can restrain him must be held in ; ergy to invade and conquer your enemy in Can- 
your own hands, or, believe me, there is no safety. | ada. He threatens, in express terms, your citi- 
For these very ends are the strongholds in Can- į zens, prisoners of war, with death—has them 
ada maintained. Quebec (a term said to import į confined in dungeons; holds them, unfortunately 
a narrow passage, a strait) is the gateway at| for us, in considerable numbers—besides more 
which the greatest evils of a war with England i than six thousand of your citizens in prison ships, 
can enter; it is an entrance at which the euemy | fighting against you, and against their wil. He 
comes upon your rear and takes every advantage; ; threatens morcovrer, in express terms, still greater 
an entrance into a spacious couulry, having an, devastation on your scacoast. Take, then, his 
inland seacoast of greater extent than the Atlan- | strongholds in Canada without delay, before his 
tic; and, if a line can shield his forces in their | succors shall arrive, and before the approaching 
passage along this border until time and place | Summer shall secure his armies a retreat. 
i 


unite to serve his purpose, I repeat, once more,; A fourth ground, the last I shall notice, was 
this country would become an easy conquest, or } this: the incompetency of Administration to con- 
rather, an uaresisting victim. ButTam laboring | duct the operations of the war, attempted to be 
to prove the sun shines at noonday to the satis- ; proved by the recital of numerous instances of 
faction of those who see it. Gentlemen would! misconduct heretofore. Upon this ground the 
vote an army provided you will pledge yourself | particular observations were made which fur- 
that it shall not cross a line which separates your.| nished my decisive reason for troubling the Com- 
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mittee at this time. Tn enumerating the various | The victory of Harrison is merely not dis- 


instances of misconduct exhibited in order to es- | graceful. The unfortunate names of Hull and 
tablish the fact of incompetence or turpitude, ren- | Smyth are coupled together; and such of their 
dering the Administration unworthy to be in-| actions as their names are supposed to disgrace, 
trusted with an additional force, we have had a l as well as those which disgrace their hames, are 
recapitulation of nearly all the military move- į alike confidently urged in condemnation of the 
ments from the commencement of the war to! Administration, without, it is admitted, having 
the present time, without much discrimination | ascertained that those acts were authorized. 
between defeats and victories, and not only no! Without waiting to examine whether author- 
credit is given, but a large share of censure is at- | ized or not, what crime do the acts alluded to 
tached to cach circumstance. The capture of} coustitute, and against whom were they com- 
York and Fort George, says the gentleman from! mitted ? The gentleman from New York (Mr, 
New York, (Mr. MiLLER,) were palpable defects | MiuLeR) exerted all his finished eloquence to de- 
in a campaign; for which the responsible officer ; piet the Don Quixote follies, as well as crimes of 
was suspended indeed, but ought to have been | Hull and Smyth—in what? Their follies in of- 
arrested—especially for not making Kingston | fering protection and security to the inhabitants, 
the first point of attack instead of York, and be- | upon condition that they are not found in arms, 
cause the garrison of Fort George was suflered j The crime of Hull is found in his notice, his ad- 
to escape. One remark, which [ shall offer in; monitory caution to all, whatsoever, not to be- 
reply to these observations, will apply equally to | come accessary with the savage in the murder of 
all. The decision of the gentleman precedes in- ; his fellow-citizens. That of Smyth is found in his 
stead of following the inquiry recently called for | offers, as alleged, of forty dollars for the arms and 
by an almost unanimous vote of this House: so! spoils of each and every “red man” slain—not 
therefore, must necessarily be whatever may be! for offering a guinea for the scalp of a white man, 
said in reply to those facts and arguments. Some | to place in the Legislative Hall of his country | 
facts, however, are well known, some of notoriety, | Had he done so, it was fair retaliation, according 
and some by official correspondence; others are | to the settled usages of war. The enemy, red or 
probable, and some merely possible ; which, with | white, could have no pretext to complain, much 
the obvious deductions may be fairly though pre- | less receive our sympathiesin this Hall. Ask the 
maturely adduced to rebut accusations, and still | only survivor of a family indiscriminately mur- 
more so decisions which are premature. Was | dered in their beds, from the infant on the breast 
not York, the capital of the Province of Upper! to the aged grandsire, for one guinea per sealp— 
Canada, an important depot of troops and stores | how heinous the crime must be to offer forty dol- 
and of Indian supplies, placed at the very point! lars for the arms and spoils of the savage mur- 
for immediate conveyance to the Northwestern Í derer ! 

Indians in case of any obstruction on the aceus-| ‘Che naval victories, so far as Administration 
tomed route ?—a large detachment of the British | were concerned, fare little better than the un- 
army garrisoning the place, and, what is perhaps i successful acts of Hull and Smyth. It was, says 
still more important, a large vessel was on the! the gentleman, as disgraceful to the Administra- 
stocks ina state of great forwardness. Itisknown i tion, as it was splendidly giorious to the officer 
also, I believe, that a considerable flotilla of the | in immediate command; because, as was alleged, 
enemy had wintered there. Is it certain that | a force decidedly superior to that of the enemy 
the commanding General had no diserction, of] had not been provided. Iere, Mr. Chairman, I 
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if he had, that there were no circumstances ren- | am compelled to pause in some astonishment, 
dering it proper first to attack this post? Itis/that remarks so invidious should be deemed 
certainly a harbor earlier open than that of King- | necessary, and hazarded at random, uncertain 
ston, which I am not certain was free of ice at | against whom, and quite as likely to apply to the 
that time. The same remarks, except the last, | naval commander as to the head of the Depart- 
apply equally to Fort George, the stores at each j ment. A victory which has deservedly gained 
were forward on their passage to the Northwest; ; the unbounded plaudits of friends and foes—a vic- 
and, had Kingston been first attacked, would į tory in all its parts, characteristics, and tendencies, 
have reached their destination without interrup-| more complete than any Which the world has 
tion or the necessity of retaining their forces to} witnessed. The gentleman indeed attempts to 
second it. Had not astonishing alacrity been! draw a line of distinction very legible—in words! 
used in preparing for their attacks, and were | —exalting to the highest heaven the naval hero, 
they not conducted with admirable order and | debasing to the deepest infamy the Head of the 
celerity ? ‘The garrisons escaped indeed, as they | Navy Department, or the Administration. To 
preferred flight to determined resistance; proba- | show how entirely unjust and illiberal, how un- 
bly to prevent it was impossible—to pursue was i just it may be to the incomparable Perry himself, 
all that was practicable. Might not even this have! how uncongenial to his principles and disposi- 
been difficult or impracticable immediately to} tions, let me be permitted briefly to recapitulate 
execute, without artillery or cavalry, as an army | the prominent characteristics of the victory, and 
must have been on first landing, and for some | history of that fleet by which it was achieved. 

time after, in a country abounding in wood, am-| lt was gained over a decidedly superior force; 
buscades to be apprehended, and roads abatted} had the honor to he the first engagement in squad- 
with the greatest ease ? | ron, under our flag, over a brave, determined, and 
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inveterate enemy, generally deemed invincible by | sening the beauty of either, is nobl 
all Europe; over a naval establishment of more į i 
than thirty years’ standing, specially and delib- | 
erately prepared for the occasion—an occasion on ; months’ time, under extraordinary circumstances 
which depended the fate, the long-established j of inconvenience—that of commencing a new 
dominion of Great Britain over her remaining | thing in a new and remote situation; at a point 
American provinces; prepared, accordingly, for: in the wilderness full 400 miles and more from 
attack and destruction. A victory which restores | any ship yard, from which either men or mate- 
to the United States a Territory ; opens the way | rials could be collected; prepared of materials 
to a conquest upon which their safety largely ; collected from the adjoining forests, from the State 
depends; a victory resulting in the capture of the : of Kentucky, from the forgesin Pennsylvania, from 
whole opposing squadron; and, in short, a victory | the foundry in this city, by workmen taken from 
equalled by none in brilliancy—by none in im-; New York and Philadelphia; manned by sea- 
portance; a Victory, it must still be added, which | men and marines collected from various distant 
depended in a degree (distinguished above all | seaports, or enlisted from the ranks of the militia ; 
other instances of record) upon the single merit, | interrupted in its progress by the breaking up of 
the masterly talent, the cool, intrepid bravery, of ! the Winter roads, and, in consequence of this, 
the commanding officer. Thus does Perry stand | delayed until the falling of the waters occasioned 
exalted beyond all rivalship—beyond all compe- , further interruption, by the sickness of the crews 
tition—entitled to and receiving, undivided, the | on their passage and of workmen on the ground, 
voluntary, spontaneous praise of all the world. i from fatiguing travel, and by contrary winds on 


I had hoped the prodigy of one blameless, fault- 
less action, coupled with the actor’s name, would 
in this instance have been suffered to pass down 
to posterity without detraction. But, when the 
circumstance to which the gentleman attaches 


such a load of infamy as to render it, in his esti- | 


mation, as disgraceful as the victory was glori- 
ous, is simply that the force was not decidedly 
superior to the enemy, can he be free from the 


apprehension that, for aught he knows, he is de- | 


tracting from the merit of that hero, not content 
with the utmost elevation the world could give 
him, unless it be upon the mangled name of the 
Administration! 


not a single doubt it was so—Perry superintended 
the whole preparation of the flotilla destined for 


his command, and, with all the information pos- ! 
sessed by the Department, was consulted, no; 
doubt, upon every particular, and his advice im- , 


plicitly followed. I have no hesitation in saying, 
that I verily believe both Captain Chauncey and 
Captain Perry were offered a greater force, or 
knew it would be ordered, if by them, or either 
of them, deemed necessary. 

It is, in my view, proper they should be con- 
sulted. It is not probable they required a force 
decidedly superior to the enemy; it is not in the 
character of a daring naval commander, nor was 
it the fact, I am very confident, in this instance. 
The law has wisely contemplated such cases, and 


Suppose the force was such as } 
Perry chose, as exactly as possible—and I harbor ; 


| Lake Ontario. No man can make himself ac- 
| quainted with all the contingencies—all the acci- 
; dents to which such an undertaking must, in its 
nature, be liable—without perceiving that it was 
an extraordinary performance, which required in 
the Secretary of the Navy the most laborious and 
unrelaxing vigilance, as well as the first order of 
talents, both for plan*and execution. This argu- 
ment, therefore, scarcely required refutation on 
its own account, but may be a useful comment on 
others, however plausible. The grounds of oppo- 
sition have totally failed,and more than failed, in 
my estimation—a further proof of which will 
soon be seen by the large majority of this Com- 
mittee which will so pronounce by the speedy 
| Passage of these bills. 

| Mr. Trovr, of Georgia, proposed an amend- 
i 

1 


ment to the bill; the object of which was under- 
stood by the reporter, as he heard it read from the 
Chair, to be to convert three of the regiments 
proposed by the bill to be raised during the war, 
into rifle regiments. 

A motion was made for the Committee to rise, 
and decided in theaffirmative,and leave was given 
to the Committee to sit again, 


Turspay, January 18. 
A message from the Senate informed the House 
+ that the Senate have passed a bill “authorizing 
i the President of the United States to grant cer- 


provided its most liberal rewards and distin- | tain permissions to the inhabitants of the Island 
guished honors to the inferior force. Thus pre- | of Nantucket,” in which they desire the concur- 
ferring bravery to force, will the gentleman now | rence of this House. 

say the brave Perry has been influenced by pe-| Mr. Kenr, from the Committee for the District 
cuniary considerations? And, yet. thisisno more | of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate an In- 
than the law itself expects. He will hardly inti- ; surance Company in Georgetown, in the District 
mate so sordid a motive. But, if the Secretary | of Columbia; which was read twice, and com- 
of the Navy could be shown to have a cent of | mitted to a Committee of the Whole. 

interest dependent on the inferiority of force, it Mr. Kent, from the same committee, reported 
appears there would be no hesitation in attribut- į a bill to incorporate a Fire Insurance Company 
ing its influence to him. But, no such thing— jin the town of Alexandria, in the District of Co- 
no blame whatever—but, on the contrary, a par- ;lumbia; which was read twice, and committed 
ticipation in the honor, as we participate in the | toa Committee of the Whole. 

light of truth—the light of heaven—without les-| The amendments of the Senate to the bill * for 
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The following resolution was submitted to the 
House by Mr. Rozerts: 

Resolved, That the Standing Rules of this House be 
amended, by adding thereto the following provisions, 
to wit: 

Stenographers admitted to take down the debates 
and proceedings of the House, shall take an oath or 
affirmation, to be administered by the Speaker, to wit: 
“I, (A. B.) do solemnly swear (or affirm) that 1 will 
faithfully, truly, and impartially, report the debates and 
proceedings of the House of Representatives, whenever 
I do report the same, to the best of my ability and judg- 
ment.” And every stenographer who shall be admit- 
ted as aforesaid, after taking said oath or affirmation, 
ghall, on such admission, state to the Speaker, in writing, 
whether he intends to publish his report in pamphlet or 
volume form, or in a newspaper or newspapers, and if 
in the latter, he shall give in a list of such papers as 
he may intend to furnish with a report; and he shall, 
from time to time, give information as aforesaid, if such 
list should be increased or diminished, as either fact 
may occur, and such statcment or list shall be filed by 
the Clerk. And every stenographer, admitted as afore- 
said, shall afix his signature to his report, from time to 
time, as he may furnish it for publication, which sig- 
nature he shall cause to be published in every case. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States. transmitting a report of the 
acting Secretary of the Treasury, of the proceed- 
ings under the act for laying out and making a 
road from Cumberland, in Maryland, to the State 
of Ohio; which was, on motion of Mr. Jackson 
of Virginia, referred to a select committee. 

Another message was also received from the 
President, transmitting a report of the Secretary 
of State, in compliance with the resolution of the 
House of the 11th instant, relating to the recep- 
tion of our Minister in France. The report trans- 
mits sundry documents, being a letter from Mr. 
Crawford, announcing his arrival in France, and 
enclosing a letter addressed by him to the French 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, and the answer 
thereto, &e. 

Another message was also reccived from the 
President, transmitting a report from the Sec- 
retary of State, in compliance with their resolu- 
tion of the 13th instant, requesting the papers re- 
specting the Russian mediation to be laid before 
them. The report enclosed sundry documents, 
viz: aletter from Mr. Daschkoff, the Russian Min- 
ister, to the Secretary of State, dated the Sth of 
March, 1813, offering the interposition of Russia 
as Mediator between Great Britain and the Uni- 
ted States; the reply of Mr. Secretary Monroe 
accepting the same, dated the llth of the same 
month; and sundry letters and extracts of letters 
from our Minister in Russia, stating the time 
when, and manner in which the Emperor first 
caused to be communicated to him his intention 
to propose his mediation, &c. These documents 
were read and ordered to be printed. 


COASTING TRADE, 

Mr. Kine, of Massachusetts, said that, when 
he had, on Friday last, proposed a resolution hay- 
ing for its object the relief of a large and suffer- 
ing portion of his countrymen, although he had 
been put down by the Speaker, and his resolu- 
tion had been voted down by an overwhelming, 
he would not say triumphant majerity of the 
House; and, although these resolutions, as far 
as depended on that majority, had been almost 
kicked out of doors, he should not cease to knock 
at the door until he could gain admittance for 
what he conceived to be the right of the people 
whom he represented. On the occasion to which 
he alluded, he had addressed himself to the Con- 
stitutional feelings and powers of the Iouse. 
But, alas! on that subject he could excite no 
sympathy: 

The Seeaker here interrupted Mr. Kina, and 
admonished him of his violating the rule which 
restricis a member making a motion, to a narra- 
tive or explanation of the grounds for it, and also 
of the impropriety of the reflections he had cast 
on the decision of the House on Friday last. 

Mr. Kina, when he resumed the floor, expressed 
his indisposition to violate the rules of the House, 
the feelings of the members who compose it, or 
of the gentleman who presides with perfect abil- 
ity in the Chair. He might, he said, have pur- 
sued a course not perfectly accordant with the 
rules, for which, if he had done so, he asked par- 
don of the House. With this explanation, Mr. 
K. begged leave merely to add that he had thought 
he had come here to advocate the rights of his 
fellow citizens; and. if necessary, not either to 
beg or buy, but to demand them. 

He then proceeded to state the situation of 
some coasting vessels in the State which he, in 
part, represents, which had unfortunately been 
caught by the embargo law at a distance from 
home, and were unable to return ; the masters 
and sailors belonging to which—ay, the sailors, 
of whose rights we hear so much, had been turned 
on shore, and compelled, exposed to the rigors of 
a Northern climate, to travel on foot, some one 
and some two hundred miles to their homes in 
various parts of the District of Maine. And what 
were the objects to await them when they did 
return? Their wives and children suffering for 
the want of that subsistence which it was the ob- 
ject of their voyage to procure, and which it was 
not in their power to give them. That was the 
fate of many of these masters and sailors. These 
cases it was partly the object of the resolution 
which he had moved to embrace; but it had not 
met the views of honorable members of the House 
to consider it. Mr. K. said it was his wish so to 
frame a resolution as to meet the wishes and 
views of the House, which, without further re- 
mark, he would submit, and of which he thought, 
standing on this floor as an independent Ameri- 
can, the Representative of a free people, he had 
aright not only to solicit, but demand the con- 
sideration. 

Mr. K. then submitted the following resolution 
for consideration : 
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Resolved, That the Committec on Foreign Relations 
be instructed to inquire into the right of so amending 
the act laying an embargo on all ships and vessels in 
the ports and harbors of the United States, passed on 
the 17th day of December, 1813, as to permit such 
coasting vessels of the United States as were absent 
from the district where they were owned and employed 
when thcir masters were notified of said act, to return 
to such districts, with their freight or return cargoes on 
board, on such conditions as may be Constitutional. 


The House agreed, by yeas and nays, to con- 
sider this resolution.—For consideration 92, 
against it 62. 

Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, suggested the 
propriety of inserting the word expediency instead 
of right, in the resolution. 

Mr. KiNG appeared to decline acceding to this 
suggestion. 

Mr. Tayor, of New York, saw no good which | 
could result from the insertion of the last clause | 
of the resolution, referring to the constitutional- ; 
ity of any measures to be adopted. He therefore 
moved to strike it out. 

Mr. Kına objected to this erasure. He pre- 
sumed the House would take no measure on this 
head which was not Constitutional. 

The motion of Mr. TayLor was agreed to. 

Mr. Porver, of Rhode Island, moved to substi- j 
tute the word expediency for the word right in 
the resolution.—Agreed to. 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, said he had voted for | 
the consideration of this resolution, out of respect 
to the class of persons to whom it related. But 
to instruct a committee to inquire into this sub- 
ject so soon after the passage of the law would 
seem to imply that some deficiency in it had es- 
caped the committee when they reported, and the 
House when they passed the embargo bill. The 
part of the bill to which this resolution refers, 
had been adopted after much deliberation; and 
he thought it would be unbecoming the dignity 
and stability which ought to characterize the 
proceedings of the House, so soon’to inquire into 
the expediency of changing the principle of the 
bill. The House had not been unaware of the 
operation of the embargo law when it was passed. 
They knew it would operate more severely on 
some parts of the community than on others. 
They had not been unmindfal of the interests of 
commerce; but they had hoped there was patri- 
otism enough in those affected by the measure to 
induce them to reflect that, in a season of war 
and peril, when a system of energy became ne- 
cessary, the interest of the few must yield to the 
good of the whole, 

Mr. F. said he should be very happy to facili- 
tate the return of those coasting vessels to their 
homes; as he should be to adopt measures to en- 
able the distressed inhabitants of the frontiers to 
return to their habitations. Yet it was not in the 
power of the House to afford this relief; and he 
therefore did not believe the adoption of the res- 
olution could auswer any valuable purpose, 
whilst it might have an ill tendency. by creat- 
ing suspense and anxiety in the minds of those 
who yet remained with their vessels, and would 
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remain in expectation of the adoption of the pro- 
posed measure, 

Mr. Troup, of Georgia, moved that the resolu- 
tion lie on the table, with a view to take up the 
order of the day.—Negatived. 

Mr. Prexin, of Connecticut, spoke in favor of 
the resolution. He could not see but relief might 
be granted in perfect consistency with the policy 
of the embargo act; and as the resolution only 
proposed inquiry, he hoped it would be granted. 

Mr. Wricnr, of Maryland said, he had voted 
against the consideration of the resolution as first 
proposed, because the modification suggested was 
claimed as matter of right under the Constitu- 
tion, thereby implicating the constitutionality of 
the embargo law. But, as the phraseology had 
been so varied as to remove this objection, he 
should now vote for the passage of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. Bayes, of Massachusetts, stated the situ- 
ation of those whose cases were contemplated by 
this resolution, and the necessity of something 
being done for their relief. He should have pre- 
ferred a resolution more extensive in its scope, 
so as to relieve a large portion of the community 
from the sudden interruption of necessary and 
convenient communication. 

Mr. Warp, of Massachusetts, also spoke in 
favor of the resolutton, which it appeared to him 
would be no more than a pursuance of those pre- 
cedents which governed the House in like cases. 
Wherever a Legislature applied a general rule, 
which operated with peculiar severity on any 
particular case, the same Legislature frequently 
exercised the office of Chancellor, and mitigated 
the severity of the rule. As to the suggestion 
that the passage of the resolution would impli- 
cate the correctness of those who passed the 
original measure. he conceived there was not the 
least foundation for it. The House was now in- 
formed of facts which were not known, and of 
course could not be acted on, at the time that 
law passed. If these facts should not prove to 
be as stated, the committee of course would re- 
port and the House act accordingly. Mr. W. 
stated the particular hardship of the cases pro- 
posed to be relieved. He appealed to the justice 
of the House, whether relief ought not to be 
granted in cases where, by a law instantaneously 
passed, individuals were caught three hundred 
miles from home. and obliged to leave their ves- 
sels on expenses at the wharves, and travel home 
on foot, &c., besides being disappointed of the 
expectation of carrying with them on their re- 
turn something for their families to eat. He 
thought it would be no more than consistent with 
justice and mercy to afford to persons thus situ- 
ated at least partial relief. 

Mr. Wilson, of Massachusetts, viewed this 
question as very similar to that embraced by the 
bill this day received from the Senate for the 
relief of the people of Nantucket. There were 
many vessels caught by the embargo in the ports 
of Boston, Newburyport. Portsmouth, and else- 
where, and not permitted to return home. which 
belonged not only to different poris in the District 
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twenty thousand inhabitants, ) 
islands there were no mills, and they were in- 
debted to the Main for grinding their grain, &c., 
with which they were now prevented from com- 
municating. Mr. W. moved to amend the reso- 
Jution by adding to the end of it words to the 
following effect: “Or to make such other alter- 
ations and provisions in the same as may be 
deemed necessary and proper.” 

This amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKim, of Maryland, said he was opposed 
to the adoption of the resolution. There was no 
doubt considerable hardship in the cases which 
had been referred to; but the embargo laid was 
a measure of general privation. Prior to its 
passage, there were in existence laws to pro- 
hibit the supply of the enemy; but it was found 
that he was supplicd notwithstanding, and to 
such an extent that it was found necessary to 
pass a law to prevent the sailing of any vessel to 
sea. He could not sce the propriety of extend- 
ing privileges to this class of cases, especially 
when none other afforded a greater hazard of 
furnishing the enemy with supplies. 

Mr. Murrres, of North Carolina, hoped the 
resolution would be adopted, and that the Com- 
mittee of Foreign Relations would report some 
provision to remove the grievance, he believed to 
be justly alleged to exist. The House would 
recollect that this was the first time the coasting 
trade had been entirely stopped; and in a coun- 
try so extensive as this. depending for mutual 
supplies on a free intercourse between the seve- 
ral States, it was impossible to have foreseen all 
the various inconveniences which might result 
in its operation from a measure so entirely new. 
When the celerity with which it was passed was 
recollected, it argued no want of forecast, nor 
any incapacity on the part of the majority, to 
suppose that there might have been some omis- 
sion in the details of the bill. Permission had 
been given to neutral vessels to depart in ballast, 
or with any lading they had on board at the 
time, except certain articles. Mr. M. said he 
could not see why the same privilege should not 
be extended to our own citizens; for the griev- 
ance of detention from home was as great on 
them as on foreigners. He stated the case of a 
Northern vessel detained at Charleston; its de- 
parture could not be more injurious than that of 
a foreign vessel, while the consequences of its 
remaining in that climate until the expiration of 
the law would be certain destruction. If he 
could for a moment suppose the provision con- 
templated by the resolve could invalidate the 
provisions of the embargo law, or contribute to 
feed the enemy, no man would more heartily op- 
pose it; but he was rather inclined to think this 
was a case inadvertently omitted by the framers 
of the embargo law. 

Mr. Rura, of Tennessee, opposed the passage 
of the resolution, beeause he supposed such a case 
had been anticipated by the House when the em- 


bargo law was passed, and they had not deemed 
it necessary to provide for the contingency. The 
bill when first reported contained a elause giving 
a discretionary power to the President to relieve 
such cases. On due deliberation that clause had 
been struck out, and he was not now for reinsta- 
ting it, 

Mr. Brapbury, of Massachusetts, stated that, 
coming from that part of the country where the 
pressure of the embargo was most severely felt, 
he thought it necessary to offer to the House his 
knowledge on the subject. He restated the cases 
of the coasting vessels detained at Boston and 
elsewhere by the embargo law; he considered 
the persons belonging to these vessels as a suf- 
fering class of the community, who had a right 
to look to this House for relief. Whether it 
could properly be afforded might well be consid- 
ered by the committee. While up, he would 
state that there were some parts of the State 
which he represented which were greatly depend- 
ent on importations for the supply of flour. 
When he left home, the price of flour was in 
many places $18 per barrel, aud unless the coast- 
ing trade was in a degree released {rom the pres- 
eut restrictions on il, great distress must ensue. 
He doubted not but some mode of relief might 
be devised without the risk of supplying the 
enemy. 

Mr. McKım said, in reply to the observations of 
Mr. Murrrer, that the difference of hardship 
between vessels lying in one place and in ano- 
ther, was not worthy the consideration of the 
Legislature, the great hardship being in the stop- 
page of their sailing at all. The gentleman had 
asked what injury could result from permitting 
vessels embargoed to return home. I will tell 
him, said Mr. McK. | yesterday saw a letter 
from a respectable source in New York to a gen- 
teman in this city, informing him that eleven 
vessels employed as packets between Rhode 
Island and New York, have been seized under a 
charge of supplying the enemy. This is the 
evil, If men had been governed by just princi- 
ples, the coasting trade might well have contin- 
ved, and there would have been no necessity for 
an embargo. But, to guard against treachery, 
we have been compelled to resort to this rigor- 
ous measure, and J hope we shall not relax it. 

Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, observed that 
if he could think the passage of this resolution 
for inquiry menaced a violation of the embargo, 
he certainly should not vote for it; but a mere 
inquiry could have no ill effect, because, if on 
inquiry it should appear that the object could not 
be obtained, it would be perfectly easy for the 
House to reject the adoption of a measure like 
that proposed. 

Mr. Farrow, of South Carolina, expressed 
his apprehension that this resolution was only a 
prelude to a proposition to repeal the embargo so 
far as relates to coasting vessels. The more the 
embargo was couiplained of, the more strong was 
its operation ; for strongly as our own citizens 
might feel it, the enemy, whom it was intended 
to affect, felt its pressure proportionably still 
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suffering families of the mariners spoken of, but 
to oppress the enemy, who was fed by these 
means; and he should therefore vote against 
every proposition to relax the embargo, whatever 
shape it might assume. 

Mr. Kine, of Massachusetts, took occasion to 
express his sense of the candor which had been 
shown by some gentlemen towards this proposi- 
tion. With respect to the imputation of a want 
of forecast which the passage of this resolution 
might appear to convey, Mr. K. said thatall men 
were fallible, and when error was discovered it 
was always best to rectify it. The fatal error of 
this Government appeared to him to have been 
too great a confidence and pertinacity in the 
measures it had adopted, and it was always hon- 
orable to retract when errors had been commit- 
ted. Mr. K. expatiated on the inequality of the 
embargo law, which he conceived to contravene 
the spirit of that article of the Constitution which 
says that no preference shall be granted to one 
port over another. This inequality he discov- 
ered in the operation of the late embargo law, 
inasmuch as the prohibition of the coasting trade 
affected much more injuriously the Eastern than 
the Southern States. As to these vessels being 
permitted to return in ballast, as had been sug- 
gested, he said it would not remedy the principal 
evil, which was the want of provisions. It would 
be almost literally giving them a sione, when 
they asked for bread. We must be supplied, said 
Mr. K. Necessity has no law; we must pro- 
vide for our subsistence. Self-preservation is the 
first and supreme law of nature; its obligations 
are paramount to those of the Constitution itself. 
He concluded by saying that the resolution must 
pass; he knew it would pass, unless the minds of 
the majority were hardened to the distresses of 
those interested in it, 

Mr. MuRFREE moved to amend the resolution 
by adding, after the word cargo, the words “other 
than provisions or in ballast.” 

Mr. Porrer, of Rhode Island, having inquired 
Mr. MeKim’s authority for a fact he had just 
stated. 

Mr. McKim restated what he had said respect- 
ing eleven packets or traders seized, and added 
that something was said in the letter of five more 
which were suspected. 

Mr, Porrer said there were but two regular 
packets between the places he had mentioned, 
and that of course there must be an error in the 
statement. 

Mr. Prrein, of Connecticut, opposed Mr. Mur- 
FREE’s notion to amend; and quoted the prece- 
dent of a clause in a former law granting per- 
mission to embargoed vessels to proceed coast- 
wise. Would it not be better, he said. to permit 
the embargoed vessels to return home with the 
provisions necessary for the subsistence of the 
families of their owners and navigators; or at 
least to leave the subject open to the discretion 
of the committee who were to inquire into it. 

Mr. Comsrock, of New York opposed the res- 
olution, though disposed to grant relief if prac- 


War. 


ticable to th 


amendment. 

The question on Mr. Munvree’s amendment 
was decided in the negative. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Kine’s 
resolution as amended, and decided as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Archer, Baylies of Massachusetts, 
Bayly of Virginia, Bigelow, Bowen, Boyd, Bradbury, 
Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, Champion, Chap- 
pell, Cheves, Cilley, Clopton, Cooper, Creighton, Cul- 
peper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of 
Pennsylvania, Dewey, Ely, Forsyth, Gaston, Geddes, 
Grosvenor, Hale, Hasbrouck, Humphreys, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of Massa- 
chusetts, King of North Carolina, Law, Lewis, Lovett, 
Macon, Markell, McLean, Miller, Moffitt, Moseley, 
Murtree, Pearson, Pickering, Pickens, Pitkin, Pleas- 
ants, Potter, John Reed, William Reed, Richardson, 
Ridgely, Robertson, Ruggles, Schureman, Seybderst, 
Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of New 
York, Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, 
Tallmadge, Taylor, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Mas- 
sachusetts, Ward of New Jersey, Webster, Wheaton, 
White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, 
Wood, and Wright—82. 

Naxys—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ave- 
ry, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Brown, Burwell, Butler, Cald- 
well, Comstock, Condict, Crawford, Crouch, Dawson, 
Denoyelles, Desha, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, 
Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, For- 
ney, Franklin, Gholson, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, 
Hall, Hanson, Marris, Hawes, Hubbard, Ingham, 
Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, 
Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, Lefferts, 
Lyle, McCoy, McKee, MeKim, Moore, Nelson, New- 
ton, Ormsby, Parker, Piper, Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, 
Sage, Sharp, Smith of Pennsylvania, Tannehill, Troup, 
Udree, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and Yancey—69. 

So the resolution was passed. 


THE WAR. 


Mr. Gastron rose to offer a resolution on a sub- 
ject which would be admitted on all hands to be 
of the first importance, in the following words: 

Resolved, That, pending the negotiation with Great 
Britain, it is inexpedient to prosecute military opera- 
tions against the Canadas for invasion or conqucst. 

Mr. G. said, that by the rules of the House, as 
he found them in practice, though he saw nothing 
of it in their letter, he was precluded from going 
any further in introducing this resolution than to 
explain his motives for so doing, and the reasons - 
which at this time induced him to press its con- 
sideration. In presenting this resolution to the 
House, said he, I am actuated by motives which 
I will explicitly avow. 

Mr. Roserrs, of Pennsylvania, rose to speak 
to order. He said he had viewed with much 
pain the manner in which measures, proposed to 
be made a subjeet of deliberation, had recently 
been introduced into the House. He wished the 
Speaker to decide whether it was in order to dis- 
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cuss a resolution before it was made the subject 
of deliberation. 

The Speaxer said he had repeatedly announce- 
ed to the House what was his idea on this head. 
The rules of the House admit a member to make 
such a narrative of his object or views as is ne- 
cessary to explain any resolution he wishes to in- 
troduce; and the introductory remarks ought to 
be confined within that limit. The SPEAKER 
illustrated his idea, by what he deemed the paral- 
lel case of a pleader stating a case in court before 
he proceeds to argue it. 

Mr. Gaston said, he had understood the rule 
as now stated from the Chair, and it was not his 
design to violate the spirit of it. His sole object, 
he said, in making any remark, was, that every 
gentlemen might “understand the reasons which 
induced him to submit the motion to the House; 
he meant not to make a single remark on the 
propriety of adopting it. It was known to the 
House, that a discussion had progressed in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the state of our affairs as 
regards the prosecution of the war; yet the de- 
bate had arisen upon a matter which really af- 
forded not a proper subject for the discussion. 
Onc motive, then, for introducing this motion, 
was to presenta fixed substratum for the argu- 
ments of gentlemen on both sides; that this gen- 
eral discussion might not be had on a bill which 
really afforded no other topic vf discussion than 
whether certain troops should be enlisted for 
twelve mouths or during the war. Another mo- 
live was this: it was generally admitted, on all 
hands, that pending this session it would be pro- 
per to discuss the state of our public affairs freely 
and fully; aud that, for this purpose, they should 
take up some subject which admitted a latitude 
of discussion. Now, it had been intimated by the 
chairman of the Military Committee, that some 
inconvenience might result froma protracted dis- 
cussion of these military bills; and, if this discus- 
sion is to take place, it had better be on some 
other subject. Mr. G. said, that he for one was, 
besides, prepared to vote for this bill, and he had 
no idea of speaking against it when he intended 
to give his vote for it. He therefore thought 
there was no occasion to delay the military bills, 
when the discussion would so much more cor- 
rectly take place on the resolution he had offered. 
He was actuated by another and still more pow- 
erful motive. The motives already mentioned, 
were those addressed to gentlemen according to 
their polttical feelings. “The one he should now 
stale, wonld operate on all. It was this: whether 
the unexpected circumstance of a negotiation, 
having been invited by the enemy, did not place 
the state of our affairs in an aspect so entirely 
new as to present a question whether offensive 
operations ought not to be suspended? Whether 
the cause of humanity did not forbid us to make 
what he hoped would prove to be an useless effu- 
sion of human blood? These were his objects, 
Mr. G. said; and he made these remarks that 
gentlemen might be completely in possession of 
his views. He hoped there would be no objec- 
jection to cousidering this resolution; the feld 


would then be open to discussion. ana each gen- 
tlemen could take that part which his sense of 
propriety dictated to him. 

The question, on proceeding to the considera- 
tion of this resolution, was decided as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Baylies of Massachu- 
setts, Bayly of Virginia, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, 
Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, Champion, Cheves, 
Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Eppes, Gaston, Geddes, 
Grosvenor, Hale, Hanson, Hufty, Jackson of Rhode 
Island, Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, 
Law, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Markell, Miller, Moffitt, 
Moseley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John 
Reed, William Reed, Richardson, Ridgely, Schureman, 
Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, 
Stanford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tall- 
madge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Web- 
ster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachu- 
setts, Winter, and Wood-—67. 

Nars—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, Brown, Bur- 
well, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clopten, 
Coinstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, 
Crouch, Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Denoyelles, 
Desha, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Ver- 
mont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, 
Gholson, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, 
Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Ingham, Jackson of 
Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kont of Mary- 
land, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Caro- 
lina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McKim, 
McLean, Moore, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, 
Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Robert- 
son, Sage, Seybert, Sharp, Skinner, Smith of Pennsyl- 
vanja, Smith of Virginia, Strong, ‘Tannehill, ‘Taylor, 
Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Whitehill, 
Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, and Yancey—92. 

So the House decided that it would not now 
proceed to the consideration of Mr. Gaston’s 
motion. 


WEDNESDAY, January 19. 

Mr. TAYLOR presented certain proceedings of a 
meeting of delegates from several towns in the 
county of Saratoga, in the State of New York, 
recommending the adoption of energetic and de- 
cisive measures for the vigorous prosecution of 
the war against Great Britain; which were read, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Roserrs presented a petition of John Bio- 
ren, William J. Duane, and R. C. Weightman, 
praying the aid and patronage of Congress in 
printing a new and complete edition of the laws 
of the United States—Referred to Me. Rorerts, 
Mr. Grenpy, Mr. Prrxin, Mr. Oakey, and Mr. 
PLEASANTS. 

Mr. Desna presented a memorial of the Gov- 
ernor and Legislature of the State of Kentucky, 
relative to the compensation and pay of the mil- 
itia of that State, engaged in the service of the 
United States—-Referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. ÅRCHER, reported a bill for the relief of 
William Piatt; which was read twice and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole. 
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RESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER, &c. 

The ordinary business of the day having been | 
gone through— 

The Speaker addres 
lowing terms: 

“ GENTLEMEN: I have attended you to-day to an- | 
nounce my resignation of the distinguished station in this ! 
House with which Ihave been honored by your kindness. + 
In taking leave of you, gentlemen, I shall be excused for 
embracing this last occasion to express to you person- 
ally my thanks for the frank and liberal support the | 
Chair has experienced at your hands. Wherever I may | 
go, in whatever situation I may be placed, I can never 
cease to cherish, with the fondest remembrance, the 
sentiments of esteem and respect with which you have 
inspired me.” 

he Speaker having left the Chair, and it re- 
maining vacant— 

Mr. Finney of Pennsylvania moved that the 
House come to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House be pre- 
sented to Henry Cuay, in testimony of their approba- 
tion of his conduct in the arduous and important duties 
assigned to him as Speaker of this House. 


The question having been put on this resolu- 
tion by the Clerk, it was decided in the afirma- 
tive—for the resolution 144, against it 9. 

A motion was then made to adjourn, and neg- 
atived—lor adjournment 70, against it 90. 

On motion of Mr. Porrer of Rhode Island, the 
House procceded to the choice of a Speaker. 

Messrs. Moors, Jonson, and WiHEa Ton, were 
appointed tellers; and having counted the ballots, 
Mr. Moore reported, that the whole number of 
votes given in being one hundred and sixty-five, 
eighty-three were necessary to a choice; that of 
these votes (here were— 


sed the House in the fol- ! 


For Langdon Cheves - - - - 94 
Felix Grundy - -~ - - - 59 
Scattering -  - - - - -1 |! 


and that Lancpon Curves, having a majority of 
votes, was duly elected Speaker of the House. 

Mr. Curves was accordingly conducted to the | 
Chair, and made his acknowledgments to the 
House in the following words: 

“Gentuemex: I thank you for the flattering and 
distinguished honor you have conferred upon me. | 
The best acknowledgment I can make of the gratitude 


Resignation of the 


The oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States was then administered to him by 
Mr. Finoey, one of the Representatives from 
the State of Pennsylvania; and then the House 


| adjourned. 


Tuurspvay, January, 20. 


Mr. Seyserr presented a petition of sundry m- 
habitants of Philadelphia, praying that an act 


| may be passed to incorporate a National Bank, 


with a capital of thirty millions of dollars.—Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the whole House on 
the report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
on the petition of sundry inhabitants of the city 
of New York. 

Mr. Kent, of Maryland, presented a petition 
of the President and Directors of the Bank of the 
Metropolis, praying that the said bank may be 
incorporated by act of Congress.—Referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Kenr, of Maryland, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, reported a bill to 
incorporate a Marine and Fire Insurance Com- 
pany in the town of Alexandria, in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. Ancugr, a committee was 
appointed to examine the state of the Clerk’s 
office, to ascertain whether the Executive reports, 
reports of committees, and the proceedings of this 
House, are duly and regularly recorded; and to 
inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
Clerk of this [louse to employ an additional as- 
sistant clerk in his office—-Mr. Arcaer, Mr. 
Guouson, and Mr. Kenr, of New York, were 
appointed the committee. 

The Svuaxer laid before the [louse a letter 
from the acung Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
miting estimates of appropriations necessary for 
the service of the year 1814, accompanied with a 
statement of the receipts and expenditures during 
the year 1813; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

EXCISE AND ARMY RULES. 

Mr. Taytor offered for consideration the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 


which I profoundly feel, will be bid Wiig in the exertion ; Le instructed to inquire into the expediency of substi- 
of every faculty I (possess, to prove that your favor is tuting, in lieu of the dutics on licenses to distillers, as 
not entirely unmerited. Tam aware of the importance of | pow existing by law, a duty on the quantity of spirits 


the station to which you have elevated me, and of the | 
difficult nature of the duties which it imposes; a diffi- ; 
culty to discharge them with reputation, not a little in- | 
creased by the great ability with which they have been | 
execnted by the gentleman who has just descended | 
from the Chair; but with your support I shall not de- ' 
spair. Err, | undoubtedly often shall; and when my | 
errors shall be calculated to affect, in the smallest de- 

grec, the interests of the House or the nation, I shall 
court your correction, and submit with cheerfulness 
and pleasure to your authority ; but if they be imma- 
terial, as frequent differences of opmion between the 
House and its presiding oflicer can add nothing 
dignity, and may diminish his usefulness, I shall ask, 


|p 


to its | 


distilled, and that they have leave to report by bill or 
otherwise. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to revise so much of the rules and arti- 
cles for the government of the armies of the United 
States, as relates to the punishment of offences therein 
mentioned; and that they have leave to report by bill 
or otherwise. 


Mr. T. observed, as to the first resolution, that 
he had received communications from various 
arts of the country, informing him that the pres- 
ent duty on stills operates extremely unequally. 
He had now before him a letter from a person ex- 


what I fear l shall too often need, your kind indul- | tensively engaged in distilling, stating a vast in- 


gence.” 


13th Con. 2d Sxuss.—34 


equality in the amount of duty paid by those who 
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used different kinds of stills. The only mo 
which an uniformity could be introduced into 
the tax on stills, would be by adopting the excise 
principle. He hoped there would be no objection 
to authorize acommittee to inquire into this sub- 
ject. As to the second resolution, he said, it 
would be recollected that, in 1812, corporal pun- 
ishment in the army was abolished by law; it 
was a fact, probably kuown toa large portion of 
this House, that, since the passage of that law, 
new and unusual modes of punishinent had been 
introduced into the army, in many instances more 
injurious than the practice under the old system. 
At any rate, it would be gratifying, not only to 
his feelings, but toa large portion of the people 
whom he represented, that some change should 
be made in this respect. This resolution also 
proposing inquiry, he hoped it would be adopted. 

Mr. Desna, of Kentucky, said he had but one 
objection to the latter inquiry, and that arose from 
a fear that it would have the effect, if the gentle- 
man’s object was realized, to put a stop, in a great 
degree, to the recruiting service; but he would 
not object to its going to a committee. Mr. D. 
said he had seen some service since corporal pun- 
ishment was abolished, and he had perceived no 
injury from its abolition. The different modes of 
punishment substituted for it, which had been al- 
luded to, he conceived to be less injurious than 
that which had heen done away. 

The first resolution was adopted nem. con. The 
second was also agreed to—ayes 90, nays from 30 
to 40. 


TURREAU’S LETTER. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT oF THE UNITED States; which was 
read and laid on the table: 

To the House of Representatives 
of the United States: 

I transmit to the House of Representatives a report 
of the Secretary of State, complying with their resolu- 
tion of the 12th instant. 

JAMES MADISON. 

Janvany 19, 1814. 


Deranra ene or Stats, Jan. 18, 1814. 

The Secretary of State, to whom was referred a res- 
olution of the House of Representatives, of the 12th 
instant, requesting the President to lay before the 
House any correspondence with, or communication iu 
writing from the Jate Minister of France, on or about 
the 14th June, 1809, or by his successor since, pre- 
scribing the conditions on which their Sovereign would 
consent to treat of amity aud commerce with the 
United States, &c., has the honor to make to the Pre- 
sident the following report: 

That, of the transactions which took place in the 
Department of State, before the Secretary of State 
came into office, which was in the year 1811, he has 
no means of acquiring a knowledge, other than from 
the archives of the Department, or from the persons in- 
trusted with their safe-keeping- 

That he has caused the files of the Department to 
be carefully examined for a communication described 
by the resolution of the House of Representatives, and 
that none such has been found of the date therein re- 


inquired of the Chief Clerk of the Departinent, who 
has been in that office since the year 1807, concerning 
the same, and whose statement is annexed. 
That no such communication was ever addressed to 
the Secretary of State by the present Minister of France. 
All which is respectiully submitted. 
JAMES MONROE, 


DEPARTMENT or STATF, Jan. 18, 1814. 

I know not how I can more clearly state everything 
that I know relative to a letter which was recently 
published in some of the public prints, from General 
Turreau to Robert Smith, Esq., and which I supposo 
to be the communication alluded to in the resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the 12th instant, than 
hy observing, that when that letter, as published, was 
shown to me by a gentleman of this oflice, I told him 
I could not say whether it was genuine; that some 
parts did not appear new to me, but that other parts of 
it did. We immediately looked at General Turreau’s 
file, and no such letter was there. I then observed, 
thatif it was genuine, it must be the letter from Gen- 
eral Turreau which had been withdrawn, 

The fact of one of his letters, which | had translated 
for Mr. Smith, having been withdrawn, 1 distinctly re- 
member, though J cannot speak with certainty either 
of its date or of its contents, more than four years hav- 
ing elapsed since I saw it; but I remember it was con- 
sidered exceptionable, and that Mr. Smith directed me 
not to put it on the files, but to lay it aside. I can add, 
too, that it was the only letter from General Turreau 
which to my knowledge was ever withdrawn. 

This letter was withdrawn by a gentleman attached 
to the French Legation, who called at the Department 
of State to get it, and it was delivered to him, cither 
by Mr. Smith himself, or by me under his directions, 
When this was done I cannot now recollect, nor have 
I any means of ascertaining, except by reference to a 
subsequent event, which happened in the month of 
November, 1809. Jallude to the dismissal of Mr. 
Jackson. For I remeinber, in a conversation J had 
with Mr. Smith respecting that occurrence at the time 
it took place, he observed that he supposed General 
Turreau would now be glad he had withdrawn his 
letter. 

In what way the translation of this letter has got 
into the public prints I know not, nor do I know where 
or by whom it was taken from this office. 

JOHN GRAHAM, 
Chief Clerk, Department of State. 
EXTENSION OF ENLISTMENTS. 

On motion of Mr. Troup, of Georgia, the House 
again resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill autho:izing the enlistment of 
certain regimenis therein mentioned, for five years 
or during the war. 

Mr. Troup withdrew the amendment which 
he proposed when the subject was last under con- 
sideration. 

The question again arose on the Committee’s 
rising and reporting the bill. 

Mr. Barenam said, that, having been indulged 
by the House, at a former session, in expressing 
his opinion of the fatal policy of the war, and of 
the injustice of it in relation to the citizens of the 
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honorable peace. 

This bill may, and probably will, increase the 
Executive patronage; for, if you raise men, there 
must be officers appuinted to take the command, 
and it authorizes the President to enlist, # cause 
to be enlisted, fourteen regiments of infantry, for 
the term of five years or during the war. And 
it is contemplated by the friends of war, as he 
understands, to furnish the Administration with 
an army of sixty thousand men, to prosecute a 
war of conquest, of rapine and plunder. And it 
is now publicly acknowledged and avowed, that 
the great object of the present system is the con 
quest of Canada: and, to insure enlistments into 
the ranks, a bounty is provided of one hundred 
and twenty-four dollars, and three hundred and 
twenty acres of land, in addition to the monthly 
pay of eight dollars. 

Sir, if this system of measures is carried into 
operation, it will increase the public debt, which 
is already enormous, and protract a war which 
might have been avoided, and now discontin- 
ued, much more to the honor and to the interest 
of the nation, than when commenced and prose- 
cuted. 

Mr. B. said that he did not suppose, at the close 
of the Revolutionary war, nor at the time of the 
adoption of the Constitution of the United States, 
that he should have seen the day when the Amer- 
ican Government had extended her territorial 
limits nearly to the Gulf of Mexico on the South, 
and then commence a war of invasion to get pos- 
session of the Canadas on the North; but this. 
sir, is the unhappy condition of the United States. 
The Administration are engaged in a war of am- 
bition and of conquest, in which the country have 
much to lose and nothing to gain. 

The Government, in this conflict, have already 
suffered the loss of public confidence, the loss of 
reputation, and, he supposed, the loss of froin fif- 
teen to twenty thousand men; the publie treas- 
ure is wasted, the country is impoverished. And, 
after all this sacrifice of character and property, 
we are not so near the conquest of Canada as 
when we began. Who will now say—as was 
confidently affirmed on the floor of this House 
before the declaration of war—that we can con- 
quer Canada in six weeks or two months? No 
one. We have been taught better by woful ex- 
perience, and by the suffe 
our armies. 

This war is the source of innumerable evils; it 
has not only deprived our fellow-citizens of their 
common comfortsandof their friends—of their pa- 
rents and of their children, who have been slain 
in the field of battle. and wasted by disease—but 
it has destroyed that mutual confidence and com- 
placency which is the ornament of society; and, 
however it may be lamented, the spirit of dis- 
trust has insinuated itself into this House, and 
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rings and distresses of | principles of reciprocity, 


asked for, to carry on their work of conquest; yet, 
the majority of this House attribute the defeats, 
the disasters, and the failures, of the American 
arms, to the opposition of the minority. 

Mr. B. said, he knew that there was a strong 
opposition to the present measures of the Admin- 
istration, and he wished that it was greater; for, 
he believed the Opposition would be the salvation 
of the country—he hoped so, His opposition 
arose from a conviction on his mind that the ma- 
jority were, in their measures-—he hoped not by 
|design—in opposition to the best interest and 
| welfare of the country; and he belicved that the 
| continuance of the war would endanger the free- 
dom of the peuple and the independence of the 
nation. 
| Sir, it is very evident that the declaration of 
| war was predicated on the British Orders in Coun- 
| cil. This is manifest by the letter of Mr. Monroe, 
| Secretary of State, dated July 1, 1812, to Mr. John 
E Adams, Minister Plenipotentiary at St. 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Petersburg. an extract of which was communi- 
cated to Congress by Message, on the 18th in- 
stant, in which Mr. Monroe says: 

“ As it appeared that Great Britain would not re- 
yoke her Orders in Council, on the just ground on 
which it was claimed, but enlarged the conditions on 
which she professed her willingness to revoke them, 
there remained no honorable course for the United 
States to pursue short of war.” 

From this extract, it appears, beyond contro- 
versy, that the Administration made the Orders 
in Council the basis ot the war; and it is as evi- 
dent, from the official documents, that the Orders 
in Council were revoked within one week next 
| after war was declared, And, although the events 
l of the war forbid the further prosecution of it, in 
| language which cannot be misunderstood, yet, the 
| Administration and the majority of this House 
‘were determined to continue it, and practically 

say that they will have redress of injuries in no 
‘other way than by the sword. 
Upon the overtures of peace, on the part of the 
; Government of Great Britain, and her proposi- 
! tion to negotiate at London or Gottenburg, to 
settle the differences between the two nations, on 
the maxims of public 
law, and her maritime rights, and the prompt 
acceptance of the proposals on the part of the 
American Government—he had been induced to 
believe that the passion for war would abate; but 
i he was disappointed, The war spirit is not con- 
| sumed; new excitements are produced, and the 
l ambition of those who were active in the com- 
mencement, and who have been principals in the 
prosecution of the war increased. And the friends 
of the war, convinced, as he believed, that the pub- 
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service. 

Sir, if it is a good and just cause, why not ad- 
dress the understandings of men—convince the 
people of the justice of the war in relation to 
themselves—show them the necessity of the en- 
terprise—show them any corresponding benefit— 
show them any moral or patriotic obligation, and 
they will march into your ranks by columns, and 
that too for a reasonable consideration. 

But the people of our country—the citizens of 
New England—the yeomanry of Massachusetts, 
will not sacrifice their moral and political senti- 
ments, for the sum of one hundred and twenty- 
four dollars, nor will they sell their consciences 
for three hundred and twenty acres of Jand, to be 
located in the moon., or in the Canadas, which it 
seems must be conquered, before they can be dis- 
charged ; nor will they enlist into the ranks and 
march into Canada, there to be tortured by the 
tomahawk and scalping knife, for eight dollars 
per month. ‘ 

Sir, in this bill provision is made to fill the 
ranks of the regular Army—and what is the reg- 
ular Army! A mere skeleton. And although 
there may be four thousand officers in commis- 
sion, it is not probable that double that number 
can be found in the ranks; and if you deduct 
those who have been captured, killed, and wound- 
ed, together with those who have wasted in sick- 
ness, and deserted, those that remain of the reg- 
ular Army are but few. So that the filling of 
the ranks is in fact beginning de novo, and raising 
anew Army; and, knowing the difficulty of rec- 
onciling men to consent to their own ruin and 
destruction, you call to your aid every individ- 
ual in the community to entice men to enlist into 
your service, by offering a reward of eight dollars 
to any person who shall recruit an able-bodied 
man into the ranks. 

Mr. Chairman, was there ever an army raised 
on such principles? Was there ever a nation 
that could sustain itself in a war for the term of 
ten years at such enormous expense, and that too, 
by borrowing money? In this course of measures 
the Government will increase the calamities of 
the nation, and will be obliged to tax the people 
beyond their means of payment. He said that 
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tercourse, war, and embargo. And what can be 
said to reconcile our constituents to this state of 
things? And if this bill passes, their burdens 
will be increased. He said that he could give 
no satisfactory reason to justify this destructive 
policy, but that it was incumbent on the Majority 
of the House, and the advocates of the war, to 
satisfy reasonable men of the necessity of their 
measures, and of the claim which the Govern- 
ment Lave to the Canadas. 

Sir, i@is now avowed, that the only definite 
object is the conquest of Canada; and thatisa 
territory which we ought not to have, if we could, 
and one which we cannot conquer, in the present 
divided state of the public sentiment, if we would. 
This being the object, he saw no end to the po» 
litical state of confusion and misery in which the 
country is involved. He did not see but the war 


.must be perpetual, unless the object is abandoned. 


How and when is Canada to be conquered? Not 
by this Administration? No, sir, norin this cen- 
tury. 

Mr. Chairman, we were not sent here to devise 
ways and means to conquer the Canadas. No, 
we were sent here for more noble purposes; to 
consult the welfare of the people; to protect them 
in their rights, and to promote the peace and 
prosperity of our constituents. And are we in 
the faithful discharge of these high and import- 
ant duties? He said, that while Congress are 
exercising their power in the prosecution of an 
unrighteous and hopeless war, they forget the 
rights of their fellow-citizens. Sir, this country 
is in distress; the people are groaning under the 
oppression and the calamities of war, and are im- 
poverished by restrictions and embargo; and in 
this situation the tax-gatherers will pick their 
pockets and strip them of their money. They 
complain—they petition for relief, but without 
success. And the Governmentadministers noth- 
ing for their consolation. but merely to tell them 
that they live in a land of freedom, and that these 
evils which they suffer are for the honor of the 
nation. But, his word for it, the yeomanry of 
this country will not be reasoned out of their feel- 
ings, out of their senses, and of property, by such 
naked, indefinite,and unmeaning assertions. By 
this bill, we are about to increase their burdens, 
and, in his opinion, unnecessarily. He said, that 
all unnecessary burdens are an infringement on 
the rights and liberties of the people, contrary to 


the Government were conducting the nation to | the rules of justice and the principles of the Con- 


poverty and ruin; and he presumed, that Con- | stitution. 


In justification, and to show the ex- 


gress, at this session, would authorize a loan of | pediency of filling the ranks of the regular Army, 


not less than thirty millions of dullars to meet 
the public exigencies. He said the expenses of 
the war, since its commencement, and what will 
be incurred in the prosecution of it, under the 
present arrangements, the ensuing year, would 
amount to not less than one hundred miilions of 
dyllars—a monstrous debi, and one too, whieh 
must be left as a legacy for our children and pos- 


it had been urged very pathetically, and that on 
the score of humauity, that it was necessary for 
the defence of the Northern frontier. He hoped 
that it was nota mere pretext to reconcile the 
commitice to the passage of the bill, or to en- 
courage men to enlist for the invasion of Canada. 
He said that it was very well known, that the 
inhabitants of the frontier bave been in jeopardy; 


lerity, and a dreadful legacy it will be. But it | that some have been obliged to leave their habi- 
cannot be avoided; the public treasury is ex- i tationsand flee for refuge; and it isas well known, 


hausted ; the resources of the nation have been 
dried up and buried in non-!mportation, non-in- 


that their misfortunes and distress have been oc- 
i : ~ 
casioned by the measures of their own Govern- 
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ment, in the invading of Canada. He said, with- 
draw the troops, cease the attempt to conquer the 


but few, and those not to the honor or interest of 


the American Government. The regular Army, 


Canadas, and the frontier is quiet, and the inhab- | so called, did take possession of Fort George, but 


itants will be safe and unmolested. 


citizens and drive the people to desperation ? 
Shall the inhabitants on the frontier be again 
made the victims of retaliation? He hoped not, 
For, with all the blood and treasure which has 
been expended, not one foot of Canada have they 
in possession ; and those who have undertaken the 
conquest are astonished at the failure, and begin 
to suspect there has been some neglect or incom- 


conducting of the war; and have, at this session, 
brought in and passed a resolution calling on the 
President, the Commander-in-Chief, to show cause 
why there has been a failure of success in their 
conquering enterprise. ‘This is a very extraordi- 
nary call. Do they suppose that the Command- 
er-in-Chief will criminate himself? No, he will | 
not; the Constitution does not oblige him to. But 
what makes the inquiry the more extraordinary 
is, that it is made immediately after the Presi- 
dent’s communication at the commencement of 
this session, in which he congratulates his friends 
and the friends of the war, in these words, “ the j 
best encouragement is derived from the success 
with which it has pleased the Almighty to bless 
our arms, both on the land and on the water.” 
This did not satisfy his friends; they call on } 
him for the cause of the failure; they are not 
convinced in this ease, that the Almighty has 
blessed our arms both by land and water; they 
want further evidence than they did in the case 
of the repeal of the Berlin and Milan decrees. 
Bur, it is true, there has been success on the 
water. Com. Perry, with his officers and crew, 
have achieved a brilliant victory on Lake aries 
and he wished that the skill and bravery there 
displayed had been applied in a better cause. All 
due respect ought to be paid to the Presidents 
declaration in his Message—and no question, but 
he thought that he had been successful on the 
land. Indced, he has not seen much service—he | 
has not had the experience of Bonaparte; but | 
there is no doubt but he is hearty in the cause, ; 
and has conducted the war according to the best | 
of his ability. Mr. B. said there had been as 
much success as could be expected, and as much 
as he wished for, considering the character of the 


i have since evacuated it. 
Will the Government invade the rights of our | 


; 
i 
petency on the part of those who have had A 


They have burned the 
little village of Newark, and distressed the inno- 
cent inhabitants. What is the consequence? 
Why, the enemy, justly exasperated, in their turn, 
crossed over the line, took possession of Fort Ni- 
agara, burnt Lewistown, and spread desolation 
and ruin on the frontier. Here was prompt re- 
tahadon. Aud shall we raise another Army to 
act this scene over again? He hoped not. He 
said, from this transaction alone, had there been 
no other cause, he should have felt himself in 
ay bound to protest against the passage of the 
il. 

Mr. Chairman, it is high time that the rulers 
of the American Government should pause, and 
summon into the cause of humanity and justice 
all the wisdom and sober policy of the commu- 
nity, to put a stop to war, and check the savage 
barbarity of retaliation, or blood and slaughter 
may become indiscriminate. There is something 
horrid in this modern doctrine and practice of re- 
taliation, and a solemn and awful responsibility 
rests on the head of him or them who occasioned 
and provoked it. It ought to be remembered, that 
wherever moral and social obligation exists, re- 
taliation, injustice, bloodshed, and cruelty, are the 
same, whether in governments or individuals; 
and that no consideration of rank or power can 
ever alter the nature and genuine character of 
human actions—the soul that sinneth, it shall die. 

Mr. Bowen said: It was not his intention to 
trespass long on the patience of the Committee, 
with any remarks he would make, on the impor- 
tant subject now under consideration. I must, 
however, said Mr. B., be permitted to make a few 
observations in reply to some of the arguments of 
gentlemen opposed to the passage of this bill, 
which provides for raising men to support the 
war in which we are at present engaged. Al- 
though, Mr. Chairman, Í had no agency in bring- 
ing our country into its present situation, it is not 
less incumbent on me to exert every effort for its 
relief. It is not Jess my duty to render all the 
assistance in my power to bring the contest toa 
favorable termination. 

I had trusted, when gentlemen opposed the pas- 
sage of this bill upon the ground the was we are 
engaged in is unnecessary and unjust, they would 


war. But, suppose that the President, on further | have gone directly to the cause which produced 
reflection, should be convinced that there had | it originally, and have shown that it was insuffi- 
been a failure of success on the land, and in reply | cient to have authorized it, and that it ought not 
to the call he should infurm you that he believed | pow to be persisted in. But gentlemen have not 
that it was the wind of Heaven that had blasted | thought proper to adopt this course. I ask, why 
the enterprise and caused the failure of ourarms;| they have so uniformly refrained from mecting 
would you be satisfied? Suppose that he should | the charge exhibited by the United States against 
return for answer, that the public sentiment was | England? [allude to the unprovoked impress- 
opposed to this war of conquest and ambition, and | ment of our seamen. Ought they not to meet 
that the Army itself was not hearty in the cause; | it directly without evasion, and either admit it to 
would you admit him to be correct? Mr. B.said | be a justifiable cause of war, or show that it is a 
that he should acquiesce in the sentiment as per- | right not worth contending about, which we, in 
fectly correct, and he had no doubt but the people | courtesy, should yield to the enemy? On this 
would say, Amen! point, sir, which is really the issue between this 

The instances of success on the land have been | country and England, I should listen, as I have 
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on many other occasions, with great satisfaction | privileges in the great society of nations? Or, 
to the eloquence of gentlemen on the other side | have heriniquilous practices grown up into rights, 
of the House. It is well known, before the dec- | now, for the first time, to be acknowledged in this 
laration of war in 1812, our dispute with England ; country? Sir. I acknowledge no such exclusive 
was reduced to a single point; it turned on this: privileges. When Bngland speaks of her mari- 
pivot alone: Shall we submit to the Orders iu | time rights, I am bound to believe she refers to 
Council, the wanton plunder of our property, and | her rights and not her usurpations. This is the 
the stil] more wanton plunder of our fellow-citi-; only fair mode of construing the propositions 
zens? Or, shall we contend against these unjus- | she has lately made this country. 
tifiable aggressions, and raise our armsin defence; But the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
of the rights of our country? Sir, a sufficiency | Srockron) has made a smail amendment to the 
ot that noble spirit which gave birth to our inde- | correspondence. He calls it England’s maritime 
pendence—* a spirit never to submit or yield,and, | rights, as she understands them. Suppose the 
what is more, not to be overcome”—was happily | Administration had refused the negotiation upon 
found in the bosom of a large portion of the peo- , the ground of this small amendment, would they 
ple of the United States. They determined on! have been justifiable? Would the minority have 
resistance; they determined, not however until | held them guilty of the blood and treasure that 
the last drop in the cup of negotiation was ex-| might have been saved by acceding to it? Would 
hausted ; not until every ray of hope from that | they have received it asa sufficient apology for 
source had completely vanished; not until that! the rejection? If not, let them not say the ac- 
period did they determine to have recourse to the | ceding to it is the surrender of any right pre- 
last resort of injured nations. The gentleman | viously claimed. But, sir, it is said the Adminis- 
from New Hampshire says, the people are opposed | tration have changed their ground. They do not 
to this war. [can inform that gentleman that, | intend to insist on the relinquishment of the Brit- 
whatever may be the sentiments of the people in| ish practice of impressment. And this is what 
his State, in the Western country the declaration | the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. Srocxron) 
of war was hailed as the resurrection of the slum- | calls striking the flag of the Administration. Now, 
bering Genius of Liberty. It was considered as | sir, 1 will appeal to that honorable gentleman for 
the triumph of freedom over an avarice the most | the mighty difference between rejoicing at the 
dangerous of all our passions, And, I pray you, | striking of our country’s flag, and rejoicing at the 
Mr. Chairman, for what cause, on what account, | surrender of the most essential rights of the citi- 
are we now to abandon the contest, surrender the | zens of this country. In vain may this country 
liberty of our seamen, degrade the nation, and | wave its flag, when it has no longer any rights to 
cover ourselves with disgrace? Is impressmenti protect. But, sir, I am grossly mistaken if I can- 
a smaller offence now than it was in 1812? Or, | not show to the satisfaction of every person in the 
are we less disposed to protect and defend the; hearing of my voice, that, in accepting the pres- 
dearest rights of our fellow-citizens ? | ent negotiation, no point is yielded hitherto in- 
The gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. Stocx-! sisted on by this Government. 
TON,) on Saturday, observed, he rejoiced that| It is said, the proposition made by the Execu- 
this country had given up the unfounded idea of} tive immediately after the declaration of war in 
changing the public law of Europe. We have} 1812, through our Chargé d’Affaires at London 
contended for no change but in their unwarrant- ı (Mr. Russell) to the British Government, a sus- 
able practice of impressing our seamen. Does he | pension of the practice of impressment, was a con- 
call this the public law of Europe? Does that, diton precedent to the negotiation. In this nego- 
gentleman rejoice that this country should aban- | tiation, itis suid, no such suspension is required. 
don the right of this valuable portion of our fel-} Mr. Chairman, the cases are materially and 
Jow-cilizeus? Are the rights and privileges of | essentially different. The one made through Mr. 
those very seamen, who have so gallantly sup-; Russell was a proposition for an armistice, and 
ported the honor of the American flag, and caused | then a negotiation. Is it presumable this coun- 
it so often to wave triumphantly over our ene- | try would go to war against the practice of im- 
my—are their rights to be surrendered? and is | pressment, and instantly turn round and agree to 
that surrender to be a matter of congratulation ; an armistice, when that practice might be re- 
on this floor? ‘sumed and carried on by the enemy during the 
The same gentleman has told us he would not | pendency of the negotiation? This would be 
vote for this bill, because this country had given | again to expose to the enemy the right we are 
up the idea of conquering Canada, and of fight- | fighting to secure. But, sir, in the present nego- 
ing for free trade and sailors’ rights. In this, I; tiation, no armistice is proposed. We are not 
humbly presune, he is greatly mistaken. There | even asked to place ourselves in the situation 
is not a single expression in the correspondence | where the right, for which we are contending, 
. between Lord Castlereagh and Mr. Monroe, re- | could be violated. Ifa proposition for an armis- 
specting the negotiation, that will, for a moment, | tice had been offered, would it not instantly have 
countenance a conclusion of that kind. England | been rejected, without annexing to it the suspen- 
proposes to negotiate upon terms of perfect reci- | sion of the practice of impressment? It eertain- 
procity not inconsistent with her maritime rights. | ly would. Hence, it is obvious that, as the prop- 
Has she any maritime rights not enjoyed in com- | ositions in their nature were different, the same 
mon by other countries? Has she any exclusive | conditions were not necessary to be annexed. 
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The gentleman from New York (Mr. Gros- 
wENOR) stated that the propositions made to this 
Government through Admiral Warren, were in 
substance the same with those now made. That 
gentleman had not surely consulted lately the 
correspondence on that subject. or he would not 
have fallen into this error. That was simply a 
proposition fora cessation of hostilities upon a 
conditional revocation of the Orders in Council. 
And the condition was, that they should be revi- 
ved, unless the United States in some short period 
should repeal their laws which interdicted the 
British shipsand commerce in our ports and har- 
bors. L will beg leave to read a paragraph or two, 
from Admiral Warren’s letter tô the Secretary of 
State. After stating the revocation of the Orders 
in Council, he observes: “ Under these circum- 
£ stances, am commanded to propose to your Gov- 
t ernment the immediate cessation of hostilities be- 
‘tween the two countries, and I shall be most 
‘happy to be the instrument of bringing about a 
‘reconciliation, so interesting and beneficial to 
‘America and Great Britain.” Again, he ob- 
serves: “Should the American Government ac- 
“cede to the above proposal for terminating hos- 
‘ tilities, lam authorized to arrange with you as to 
‘the revocation of the laws which ivterdict the 
t commerce and ships of war of Great Britain from 
‘the harbors and waters of the United States; in 
t default of which revocation, within such reason- 
‘able period as may be agreed upon, you will ob- 
‘ serve, by the order of the 23d of June, the Orders 
‘in Council of January, 1807, and April, 1809, are 
‘to be revived.” This, sir, was a very modest 
request. A request for a cessation of hostilities, 
alone, upon the ground of a conditional revocation 
of the Orders in Council, and accompanied, at 
the same time, with a threat that unless we should 
repeal certain other laws, within a convenient 
period, thé Orders in Council would be revived. 
To this letter Mr. Monroe made a most appropri- 
‘ate answer. He refuses to accede to the proposi- 
tions, but tells him the American Government 
was willing to negotiate upon terms honorable to 
both nations; strongly intending, what was evi- 
dently the fact, that to have acceded to the pro- 
yositions would have been dishonorable to the 
United States. But, sir, to put this question out 
of all doubt, Mr. Monroe tells the British Govern- 
ment through Admiral Warren, (referring to their 
rejection of our proposition through Mr. Russell,) 
that if the only objection to negotiation was the 
required suspension of impressment during the 
armistice, why not proceed without an armistice 2 
Mr. Monroe observes, in the conclusion of his let- 
ter to Admiral Warren: “I will only add, if there 
t be no objection to an accommodation of the dif- 
t ference relating to impressment in the mode pro- 
‘t posed, other than the suspension of the British 
t claim of impressment during the armistice, there 
t gan be none to proceeding, without the armistice, 
‘to an immediate discussion and arrangement of 
‘an article on that subject. This great question 
‘being satisfactorily adjusted, the way will be 
+ opened for an armistice, or any other course lead- 


“ ing most conveniently and expeditiously toa gen- | co-operate m 


eral pacification.” This shows, conclusively, that 
the Government has always been willing to ne- 
gotiate upon the precise terms she has now acce- 
ded to. I will say no more on this subject. The 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Grosvenor) 
inquired what would have become of the inde- 
pendence of America, but for the opposition to 
the Ministerial party in England, during our Revo- 
lutionary struggle. Did that gentleman mean 
that the minority here would be justifiable in go- 
ing as far in favor of England now, as the mi- 
nority in England did in favor of America at 
that period? If this was the meaning, and I so 
understood him, he ought to have reflected, he 
ought to have pansed to consider the nature of the 
rights to which the opposition is made. The 
minority in England at that day were in favor of 
the rights and liberties of mankind. It was to 
the oppression and usurpation of the Ministerial 
party, they made their opposition. Is it even 
whispered now, from any quarter, that America 
demands more than she has a right to receive? 
It is not. Have we not then a right to conclude 
that if those departed patriots, who then compo- 
sed the minority in England, whose memories 
ought not even to be thought of, but with rever- 
ence and respect—I say have we not aright to 
conclude, if they were again restored to the Brit- 
ish Parliament, their voices would be loud in the 
cause of America? Liberty and equality was their 
theme, oppression their detestation. But, sir, it 
is to be relieved from those same oppressions, 
those same usurpations, practised by the same 
corrupt and wicked Ministry, we have lately been 
compelled to shed some of the richest American 
blood. Kentucky, Ohio, and Tennessee, with 
perhaps all the other States in the Union, have 
now to mourn the loss of some of their favorite 
sons, fallen by the enemy in battle, or more inhu- 
manly butchered at midnight by the savage, “ex- 
ulting in the widow’s wail, the virgin’s shriek, 
and infants trembling ery.” TYallowed be the 

memory of those brave heroes, who have nobly 

died in defence of the rights of their country ! 

I confess, Mr. Chairman, I am at a loss to un- 
derstand the object of gentlemen in the opposi- 
tion. There is no difficulty in perceiving they 
are opposed to every measure the majority would 
adopt. In this opposition ought they not to pro- 
duce a project of theirown? 1 am not for stri- 
king out, without knowing at the same time 
what is to be inserted in its stead. I understood 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Suerrey) and 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Grosvenor) 
both to be in favor of prosecuting the war, but 
prosecuting it detensively only. ‘The gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Surrey) expressly stated, 
that if the amendment he proposed, which was to 
confine our operations within the limits of the 
United States, shoul be adopted, he would vote 
for the bill. JI consider this as an entire change 
of the ground hitherto taken on that side of the 
House. It is the first time I have heard a disposi- 
tion avowed by them to prosecute the war either 
offensively or defensively. Mr. Chairman, I will 
ost cordially with the gentlemen in 
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prosecuting this war defensively ; and I will goa 
little further. I will prosecute this defensive 
war, offensively. It has been ably and satisfac- 
torily, and I will add, eloquently shown, by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. CALHOUN, ) 
that a war waged in defence of our rights is a de- 
fensive war, and that its subsequent offensive ope- 
rations cannot change its original character. I 
understand the gentleman from New Hampshire 
(Mr. WEBSTER) to be willing to wage this war 
offensively upon the ocean, and defensively upon 
land. Hisobservations were: “ Keep within your 
town territorial limits, and send your Hulls and 
* your Bainbridges upon the ocean. and I will go 
‘with you as far as you please.” Jf, sir, it is im- 
moral and improper to wage war offensively upon 
land, is it not equally so to wage it offensively upon 
the ocean? Is the conquest of the British navy 
a matter of such great facility? Is this the road 
recommended by that gentleman, by travelling in 
which the people could see we should so shortly 
arrive at our journey’s end? These matters, I 
suppose, Mr. Chairman, can only be correctly un- 
derstood by honorable gentlemen, “ whose minds 
have received the idea of a ship through the me- 
dium of the eye.” 

I will say nothing on the doctrine of moral 
treason, touched by my colleague (Mr. Grunpy,) 
or the dangerous tendency of violent systematic 
Opposition to all measures in a popular Govern- 
ernment. I submit these points to the serious 
consideration and sober reflection of gentlemen in 
the opposition, without further remark. But they 
should reflect upon the consequences of this op- 
position, They should remember that we live in 
the only Republic, the only free Government on 
earth; that a deadly blow has been aimed at its 
vitals by the fell hand of tyranny, For many 
years, in my opinion, England has exerted every 
effort in her power to reduce us to a state little 
short of re-colonization. Shall we bow our necks 
and yield them submissively to the yoke, or shall 
we rise, assisted by the Genius of Liberty. and shake 
it from our shoulders? Sir, in this critical situ- 
ation of our affairs, it behooves every patriot to 
rally around the standard of his country. The 
time has come, and now is, when he who is not 
for us, is against us. Should we recede and yield 
one right, we would find England advancing 
and claiming another. Thus, sir,she would pursue 
us part passu, until the last vestige of our liberty 
was swallowed up. With these impressions on 
my mind, I give my vote most cheertully for re- 
sistance, for the passage of this bill, and the vig- 
orous prosecution of the war. 

Mr. Kina, of Massachusetts, addressed the 
Chair as follows: 

Mr. Chairman—It is with great reluctance 
that Irise in this debate; nothing but an impe- 
rious sense of duty could have compelled me— 
especially at this protracted period of it—after 
those brilliant displays of genius, learning. and 
eloquence, which, with pleasure and instruction, 
we have witnessed from both sides of the Hall. 
In this brilliant contest they appear like brothers 
of the same national family; and the same spark 


of divinity moves and animates them in debate. 
Such instances add celebrity to our national char- 
acter. In that every American has an interest; 
and though they are above emulation, still each 
individual may claim his proportion of the honor. 
I have only to regret that those gentlemen in the 
majority who have thus distinguished themselves, 
had not a better cause to advocate; and that my 
friends in the minority, who have at least equally 
distinguished themselves, could only deserve 
suecess. 

Speaking, sir, of national character, and of 
what tends to ascertain and extend it, I should do 
injustice to unrivalled merit, and to my own 
feelings, did [ not advert to our Navy—a Navy 
identified with glory itself; the herocs of which, 
if I may be permitted the allusion, have fixed the 
stars of our flag in the Heavens, as a new and 
brilliant constellation in this Western hemisphere;, 
a sign in which we conquer; our heavenly guide 
to victory. 

When, sir, from these brilliant objects, I bring 
down my mind to your mouldering, dispirited, t 
might add, disgraced Army, and to your conten- 
tious boasting Generals, I can scarcely persuade 
myself that they belong to the same nation, or 
form a part of the same system. And when È 
extend my view further and consider your sea- 
coast, from the Mississippi to the St. Croix, in- 
vested by the hostile squadrons of your enemy 3. 
and when I turn my attention to your Northern 
frontier, and behold it, for a long distance, wrapt 
in flames, and its distressed and defenceless in- 
habitants flying before an exasperated foe, and 
the sacred soil of our country in the possession of 
that foe, I could almost wish for power to eall 
down the vengeance of Heaven, upon those rash 
and guilty men, who have drawn our country 
into the vortex of misery and ruin. “O my soul, 
come not thou into their secret; unto their as- 
sembly, mine honor be not thou united !” 

And what, Mr. Chairman, is the object of this. 
wide waste of desolation? Sailors’ rights are 
now said to be the motive—the conquest of Can- 
ada the object. And do yon suppose that the 
bold and generous sailors of America, who have 
been unfortunately impressed into foreign service, 
would wish their rights to be asserted at this ex- 
pense of blood and treasure? At the expense of 
the lives of thousands and the bappiness of mil- 
lions? Believe me, they would not. I know 
their nature well—their generous and humane 
feelings. With a man in distress, friend or foe, 
they would cheerfully share their last biscuit. 
{Asa practical illustration of the humanity of 
the sailor, Mr. K. here instanced the case of one 
on board of a public ship, who subseribed tuwards 
the relief of the sufferers by the late fire at Ports- 
mouth more than was due him for wages, observ- 
ing that the balance might be stopped from his. 
accruing wages. | 

But Canada, it seems, must be conquered.. 
What do we want of Canada? What is there 
for us to covet? Is it to free the mongrel French 
from English power? Or to conquer that country 
for the tyrant of France—as having formerly beer 
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a dependency of France? The Canadians will | tutions, and the happiness or misery of the Amer- 
not thank you. They contribute little now to-; ican people. Yes, sir, upon the judgment which 
wards the expenses of their Government ; but for į that people shall pronounce upon that issue, their 
the liberty you would give them, they must be | existence asa free people depends. Do thou, O 
severely taxed: at least, if you place them upon! God! interpose thine eternal wisdom, and lead 


an equality with American citizens. Sir, this j 
Administration never intended to conquer Can- | 
ada. Had they, they would have launched their | 
ships-of-the-line, steered up the gulf and river of | 
St. Lawrence, and thundered at the walls of! 
Quebec. Then, sir, we should have believed | 
them in carnest. This would have been to enter 
boldly at the door of conquest. But now, like 
thieves and robbers, you have broken into the 
house by the windows and despoiled the defence- į 
less inhabitants. If I cherished the least enmity | 
towards any individual in this House, or in this 
nation, nay, in the world (of which Tam not sen- , 
sible) I could wish him no worse fortune than toj 
be obliged to go and take Canada. | 

Until this Administration shall have accounted ; 
with the American people, for the numerous lives i 
which they have sacrificed, and for the immense 
treasures which they have squandered in this | 
hopeless, this disastrous war, every species of sup- ! 
ply for its continuance should be withheld. It is: 
then the sacred duty of the Representatives of the 
people, to refuse the aid requested by the billi 
now under consideration, and every other aid | 
which may be requested for the same object. | 
Here, sir, l shall leave Canada, and the several |! 
topics drawa by gentlemen into this debate. 
Abler hands have done ample justice to the sub- 
ject. To other subjects of importance connected 
with the war, permit me now to ask your at- 
tention. 

When, sir, this Administration declared their 
war against England, they proclaimed to the 
world, what they were pleased to consider its jus- ; 
ufying causes: Those citizens, who were op-i 
posed to this Adminstration and to their war, pub- | 


their minds to a correct decision. 

The petty successes of party; the ephemeral 
triumphs of political dispulants over their adver- 
saries, are of no real importance tothe American 
people. It is to the general policy or system pur- 
sued by any administration, which elevates them 
to nauonal wealth and respectability, or over- 
whelms them with ruin and disgrace. Although, 
sir, I shall feel myself compelled to condemn the 
general policy of the present Administration, this 
shall by no means involve an indiscriminate con- 
demnation of all my fellow-citizens, who have 
seen fit to rally under their banners. For we 
well know, that there are many men of integrity 
and talents, in both political parties, who do not 
choose to revolve within the contracted sphere of 
mere party polities; but who nobly dare assert 
their independence of party prejudice, with a 
steady and single view to the prosperity and glory 
of America. And I felicitate my country that 
there are many such within these walls. 

The influence of Government upon a people 
is wellknown. Political writers with great truth 
assert, that whenever a people are prosperous and 
contented at home and respected abroad, the Gov- 
ernmentof that people must be well administered; 
that, on the contrary, when general discontent, 
distress, and wretchedness, prevail among the peo- 
ple of any nation, with degradation in the eyes 
of foreign nations, the administration of such a 
country must be feeble, corrupt, or wicked. Ia 
the one case, it is like our own majestic rivers, 
confined within the limits fixed by the God of 
nature, whose gentle currents flow through im- 
mense regions, spreading fertility and abundance 
among the people, and expanding as they How 


lished to the world what they deemed its causes. | to an ocean of wealth and prosperity. The other 
The one relied upon the illegal blockades, im- | is like the same rivers, swollen by torrents, burst- 


pressment, and the Orders in Council of Great j 
Britain. The other imputed it to the art, dupli- 
city and intrigue, of the imperial despot of France. 
Perhaps a combination of these causes led to the 
calamitous result; though without French in- 
trigue it never would have been produced. 

But [have another view of this subjeet to which 


I solicit the attention of this House, and of the! 


American people. I consider this war as the ne- 
cessary and inevitable result of that policy and 
systern of measures, so long pursued by the pres- 
ent and immediately preceding Administration, 
under Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison. Yes, sir, 
I consider this war, connected as itis with your 
embargo and your internal system of taxation, 


which indeed grew out of it, as bringing to an im-!} 


portant issue before the tribunal of the Amercan 
people, the great question fora long time depeud- 
ing between the rival parties in America, as to the 
correctness or incorrectness of their respective sys- 
tems of measures. It is indecd a taomentous, a 
solemn question ; involving the Administration of 
our Government, the existence of our federal insti- 


+ 


ing their natural barriers, and detuging the coun- 
| try with misery and desolation. The one, in 
i fine, is like the glorious sun himself, in the mild- 
| ness of his majesty, animating all nature and dis- 
| pensing health and wealth to favored elimates ; 
i the other is like his torrid heats and blasts, scat- 
tering pestilence, disease, and death, through de- 
voted lands. 

Upon such principles and facts as these, I should 
be perfectly willing to bring toa concise issue 
before the American people, the important ques- 
tion, for a long time litigated, relative to the 
merit or demerit of the respective political sys- 
tems which have been tried in this country. 

If, sir, under Washington, this people advanced 
with a more rapid progress than any nation under 
heaven, to national respectability and happiness 3 
andif the same people, under the Administration 
of Jefferson and Madison, have been deprived by 
them of most of their national blessings, and are 
rapidly declining, from their proud elevation, 
into misery and discontent: can they for a mo- 
ment hesitate to which to give the preference; 


| 
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can they not instantly 
which the antidote? To the intelligence of the | 
American people the decision is with confidence | 
submitted. 

Sir, the American people can have no prefer- 
ence, no partiality, no attachment, for one set of 
men or rulers, over another, except as the one 
may be more useful to them than the other, by 
their virtue, their talents, or their integrity. And 
believe me, sir, and I call God to witness the 
truth of the declaration, that I do not make this 
appeal to the judgment and intelligence of the 
American people, from any low, sordid, party 
views or motives whatever. For myself I expect 
nothing, I hope for nothing, from this or any Ad- 
ministration of my country: except that protec- 
tion in the enjoyment of my life, property, liberty, 
and domestic fireside, which I have a right to 
expect in common with my fellow-citizens ; and 
to sce inviolate the sepulchres of our fathers. 
For there are times, in the affairs of men, when 
the post of honor is indeed a private station; and 
I infinitely prefer my humble habitation in the 
wilds of Maine, to any post of honor or profit in 
the power of Administration to bestow. Yes, sir, 
infiuitely more dear to me is my humble dwell- 
ing there, than would be the splendid misery of 
yon palace. 

Lhave remarked, sir, that I consider the pre- 
sent war of the Administration as the necessary 
result of that system of measures, if system it 
can be called, in relation to vur own country and 
to foreign nations, which has been sv loug and so 
obstinately persevered in by Mr. Jefferson and 
Mr. Madison. This system was first proposed by 
Mr. Jefferson, when Secretary of State, in his 
laborious and celebrated report to Congress in 
1793, on the privileges and restrictions of our com- 
merce in foreign ports. Upon which report were 
predicated the equally celebrated resolutions pro- 
posed by Mr. Madison, thena representative from 
Virginia to Congress, in January, 1794. In the 
debates upon these resolutions, Mr. Madison and 
the other advocates thereof, contended, as we 
are informed by the distinguished historian of 
that period, Chief Justice Marshall: © ‘That the 
‘propositions submitted by these resolutions, 
‘ were the strongest weapon America possessed, 
‘and would, more probably than any other, re- 
‘store her to all her political and commercial 
‘ rights.” They further urged them on the ground 
of justice to France, by whom it was said our 
ships and produce were more favorably received 
than by Great Britain, or, in the language of the i 
day, * The primary motive of these resolutions, | 
‘as acknowledged by their defenders, was not 
‘the inerease of agriculture, manufactures, and 
‘navigation, but to humble Great Britain and 
í build up France.” (And the same motive has į 
most preposterously actuated those defenders to 
this day.) “And that if Great Britain should 
t retaliate, (he effects of a commercial contliet 
* would be felt by her much more sensibly than 
tby the United States.” 

Thus were thickly sown the tares of that sys- 
tem of commercial warfare, which have since 
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decide which is their bane, | sprung up and ripened into non-i 


mportations, 
non-intercourse, embargo, and war. Well might 
the political writers in Great Britain consider 
this system as war in disguise; well might they 
view it as a system of coercion, acting upon the 
distresses and discontents of their manufacturers, 
laborers, and mechanics. But what is indeed 
most surprisiug in the progress of this business 
is, that Great Britain was disposed to, and ac- 
tually did consider it, though aimed principally 
against her, as merely commercial restrietion or 
municipal regulation. While France, which it 
professed to build up, in some instances, considered 
it as hostile to the rights of her subjects and the 
dignity of her empire. 

As tothe fate of these resolutions of Mr. Madison, 
the wisdom, integrity, and firmness of Washing- 
ton shielded our country against their pernicious 
effects. But different indeed was the case, when 
other men and other counsels predominated in our 
country. I shall not dwell upon the violent op- 
position to the Administration of Washington, 
whereby this change was effected; nor upon the 
means by which the sceptre of power in Amer- 
ica passed into other hands. It may not, how- 
ever, be improper to remark, that it could be no 
ordinary opposition which could wring from the 
breast of Washington these words, as recorded 
by the historian above named: “ For the result 
t (of certain calumnies against him and his mea- 
‘ sures) as it respects myself, I care not. Ihave 
‘a consolation within, of which no earthly efforts 
t can deprive me; and that is, that neither am- 
* bitious or interested motives have influenced my 
‘conduct. The arrows of malevolence, there- 
t fore, however barbed and pointed, can never 
: reach my most vulnerable part; though whilst I 
‘am upas a mark they will be continually aimed 
‘at me.” They were, indeed, continually aimed 
at thee, departed excellence, and with the more 
unerring aim, as these base assassins of reputa- 
tion were concealed from public view, some too 
elevated, others too low for ordinary vision, and 
thus in secret pointed their envenomed shafts at 
the unsuspecting hero aud father of his coun- 
try! Yetthese very men now affect, with a very 
ill grace indeed. to look up to Washington as 
their model! Nay, some of them even conde- 
scended to shed crocodile tears over his remains. 

As soon as Mr. Jefferson had attained the 
highest political elevation in this country, which 
he had sought with so much ardor and persever- 
ance, and a fair opportunity offered, this system 
of commercial warfare, this most potent weapon 
(as its defenders ealled it) which America pos- 
sessed, was let off against this unhappy country. 
I shall not here, particularly, enumerate those 
oppressive acts of commercial restriction, which, 
in rapid succession, like the plagues of Egypt, 
were hurled against this devoted people. Pass- 
ing hy the interdiction of commerce, at the in- 
stance of Franee, with a part of Hispaniola, the 
system commenced with the non-importation act 
of 180G—embargo in 1807—war in 1812—and, 
without naming various intervening acts, €m- 
bargo again in 1813. 
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tention, and effect between this American conti- 
nental system and that of France. And there 
cannot be the least doubt but that he considered 
some of your acts, from his language and declara- 
tions, as adopting his continental system. Widely 
different were the effects of this system upon 
Great Britain and France. Great Britain, against 
whom it was almost exclusively intended and 
directed, considered it as mere commercial regu- 
lation ; which indeed bore hard upon some of her 
subjects, but it almost cleared the ocean of the 
only commercial competitor which she had to 
encounter. And she saw and well knew that it 
must react with tenfold severity on our own 
country. 

In France, on the contrary—France, which 
was to be built up by this system—calamitous 
and humiliating were its effects. The conse- 
quence there was, as Mr. Monroe, Secretary of 
State, correctly observed in his letter of instruc- 
tions to Mr. Barlow, then our Minister at Paris, 
that “the ordinary usages of commerce between 
‘t friendly nations were abandoned”—* that under 
‘the Bayonne decree (17th March, 1808) they 
‘seized American vessels and cargoes, pretending 
“that as under the emhargo no American vessel 
f could navigate the ocean, all who were found 
“upon it were trading on British acconnt and 
‘ were lawful prize.” But the fact, as Mr. Monroe 
adds, was otherwise. “The Rambouillet decree 
‘(23d March, 1810) was, as the Secretary says, a 
t still more unjustifiable aggression upon the rights 
“of the United States, and invasion of the property 
‘of their citizens; it made a sweep of all Ameri- 
t can property within the reach of French power. 
“It was also retrospective, extending back to the 
‘20th of May, 1809. The law of the first of 
‘March, 1809, which raised the embargo and 
“substituted what was commonly called the non- 
‘intercourse law, was the pretext of this measure, 
t which was intended as an act of reprisal.” 

Permit me here to remark that the principal 
decrees of France, and Orders in Council of Great 
Britain, were reciprocally intended to retaliate 
the insults and injuries supposed by them respect- 
ively to have been received; and not originally 
aimed at neutral commerce. Was it, for this 
cause, wise or prudent in our Government to be- 
come a party in that war which had for a long 
time destructively raged in Europe, without at 
least a certainty of greater positive good to this 
people, by war, than by negotiation? The cap- 
ture of several of your armies, the great loss of 
men by pestilence and the sword, the impoverish- 
ment of your country and its citizens, the invest- 
ment of your seacoast, and the actual occupation 
of a part of your territory, and the desolation of 
your northern frontier by your enemy, have taught 
you a severe and important lesson upon this 
subject. 

Permit me further to remark, that the rash, 
imprudent, not to say unconstitutional act of an 
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disastrous event: I mean, sir, by conferring upon 
your President a power which could only be ex- 
ercised by the three branches of the Legislature 
(inclusive of the Executive) by vesting him with 
the arbitrary, the dangerous power, of enforcing 
or repealing one of your laws at his pleasure. 
Sir, what right had these three branches to dele- 
gate to one of them a power which the people 
had intrusted to the whole? By the same prin- 
ciple they might delegate it to either of the three 
branches; or to any individual in this country ; 
nay, to Bonaparte himself. I allude to the force 
given by the act of March, 1809, to a proclama- 
tion of your President; and which, as was to 
have been expected, was afterwards so notoriously 
abused; whereby he was to enforce the provis- 
ions of your non-intercourse law against one of 
the belligerents, if the other by a certain time re- 
pealed or modified her edicts. Which power was 
even enlarged by the act of the 2d of March, 
1811, whereby the proclamation of the President 
was made the only evidence of the fact upon 
which it ought to issue; whether, as in the first 
case, that fact had happened or not, It was in- 
deed to be absolute verity, not to be averred 
against in law or equity. That man, ambitious 
of power, who, in this or any other country, pos- 
sesses this, need not lament the want of any 
other. Itis a power, sir, I would intrust to no 
being under Omnipotence. And the abuse of it is 
some evidence of the folly ofconferring it. There 
is, indeed, much plain truth in the old adage, that 
in a multitude of counsellors there is safety. 
Such power ought to be intrusted to no indi- 
vidual, whether Fimperor, King, or President. 

I will now, sir, read, if not for the information 
of the House, at least for that of the American 
people, (and I shall make no apology for drawing 
their attention afresh to the subject,) a part of 
the memorable letter of the 5th of August, 1810, 
from the Duke de Cadore, the French Seeretary, 
to General Armstrong. A letter, I presume, which 
will never be forgotten by the American Gov- 
ernment or people, as forming a part of one of 
the most infamous cheats and frauds that ever 
disgraced the Cabinet of that intriguing nation; 
and which, instead of having been the founda- 
tion ofa friendly proclamation, might with more 
justice have been made the foundation of a de- 
claration of war: 


“Pants, Augusti 5, 1810. 


«J have laid before His Majesty, the Emperor and 
King, the act of Congress of the Ist May. 

“His Majesty could have wished that this act, and 
all other acts of the Government of the United States 
which interest France, had always been officially made 
known to him. 

“The Emperor had applauded the general embargo 
laid by the United States on all their vessels, because 
that measure, if it has been prejudicial to France, had 
in it at least nothing offensive to her honor. 

‘The act of the first of March has raised the em- 
bargo; and substituted for it a measure the most in- 
jurious to the interests of France. 
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«This act, o 
commerce of France, at the time it authorized that to 
Spain, Naples, and Holland, that is to say, to the 
countrics under French influenec, and denounced 
confiscation against all French vessels which should 
entcr the ports of America. Reprisal was a right, and 
commanded by the dignity of France, a cireumstance 
on which it was impossible to make a compromise. 
The sequester of all American vessels in France has 
been the necessary consequence of the measures taken 
by Congress. 

“ Now Congress retrace their steps; they revoke the 


act of the first of March; the ports of America are open : 
to French commerce, and France is no longer inter- į 


dicted to the Americans. 

“Tn this new state of things, I am authorized to 
declare to you, sir, that the decrees of Berlin and Milan 
are revoked, and that after the first day of November 
they will cease to have effect; it being understood that 
in consequence of this declaration the English shall 
revoke their Orders in Council, and remove the new 
principle of blockade which they have wished to es- 
tablish, or that the United States, conformably to the act 
you have just communicated, shall cause their rights 
to be respected by the English. 

“Tt is with the most particular satisfaction, sir, that 
I make known to you this determination of the Em- 


peror. His Imperial Majesty loves the Americans. | 


Their prosperity and their commerce are within the 
scope of his policy.” 
Let us first see what figure an American Con- 


pees makes on this French canvass. Offended 
y one of your laws of mere municipal regula- 


tion, (and so considered by Great Britain,) the, 


haughty tyrant says-—* Reprisal was a righi, and 
commanded by the dignity of France;” then 
calmly adds---*The sequester of all American 
vessels in France has been the necessary couse- 
quence of the measures taken by Congress.” He 
then insultingly subjoins—* Now Cungess retrace 
their steps.” Ay, sir, Representatives, Senators, 
and President, all—all “retrace their steps.” The 
tyrant frowns—they stop; he seizes all American 
property—they retrace their steps; he commands 
it, and they repeal the obnoxious statute: or, in 
other words, and in his imagination, they fall 
prostrate at the tyrants feet! Then, indeed, as 
the noble Duke has the satisfaction of stating, 
* His Majesty loves the Americans !”-——“ His Ma- 
jesty loves the Americans!” Yes, sir, it is even 
so written, “ His Majesty loves the Americans!” 
He loves the Americans? and seizes, sequesters, 
and condemns all the property within his reach. 
He love the Americans! and immure our defence- 
less sailors in his dungeons! His very smiles (if 
such a monster ever does smile) are to betray ; 
his friendly professions, treachery; his love de- 
struction; an alliance with him, would be the 


unnatural conjunction, by a tyrant of antiquity, ; 


of a dead corpse with a living body. Not the 
tiger crouvhing for his prey, nor the lion roar- 
ing for his food, is more to be dreaded than this 
scourge, this pestilence, this death. I would spurn 
from my country his love, his professions, and 
his treachery. 

Still “His Majesty loves the Americans; their 


{ which the Emperor knew nothing | prosp 
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erity and their commerce are w 
scope of his policy.” No doubt, sir; 
j when within the scope of his power. But this 
i kind “Emperor is pleased in aggrandizing the 
: United States,” by stripping their unprotected 
| citizens of all the property within his grasp, and 
expecting hereafter to aggrandize the United 
States by generously declaring them a territory 
iof France, and by elevating them to the dignity 
| of his Empire, adding to his other titles that of 
| Lover of the Americans. How was it possible, 
sir, that any man in his senses could have been 
: deceived by a paper like this? How was it pos- 
sible for your President to give it the least faith 
or credit? Tt carries treachery and deceit on the 
face of it. Yet, sir, on this deception was predi- 
cated the fatal proclamatiun of your President of 
the 2d November, 1810, whereby he proclaimed 
to the world that, on the day before, ata place 
: more than three thousand miles from him, a cer- 
‘tain fact had happened, essential to the validity 
‘of that proclamation, but which, in truth, did not 
i take place till April after, and which was not pro- 
| mulgated till May, 1812, in seasun to effect the 
i rescinding of the British Orders in Council; in 
| such time that neither fact should be known in 
this country till after your declaration of war; 
| and the intent of that declaration was the subject 
| of conversation in Paris before it was in America. 
Our Government had certainly agreed with that 
of France to declare war by a certain day, (say 
the first of June, 1812.) unless the British Orders 
in Council should be rescinded before that day. 
And they did but too faithfully keep their word, 
Sir, Congress themselves did not believe that 
_the Wrench Decrees were repealed so late as 
| March, 1811, when they re-enacted the provi- 
į sions of your non-intercourse law, which had been 
‘attempted to be revived by this proclamation. 
j And Bonaparte, though solicited to save the ap- 
| parent veracity of your President, intending to 
| add the grossest insult to the highest injury, would 
i not condescend to found his repealing decree upon 
i that proclamation, because he well knew it was 
‚a mere dead letter, as his decrees were not re- 
;pealed when that proclamation was issued; but 
į he founded it upon the act of March, 1811, as an 
| act of resistance to British aggression. ‘The only 
: concession he made to the proclamation, was to 
. Suspend a few condemnations, though not any of 
i his captures or seizures. Is it not then apparent 
: that our Government has by this imperial desput 
j been grossly deceived? Willingly aud blindly 
i led on, step by step, to a situation frum which they 
. could not recede without disgrace and dishonor 
; to themselves, or go forward without distress and 
ruin to their country 2 
“Alas, their dazzled eyes 

i Beheld this man in a false glaring light, 
, Which conquest and success have thrown upon him! 
: Did they but view him right, they'd see him black 
i With murder, treason, sacrilege, and crimes, 
That strike my soul with horror but to name ’em !” 
; Attend for a moment, sir, to the declarations of 
; your President himself, in his three Messages pre- 
ceding this session. You will find him speaking 


ithin the 
no doubt, 
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of millions of American property—and of a large | tion of Mr. Madison. We well know that a sus- 
proportion of our national spirit and reputation. | pension of that declaration for two months only 
In his Message at the last session he speaks of | would have prevented the supposed necessity of 
“delays before so unreasonably spun out.” Yes, | it; saved thousands of lives, and millions of trea- 


sure, and our country from disgrace and ruin. Is 
it too much, then, to assert, that he bought his 
way into the Presidency, and thus ingloriously 
rose on the misery and disgrace of his country ? 
But, sir, the demoralizing, the calamitous ef- 
fects of this commercial restriction and war, are 
the most to be deprecated, The ruin of com- 
merce and the oppression of the merchane and 
sailor, are evils too great to be longer borne, And 
all this wide waste and ruin in a war professedly 
for “free trade and sailors rights!” What has the 
merchant and the sailor done to draw down upon 
them the destructive vengeance of Government ? 
Search the world, where will you find a more en- 
terprising, more intelligent class of citizens than 
the merchants of America? Your once over- 
flowing Treasury, the immense riches which for- 
merly flowed into our country, were indeed 
P oaa monuments of their industry and enter- 
: ” tise. Consider likewise the hardy, adventurous 
And break at toourhopes Ha of America ; every sea and climate bore wit- 
One word, as to the fact, that the promulgation | ness to their intrepidity and boldness. Nay, sir, 
of the French repealing decree was the ground of | in the present war, from the deepest abyss of in- 
rescinding the British Orders in Council; which, | famy and disgrace they have plucked up, and now 
however, an honorable gentleman, on a former | hold suspended, your drowning honor by the 
occasion, said that no gentleman on this floor | locks! 
dare assert. Yes, sir, in the language ofmenaces—| But in eulogising one class of this abused, in- 
dare assert! Now it happened that every gentle- | sulted, and oppressed people, E do injustice to the 
man on this side of the House, who followed that | rest. Would to God it were possible, from the 
honorable gentleman in debate, not only dared to | elevation of this Capitol. or of yon palace, that this 
assert, but actually to prove the fact. And, sir,! Government could behold the disgrace, distress, 
if you take as competent the same witness made | and ruin, their acts have brought on this coun- 
use of by that honorable gentleman himself, the | try. But the Executive part of the Government, 
fact is susceptible of the most complete proof. I! living at their ease in splendid mansions, main- 
| 


sir, spun out indeed! Ang he will continue to 
spin them out, so long as you condescend to send 
him the raw material. Yes, sir, here were spun 
those halters which, in the appropriate language 
of an eloquent gentleman on a former occasion, 
were by France so twisted round the necks of 
this Administration, that nothing but the sword 
of war could sever them. 

Why then disgrace our country by keeping 
your Minister dancing attendance atthe Court of 
this proud, sanguinary, and faithless tyrant? Is 
Republican America to be the only nation to prop 
his tottering throne? Thank God the “tyrant 
falls, and the world again is free!” Let us, then, 
emancipate our country from this imperial slav- 
ery! and with the immortal bard exclaim— 


“Then he these juggling fiends no more believ’d, 
That palter with us in a double sense; 
That keep the word of promise to our ear, 


mean the Prince Regent himself, in his very | tained at the publie charge, fed by the people, 
rescinding decree. But, sir, passing by that,| (who yet appear “to lick the hand just raised to 
the fact is proved by one of that honorable gen- | shed their blood,”) little, ah little! do they think 
tleman’s political friends; one, too, whom he will! of the accumulated misery and distress which 
not be disposed to disbelieve. I mean the Presi-| their oppressive acts have brought upon this once 
dent himself, who, in his Message to Congress in | happy country. 

November, 1812, says, “This proceeding, (the} Sir, you will drive this people to madness! 
promulgation of the French repealing decree.) al- | Restore them to peace before it he toolate! Re- 
though made the ground of the repeal of the f store to them their commerce, their fisheries, their 
British Orders in Council, is rendered by the time | accustomed modes of supporting their families, 
and manner of it liable to many objections.” | before they turn upon you in despair! Restore 
Ay, sir, “made the ground of the repeal of the|to them millions of property sacrificed in this 
British Orders in Council.” Now, sir, let that | ruinous contest—restore sons to their fathers— 
honorable gentleman go to the palace and beard | fathers to their wretched wives and childrea— 
your President, and demand of him how he dare} whose blood now cries from the ground for ven- 
pronounce to the American people this damning | geance upon their cursed betrayers, who owe 
fact? Nor, sir, can any reflecting man doubt, | their greatness to their country’s ruin; then, in- 
that had either the fact of the promulgation of | stead of “curses not loud but deep,” the blessings 
the French repealing decrec, or of the British re-| of those ready to perish wiil light upon you. 
scinding order, been known in America prior tol Sir, I will conclude by declaring to all our ene- 
the declaration of war, that destructive event} mies, both forcign and domestice, that however 
widely we may differ upon minor points, however 
justly and pointedly we condemn the violence and 
oppressive acts of our rulers, America is still our 


would not have taken place. And it is not too 
much to add, that had not the Presidential elec- 
tion been pending, that declaration would not 


with that of their sons! 

Mr. Waicut.—The wide range gentlemen have 
taken in the discussion of this bill for the in- 
crease of the Army, although not confined to the 
merits of the bill, will not only justify me, but 
make it my duty to follow them. My long and 
patient attention to their arguments furnishes a 
just confidence that I also, in my turn, shall be 
attended to. In order to present to the American 
people the conduct and characters of the party, I 
must entreat the indulgence of the House while 
I exhibit them in their true colors. I will show 
their systematic opposition to the Government 
from the commencement of Mr. Jefferson’s Ad- | ratified by Mr. Adams in the last year of his Ad- 
ministration up to the present time, having, in| ministration, whereby, no doubt, twenty-four mil- 


| 

Es passed the memorable law, called “ the 
1800, been myself appointed to the Senate of 7 lions of American property were sacrificed, but 

| 


Gag Law,” to expire with Mr. Adamss Admin- 
istration ; so that really, on investigation, it will 
be found that the Republicans are the friends to 
the liberty of speech, and not the Federal party. 
Now, let me call your attention to the treaty 
with France, which was also charged on Mr. 
Jefferson’s Administration, and for which he was 
denounced as sacrificing twenty-four millions of 
dollars of mercantile American property al the 
shrine of France, when, in fact, thal treaty was 


United States, and having been ever since a mem- | by a Federal Senate, and at the shrine of Great 
ber of that body in the government of Maryland, | Britain. 
or in this House, so that the history I shall give} By the second article of the treaty it was stip- 
will not be at second hand. ulated that'France and America should adjust 
You will all recollectas soon as Mr. Jefferson en- | the respective claims of the American merchants 
tered into office, he was charged with being opposed | for French captures, said to be equal to twenty- 
to a navy, and, as an evidence of that fact, that| four millions of dollars, and the claim France set 
he was selling off the ships that had been built or | up for damages in our not aiding her in the de- 
purchased in the preceding Administration, al- | fence of her West India islands, agreeably to the 
though they well knew the fact, that the sale of | guarantee of the Treaty of 1778, in which France 
those ships was in compliance with an act of|reciprocated to us the guarantee of the United 
Congress passed in the last year of Adams’s Ad- | Staies against Great Britain, and had, so far, ful- 
ministration; but so devoted were the party to] filled it. The Senate, no doubt, to absolve the 
fix this charge on Mr. Jeflerson, that they have! United States from their guarantee to France, 
persisted in it; and it has been insinuated even; and to secure Great Britain against our perform- 
during the present session. Although 1 do not | ing our engagement to France, gave up the said 
mean to object to the sale of these ships, as Lhave | twenty-four millions of dollars. This being the 
understood it was because they were not worth | fact and the effect, they therefore rejected the 
repairing, yet I do protest against the unfounded | second article of the treaty, and Mr. Adams him- 
clamors against the Administration for doing | self had the firmness, in his ratification of the 
that which they did not do. treaty, to protest against the striking out of the 
The honorable gentleman from New Hamp- | second article, declaring that he ratified the trea- 
shire (Mr. Wepster) has in strong terms advo- | ty without the second article, because the Senate 
cated the liberty of speech and of the press. Has j had refused to ratify it with it. And, however 
either been attacked? I can assure that genile- | extraordinary this conduct of the Senate, and 
man that I respect these rights as much as he can, | however distinctly marked by Mr. Adams’s dis- 
and will as zealously endeavor to preserve them ; | approbation, yet the Opposition had the hardi- 
but, in doing this, Í must not be expected to ad- | hood not only to charge it on Mr. Jefferson’s Ad- 
vocate their licentiousness, the only rock on which | ministration, but also as a sacrifice to France. 
they will ever be in danger of being shipwrecked.| Will gentlemen, after practices so odious and 
But, in limiting their exercise, 1 shall confine | misrepresentations so palpable, when pressed to 
them only to the Constitution, the law, and a themselves to the truth, charge us with 


truth; limits beyond which, I presume, no hon- | attempting to restrain the liberty of speech or of 
orable man can wish to carry them. And here} the press? Can honorable men attempt to justify 
permit me to suggest to speakers and printers the | such licentiousness ? 

very admirable rule prescribed by Mr. Eulick to] ‘The Administration is charged as being gov- 
himself in his history of the war of 1756, and in- | erned by France in all its movements; and this 
scribed in the title page:—* Est historici nequid | memorable French treaty, ratified at the time 
falsi audeat dicere, nequid veri non audeat.” Had | and in the manner I have stated, has been often 
that rule been adopted, Mr. Jefferson’s Adminis- | pressed upon the American people, as evidence of 
tration would not have been charged with sell- | the fact. ; 

ing the ships sold by a former Administration,] It will be recollected, that, by the second arti- 
nor would the desire to restrain its licentiousness | cle of this French treaty, the spoliations made by 
have been ascribed to the Republican party. as a | France were to have been paid; but, by striking 
wish to restrain the liberty of speech or of the | out the article, they were given up; as, when a 
press, it being a well known fact, that the article | treaty is made to settle all existing differences, 
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and ratified, it closes al! the claims of the respec- 
tive parties up to the date of the treaty, unless 
expressly reserved. It is alsoa fact, that Spain, 
then holding her political existence almost ai the 
will of France, had suffered France to fit out pri- 


yateers in her ports to cruise against the United | 


States, and had suffered French privateers to 
bring their prizes into Spain, and condemn them 
by French Consular Courts; that Spain made a 
treaty with the United States, in which she stip- 
ulated to pay for these spoliations; that the treaty 
was submitted to the Senate of the United States, 
while I was a member of that body, for ratifica- 
tion; that, on the question being put, the Fed- 
eral members (being then more than one-third) 
voted against it, whereby it was rejected—two- 
thirds cf the Senate being necessary to ratify a 
treaty. The Senate are called on to vote in al- 
phabetical order, and being the last on the list, 
and discovering the treaty would be rejected, I 
voted with them, that thereby I might be enabled 
to move a reconsideration of the treaty, which | 
did; and it was postponed till the next session, 
when we had an accession of strength in the Sen- 
ate—the people having got their eyes opeu. 

Here again our merchants were sacrificed, and, 
in my opinion, again at the shrine of Great Brit- 
ain—the Federalists being unwilling to settle our 
differences with Spain, because the ally of France, 
then at war with England, and kept these spolia- 
tions unsettled to justify a war against her. 

Between that time and the next session, Spain 
herself objected to the payment of the spoliations 
made by French privateers fitted out in Spain, 
and the spoliations made by French privateers 
brought into Spain and condemned by French 
Consular Courts ;—that the United States had 
absolved France from all spoliations, for which 
France was responsible; and that, in the cases stip- 
ulated by the Spanish treaty, to be paid by Spain, 
it was as accessary to France, and for which 
France was responsible over to her as principal 
and that, under such circumstances, our discharge 
of the principal upon principles of justice dis- 
charged the accessary. 

That Iam correct in my conjecture as to the 
cause of rejecting this treaty—to wit, to bring 
about a war with Spain—lI will show you their 
conduct about the time of the purchase of Louis- 
jana. Previous to this, Spain had, by treaty, 
granted to the United States the navigation of the 
Mississippi, and bad assigned to her a place of de- 
posite at New Orleans, with an express stipula- 
tion that she might at any time arrest the right 
of deposite at New Orleans, on assigning a con- 
venient place of deposite on the banks of the river. 
Spain arrested vur right of deposite at New Or- 
leans, which no doubt was v 
but (as she lawfully might) assigned a plac 
deposite on the banks of the river, agreeably to 
her stipulation. But, the Federalists in the 
Senate were so keen fora war with Spain, on 
account of her changing the place of deposite, 
that an honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Ross) offered to volunteer his services in a 


war against her; and the whole of the party in 


ery injurions te us, | and the public burden. 1 
e of : that Russia was the ally of France, 


| the Senate were so bent on taking possession of 
the property of Spain in that quarter, that they 
declared that New Orleans was the key of the 
Mississippi, and that the people on its waters could 
not be kept in the Union without its use, and im- 
plicated the loyalty of that people, who, during 
| the present war, have so eminently distinguished 
themselves, and covered themselves with glory; 
and (strange to tell!) that, among the causes of 
this contemplated war, were enumerated the very 
| spoliations that Spain had once stipulated to pay, 
jand which they themselves had rejected ! But, 
{had you witnessed their declarations as to the 
importance and inestimable value of these pos- 
sessions, at the time they wished to involve the 
| nation in a war with Spain for their aequisition, 
and afterwards, when acquired by purchase, their 
declarations of their insignificance, you would 
| have been astonished at their versatility, although 
‘they did not cost us more than the expense of a 
single campaign, and although, having purchased 
them by the sword, we should have had to have 
held them by the sword, and that at great ex- 
pense. Nor, sir, can we forget the conduct of that 
party in this House, although their acquisition 
had been once thought of such vital importance to 
the Union, that the Western people would not be 
kept in it without them, yet, the annexing Louis- 
jana to the Union at another time has been in- 
sisted on here, and declared on this floor just cause 
for a dissolution of the Union, * peaceably if they 
can, forcibly if they must.” Then, sir, you will 
recollect that Spain was the ally of France ; but, 
now, how is the scene reversed! Now, Spain 
is the ally of England! Has she paid those spo- 
liations, with their accumulated interest, which 
in the estimation of Federal gentlemen ten years 
ago were just cause of war, and for which our 
Government was then denounced for not going to 
war with Spain for what we had no right to,and 
is now denounced by the same party for taking 
Mobile—a small part thereof, after we have fairly 
purchased it? And you know, sir, the great 
sensibility gentlemen have expressed as to the an- 
nexing Florida to the United States, aud can feel 
no difficulty in discovering the cause—* that 
Spain is the ally of England”—when you review 
their solicitude, which was so ardent, when Spain 
was the ally of France, that they volunteered their 
services upon the occasion. 

Now, let me call your attention to the conduct 
of the party, when Mr. Jefferson nominated a Min- 
ister to Russia. He was denounced for sending 
a Minister toa Russian boor—to a Court with 
whom we had no such connexions as could jus- 
| tify the sending a Minister to it—that it was in- 
| 


tended only to increase the Presidential patronage 
Then, you will recollect, 
but now Russia, 
ally of England. Her Emperor— 
‘the great deliverer of Hurope—he is now eulo- 
gized as the idol of the party, and his victories 
are celebrated with great splendor by that party, 
while our own splendid naval victories are not 
celebrated by them at all. And, can any man of 
common sense feel even a doubt that their devo- 


i has become the 
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And now, sir, the present Administraticn is 
charged with involving the nation in a war 
against the will of the people; that the war is 
unpopular, and the people will not support it. 
What! can the American people be opposed to 
war, when the dire alternatives are war or sub- 
mission? What! have we already forgotten that 
that war was declared by a Jarge majority of the 
Representatives of that people. and have been 
generally re-elected? Have we forgotten that the 
war was approved by almost every State and 
Territory in the Union, by resolutions expressing 
their approbation of it, and pledging their lives 
and fortunes to support it, until the objects for 
which it was declared were obtained? And can 
we ever forget the Federal clamor against the 
President for the declaration of war, and their 
united efforts to defeat his re-election because of 
that declaration? And gentlemen know too well 
the great majority by which he was re-elected, 
which ought to bave silenced the opposition, as 
to the popularity of the war. Whence these 
clamors against the war? and what the cause? 
The clamors are from the East. But, sir, if we 
will examine our own archives, we shall find, 
that, in eighteen hundred and six, remonstrances 
came from Boston, the cradle of the Revolution, 
and from Salem, in her neighborhood, and soon 
after from all the commercial towns in the Uni- 
ted States, complaining of British aggressions, 
claiming of the Government the exercise of all 
their energies, and pledging their lives and for- 
tunes in support of such measures as they might 
adopt for their redress, I ask, have the aggres- 
sions been redressed ? Nay, have they not thick- 
ened upon us? And although the Government, 
with unabating assiduity, used all their means to 
eficet their redress by negotiation, yet so impa- 
tient were they to the East as to declare that the 
Government could not be kicked into a war. 
And did not the President inform us at the time 
we declared war, that every spark of hope to ob- 
tain redress by negotiation was extinguished ? 
And will any man of candor or of truth say, un- 
der such a state of things, war ought not to have 
been declared, and that there was any alternative 
but war or submission ? 

It would seem very strange, indecd, that the 
clamors against the war should proceed from the 
East, where the first remonstrances were made 
praying for redress, and pledging their lives and 
fortunes for the support of such measures as the 
Government might adopt for the purpose, had 
we no means of developing the cause; but, alas! 
I fear its solution will be found in the mission of 
Doctor Henry, who, on the 14th of February, 
1809, at Burlington, in Vermont, in a letter to 
Governor Craig, of Canada, says: “[ learn chat 
‘the Governor of this State is now visiting the 
* towns in the northern section of it, and makes 
‘no secret of his determination, as Commander- 
‘in-Chief of the militia, to refuse obedience to 
“any command of the General Government, 
‘which can tend to interrupt the good under- 


‘standing that prevails between the citizens of 
‘ Vermont and His Majesty’s subjects in Canada. 
‘It is further intimated, that in case of war he 
t will use all his influence to preserve the State 
‘neutral, and resist with all the force he can com- 
‘mand toits being made a party. I need not add, 
‘that if these resolutions are carried into effect, 
* the State of Vermont may be considered as an 
tally of Great Britain.” 

When we consider the conduct of Governor 
Tichenor, in eighteen hundred and nine, as above 
stated, and the recent conduct of Governor Chit- 
tenden, late a member of the Opposition in this 
House, by proclamation, calling home the militia 
draughted into, and then in the publie service, 
the public will be satisfied that Henry’s mission 
was nota fable, nor without effect. 

The honorable gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. WEBSTER) has told us that the Con- 
stitution was a compact anda compromise of the 
States to secure their respective interests; that 
commerce was the great interest of the East, and 
ought to be protected and secured to that section 
of the Union; that the embargo law was a vital 
stab to it, and a violation of the Constitution. I 
admired his talents, and should have been glad to 
have seen them exerted on the side of his bleeding 
country, when her villages on the frontiers were 
smoking in ruins under the conflagration of a 
foreign foe, and our women and children bleed- 
ing under the savage tomahawk, or committed 
to the flames, But that cannot be expceted after 
the declarations that have heen made on this 
floor, and the object of the party avowed, “to 
put down the present Administration” and put 
themselves in power. Delenda est Carthago! 
The President must be put down; and the end 
will justify the means, I suppose, by means law- 
ful or unlawful—per fas aut per nefas—it must 
be done. But the embargo is unconstitutional, 
and the President who advised it must be de- 
nounced. What! has that gentleman forgot that 
under the Administration of the great Wasu- 
INGTON, in seventeen hundred and ninety-four, 
an embargo law passed; and is he prepared to 
charge that venerated patriot, who so eminently 
engaged in the formation of that instrument, by 
whose wisdom it was matured, by whose sign 
manual it was consecrated, and by whose advice 
it was adopted, with a violation of it? His im- 
posing auspices and almost contemporaneous ex- 
position of it, with a member of his Cabinet so 
pre-eminently distinguished for the part he took 
in its construction, ought to have secured the 
embargo law from the charge of unconstitution- 
ality. How will the gentleman feel when ar- 
rayed against that Wasningron who was the 
idol of his country ? Will the object of the party— 
Delenda est Carthago—secure him from the just 
re proaches ofan enlightened and patriotic people? 

But the gentlemen tells us the former embargo 
nearly ruined the people of the East, without 
producing any effect on Great Britain, and the 
present embargo will finish the business. What! 
has the gentleman forgot the pressure it made on 
the people of England, the insurrection which their 
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Has he forgot 
the pressure on the British American colonies, 
and the very memorable proclamation of the 
King of Great Britain inviting our people trea- 
sonably to feed their enemies, and to come to 
Halifax without ships’ papers, with provisions for 
that purpose? We have lately heard General 
Hull denounced for inviting the people of Can- 
ada to violate their allegiance. If, in time of 
war, this is such a crime in an American Gene- 
ral, what in time of peace must have been the 
crime of a British King? Will any man say that 
the embargo law, if it had been faithfully exe- 
cuted, and bad been continued even six months 
longer, would not have had the desired effect, 
after seeing that it produced an insurrection 
among the people of England, and induced their 
King to descend from his throne to practise the 
meanest arts of seduction to draw the American 
people from their allegiance by bribery and cor- 
ruption ? 

That the present embargo law will bear hard 
on the Eastern States there can be no doubt; but 
if there had been, it would have been removed 
on the evidence we have that seventeen thousand 
barrels of flour arrived in Halifax in one day from 
the Eastern States; when we know, too, that all 
the ports from Georgia to New York, inclusive. 
are blockaded, and the Eastern ports left open, 
no doubt to facilitate the supplies to the British, 
as well as by that indulgence to seduce the people 
of the East from their allegiance by making it 
so much their interest. But! hope that that once 
highminded people, who so distinguished them- 
selves in the war of the Revolution, and bore 
with such magnanimity the extraordinary pres- 
sure of that war, will now bear with temper the 
pressure of this war, common to all their sister 
States. 

Sir, in the prosecution of this war, to remunc- 
rate us for the spoliations on our commerce, al- 
most swept from the ocean by a jealous rival of 
our commercial greatness, without the color of 
law, and on the principles they themselves have 
abandoned, Canada was to be invaded; and al- 
though some of our ardent spirits considered it 
an easy conquest, yet it will be recollected that 
some of the Opposition declared we never should 
conquer it, it was so invaluable that Britain would 
never give it up; while others, to avoid our at- 
tempting it, declared it good for nothing; and 
now we are charged with want of energy and 
military talents in not taking it, although it is 
well known that every effort has been made by 
the Opposition to discourage the recruiting ser- 
‘vice and to set the people against the war—and 
that with union its conquest would have been 
easy ;—as the honorable gentleman from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Wersrer) has just told us that 
the four New England States would take it in 
one month with or withoutarms. But so invete- 
rate are they against the Administration, and so 
systematic is their opposition, that whether their 
measures are for war or peace, they alike meet 
their reprobation. And even the mediation of 
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the Emperor of Russia, the very Emperor whose 
victories they have been celebrating, cannot es- 

cape their denunciations; his Minister near the 

United States is charged with misrepresentations, 
and so deadly is their hatred to the Administra- 
tion, that they would defeat its endeavors even 

for an honorable peace, lest its popularity should 

be thereby promoted, and their darling avowed 

object defeated. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Mrb-: 
LER) has told us, “that the war was unjust, un- 
necessary, and inexpedient ;” and yet has told us 
that two of the causes—the Orders in Council 
and blockades—are removed, and that the sub- 
ject of impressment alone remains for adjust- 
ment. And yet the gentleman perseveres in de- 
claring the war unjust, after Great Britain has 
herself revoked her Orders in Council and block- 
ades as unjust. But would’ he consider a war 
unjust to regain thousands of American seamen 
impressed and enslaved, when Britain herself 
disclaims that right, though she imperiously and 
insultingly exercises it; and, to seal her degrada- 
tion, after the war, converts them into prisoners 
of war, whom she previously pretended she had 
impressed as her own subjects? The gentle- 
man further tells us, that the President is not 
qualified to carry on the war, although he admits 
that the Secretary of War possesses great mili- 
tary talents; and the brilliancy of our naval vic- 
tories, which are unrivalled in the annals of his- 
tory, has secured the Secretary of the Navy from 
an attack from that quarter. And I would ask, 
if it was ever expected that the President should 
in person command either the Army or Navy ? 
and whether, if he was, his incompcteney would 
be removed hy producing mutiny in the crew 2 
Would Wasnincron have called this an unjust 
or an unnecessary war, who in 1792 informed the 
British Cabinet that the practice of impressment 
must be discontinued, or that a war would be in- 
evitable? or would he have waited twenty years, 
and until 6,257 American seamen had been im- 
pressed and enslaved, and our commerce swept 
from the ocean? I will*not insult his memory 
by a conjecture! The gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Snerrey ) tells us, he will vote for this bill 
if the force shall be limited to defensive opera- 


tions, Would the gentleman stretch our force 
along our frontier of upwards of a thousand 


miles, and leave the cnemy to attack us, thus 
weakened. where he pleased? In that case, 
what would be the lot of Norfolk? She could 
expect but her proportion of the force. I am 
glad to find the gentleman mending, though 
slowly. Had his logical mind examined the 
premises of the five thousand bill of last session, 
destined exclusively for defence, or the other 
military bills of that session ; and had he reflect- 
ed that the British were then in possession of 
the Michigan Territory ; upon his present prin- 
ciples he could not have voted against them. My 
respect for him will always make me appreciate 
his conversion. 

The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. Stocx- 
TON) is opposed to this bill; first, because he 
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says the troops cannot be raised, from an aver- 


sion to the war. He further tells us we have 
given up “free trade and sailors’ rights, and he 
was glad of it?” That, after war was declared, 
Mr. Russell made a proposition for an arrange- 
ment and an armistice, which Lord Castlereagh 
rejected with disdain. That the same proposi- 
tion was made to Admiral Warren, and rejected 
by him. And that now our Government “had 
. struck their colors,” by appointing Commission- 
ers to meet at Gottenburg, to treat under a pro- 
position of the Prince Regent “upon the princi- 


ples of the law of nations, and the maritime’ 


rights of Great Britain.” Sir, did the Govern- 


ment compromit its character by sending Envoys | 
at the instance of the Prince Regent to make a: 
peace ; and can it bea surrender of free trade ur į 
sailors’ rights to settle our differences upon the : 


principles of the law of nations and the mari- 


time rights of Great Britain? Have we ever! 


wished our commercial relations to be regulated 
but by the law of nations, and has not Great Brit- 


ain constantly disclaimed the right of impressing ; 


American seamen, and have we not by our own 
act agreed not to receive British. sailors on board 
our ships? How then the mission can be de- 
nounced as giving up free trade and sailors’ 
rights, or as striking our ilag, I know not; but if 
it was, I should be astonished at the gentleman’s 
joy at his country’s humiliation. He tells us 
these bills are not intended for their avowed ob- 


ject, but for the Ministers to take out in their, 


pockets, to aid them in their negotiation; and 


would he, if he wished for an honorable peace, . 


and conceived they would produce that effect, 1 
ask, would he oppose them? However incon- 


sistent it may seem, after telling us this bill will ! 


not produce the measure, he now guards us 
against its passage—* that the bounty will be 
snapped at, and the publie subjected to this im- 
mense expense.” It is not uncommon for the 
party to act inconsistent with one another; but 
Tam nota little surprised at this gentleman’s in- 
consistencies with himself. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Suir- 
HERD) is opposed to the bill, because he says it 
would be murder in this unjust war to killan 
Einglishman—a violation of one of the com- 
mandments, 
aocent women and children? and does not the 
same law declare it just to take blood for blood ? 
I would ask him if stealing is not also contrary 
to the law of God? and whether they have not 
stolen and enslaved our seamen, as well as our 


ships and cargoes? and whether that same law ; 
does not enjoin not only the restoration of the 
stolen goods but fourtold? and whether they : 


have not refused to give up the stolen goods? 
And can they be pardoned and still retain the 
offence ? 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Gros- 
VENOR) claims the right of opposing the meas- 
ures of the Government. I admit his right to 
Oppose the passage of the laws; but I protest 
against his right to oppose or prevent their exe- 
cution; as in opposing the loans, the recruiting 


Iave not they murdered even in- į 


quotes the conduct of Chatham, Burke, and Fox. 
who opposed the British Government atthe time 


of the American Revolution. If be will can- 
didly examine the conduet of those gentlemen, 
the time, and circumstances, he will find that 
i will not support him. When they advocated the 
i cause of America, we were the colonies of the 
: British Empire, humbly petitioning for a redress 
i of grievances, to which these men conceived 
: we were justly entitled; as while our object was 
limited to their redress, they were our advocates; 
but as soon as independence was declared, what 
was their conduct, and how was the scene re- 
versed? Did not the once admired Chatham, 
the greal American advocate, while a redress of 
our grievances was the object, after the Declara- 
tion of Independence, and in his last speech in 
Parliament, exhaust himself in his denuncia- 
tions against us, as rebellious colonies, and fora 
| vigorous prosecution of the war against us, until 
we were humbled at the foot of the Throne? [ 
hope, therefore, this gentleman will not take 
these Englishmen for his archetype. But I would 
advise him to seek some American patriot for 
his model, and recollect the doctrines of that day 
: that tried men’s souls, that he who was not for 
ius was against us and a Tory, and that these 
doctrines were consecrated by the Revolution; 
and that he will recollect that we are now en- 
gaged in a war for securing the principles of 
that independence for which our WASHINGTON 
fought and conquered. 

When Mr. Wricur had concluded, after a 
; few remarks from Mr. Gronpy in favor of put- 
i ling a stop to the present debate, and Mr. Runga 
against it, and Mr. "Prove intimating that the 
public serviee wonld suffer from farther delay, 
the Committee rose, and were refused leave to 
sit again. 

The amendments made in Committee were 
again moved, and were agreed to; and the ques- 
tion was then stated on the engrossment of the 
amendments, and passage of the bill to a third 
reading. . 

After the rejection of two motions to adjourn, 
and some unimportant conversation as to the pro- 
priety of urging the passage of the bill, the ques- 
tion on its passing to a third reading was decided 
in the affirmative. 


i 


Frivay, January 21. 

On motion of Mr. Rura, of Tennessee, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures may be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing an hospital at 
some convenient place in the Choctaw nation, 
and at or near the road from Natchez to Nash- 
ville, for the accommodation of persons who, 
having descended the Mississippi river in boats, 
or vessels of any description, to New Orleans or 
Natchez, may have contracted sickness, and there- 
by rendered unable to return to their respective 
places of residence; and that they report by bill 
or otherwise. 
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Encouragement of Enlistmenits—Expatriation. 


On motion of Mr. Seyperr, Mr. Lownpes was 
appointed on the joint commitiee of the two 
Tiouses, to have the application of the moneys 
appropriated for the Library of Congress, in the 
place of Mr. Cueves, elected Speaker. 

The bill from the Senate, “ Authorizing the 
President of the United States to grant certain 
permissions to the inhabitants of the Island of 
Nautucket,? was read twice. aud cominitted to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF ENLISTMENTS. 


The bill which passed this House for filling 
the rauks aud encouraging the enlistusents iuto 
the Army of the United States, was returned from 
the Sevate with sundry amendments, the object 
of which were, in the first place, to vary the 
mode of the distribution of the bounty, retaining 
the same amount, so as lo give only twenty five 
dollars on enlistment and a like sum on muster- 
ing, iastead of fifty in each case, as proposed by 
the bill that passed this House ; and in the next 
place, to vary the provision granting eight dollars 
to every person procuring a recruit. 

On the question of concurring in the amend- 
ments, considerable debate took place, principally 
of a desultory nature, in which Messrs. Troup, 
Lownpves, Guoson, Jackson of Virginia, Gron- 
py, Rura, Beres, Kippourn, Wis0n of Penu- 
sylvania, aad Neuson, took part. 

The question having been taken on the first 
amendment of the Senate, by yeas and nays, was 
decided in the negative—For the amendment 54, 
against it 94, as follows: : 

Yuas—Messrs. Bard, Baylies of Massachusetts, Big- 
elow, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, 
Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Male, Hufty, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of Massa- 
chusetts, Law, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Miller, Molfitt, 
Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John 
Reed, William Reed, Richardson, Schureman, Ridgely, 
Sheffey, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stanford, Stock- 
ton, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, ‘'hompson, 
Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, White, Wilcox, Wil- 
son of Massachusctts, and Winter. 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Archer, 
Avery, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, But- 
ler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappel, Clark, Clopton, Com- 
stock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, 
Davis of Pennsylvania, Dawson, Denoyelles, Desha, 
Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of New 
York, forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, 
Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hub- 
bard, Humphreys, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson 
of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kerr, Ker- 
shaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, 
Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McLeau, Montgom- 
ery, Moore, Murlree, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Par- 
ker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Reane, Roberts, 
Robertson, Sage, Sevicr, Seybert, Skinner, ‘T'annchill, 
Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, 
Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wood, Wright, 
and Yancey. 

So the House resolved that it would not coucur 
in this amendment. 


The question on the other amendment was also 
decided in the negative. 

RIGHT OF EXPATRIATION. 

Mr. Rogerson rose to offer a resolution to the 
House. He said it had always struck him as 
singular that there was nothing in the Constitu- 
tion or the law which points out the manner in 
which one of the most important rights belong- 
ing to man in his soeial character is to be exer- 
cised. He meant the right of expatriation. Some 
provision on this subject had become important 
from circumstances which have lately occurred, 
and the more so, because of the doctrines affect- 
ing it which have recently been broached in the 
nation, and which, but afew years ago, would 
have been scouted by all parties. Whether the 
right was denied or admitted, it was important 
that the question should be settled. As far as the 
subject has been before the people of the United _ 
States, the opinions have been various and con- 
tradictory ; as far as the subject has been before 
the courts, they have decided that the right of 
expatriation does not exist, anda decision more 
contrary to the spirit of the Constitution never 
was given in any court of the United States, 
He alluded to the familiar case of Isaac Wil- 
liams, decided before Judge Ellsworth, of Con- 
necticut. ‘The disposition of the Legislature, as 
far as manifested by its acts, was favorable to the 
right of expatriation. lt was time that some 
definite decision should take place in relation to 
it. In draughting the resolution, he had gone 
upon the ground that the right of expatriation was 
cleur, natural, and inalienable, and required no 
legal provision to fortify it, otherwise than by 
preseribing the manner in which it shall be ex- 
ercised. He admitted that the Constitution of 
the United States did not directly give this right; 
neither did it give a thousand other rights which 
we exercise in society. Lt did not, in terms, give 
the right to move beyond the horizon which 
bounds our view; but no man doubts the right. 
The Constitution, however, does impliedly give 
the right of expatriation. It gives a right to the 
citizens of other countries to come into the Uni- 
ted States and be naturalized ; a right which can- 
not be given or admitted by any community that 
denies the right of expatriation. Mr. R. said he 
did not wish this important question to rest merely 
on inference. He wished that every citizen might 
have it in his power to turn to the statute books 
of the country, and show explicitly, when he 
thinks proper to expatriate, that he had availed 
himself of the right in the manner prescribed by ` 
law. 

It need not excite any alarm, that our citi- 
zens will too freely avail themselves of the priv- 
ilege. The best way of keeping our citizens at 
home is to make them free and happy. Odious 
must be the Government or laws which make a 
man willing to leave his country. But when, if 
ever, his country deprives him of his rights, of 
everything desirable to man, ict us not make that 
country his prison, but give him the power of 
legally removing himself from beneath its con- 
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the following resolution : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of providing by law for the exer- 
cise of the right of expatriation, and that they have 
leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. Oakley, of New York, made some re- 
marks which were not very distinetly heard by 
the reporter. He said, however, that the resolu- 
tion embraced a question at any time interesting, 
and particularly so at this time. How far the 
right of expatriation ought to be extended wasa 
question of great importance. When it was con- 
sidered, also, that a negotiation was pending with 
a foreign Power, in which this principle was in- 
volved; and, when it was considered that the 
Government might find it necessary to make con- 
cessions on this point, and to restrict naturaliza- 
tion, it became important to approach the ques- 
tion with much circumspection. It was a well 
known fact, not only from the decision which the 
gentleman had quoted, but from other circum- 
stances of public notoriety, that there was a dif- 
ference of opinion whether the right cf expatri- 
ation does exist. Not only ina general point of 
view, but from the particular circumstances in 
which the United States are placed, this question 
was very important. The adoption of a resolu- 
tion of this kind, to appoint a committee of in- 
quiry into the expediency of providing by law 
the mode of expatriation, might, perhaps, be con- 
sidered as establishing the principle of the right, 
which ought not thus hastily to be settled. He 
moved that the resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. Gronovy, of Tennessee, said, he had endea- 
vored to get the floor to make a similar motion to 
that made by the geutleman from New York. 
However clear the right, however willing he 
might be to go with the mover, he said the time 
appeared to him not to be well selected for agi- 
tating this subject. It involved questions of great 
delicacy as to foreign nations, and might it not 
be forestalling, in part, the very arrangements 
which may be made by treaty on this subject? 
Mr. G. wished this resolution to lie on the table; 
and, unless his mind should change, he should not 
vote to take it up again during the session. Whe- 
ther or not it should be adopted, was certainly a 
matter requiring much caution and deliberation, 

Mr. Rogerrson said, the adoption of the reso- 
lution by no means compromitted the House to 
any principle whatever. The gentlemen who 
had spoken appeared to him to have misunder- 
stood the effect of the resolution, when they ap- 
peared to be alarmed lest the passage of the reso- 
lution should have some bearing on Great Britain 
or other foreign nation. Mr. R. said he could 
not conezive how our connexions with foreign 
nations interfered with our municipal regulations. 
How could our decision, in relation to permitting 
our own citizens to leave the country. afleet the 
question in controversy between us and Britain? 
Such a regulation could be no more complained 

of by the Powers of Europe than our Constitu- 
tion, which secures the equal rights of man, and 
many other rights entirely contrary to the prin- 


jects, it might be improper now to settle it; but 
It was no such question, but merely this: whether 
our citizens, leaving the country, should be ena- 
bled to show that they expatriated themselves ac- 
cording to law. 

Mr. Fisx, of Vermont, said, he had heard with 
some little surprise the reasons assigned for lay- 
ing this resolution on the table, and the quarter 
from which they proceeded surprised him more 
than the doctrine itself—that the resolution ought 
not to pass, lest it should interfere with our nego- 
tiations with Great Britain. We were told the 
other day, said he, that we, or the Government, 
had struck our fag. But is it come to this, that 
we are afraid to inquire into’ our own municipal 
regulations lest we offend our enemy? Under 
such circumstances as this, can it be expected 
that our enemy will be very yielding in negotia- 
tion? Will not a réfusal to agree to this resolu- 
tion be acknowledging, in language too plain, that 
we are about to give up this point? Will it not 
be saying we are ready to yield.them whatever 
they ask-—in other words, their maritime rights? 
The question now before the House is merely, 
that we should inquire into the propriety of giv- 
ing to man as much liberty asthe God of Heaven 
gave him at his birth, and does not for a moment 
depend on the feeling of any foreign nation. If 
we mean to be independent, we must be su in 
whole and uot in part; we should maintain our 
rights unceasingly. Shall we now hesitate whe- 
ther we shall inquire into this subject, lest itshould 
affect the negotiations with an enemy whom we 
are determined to fight forever unless she yields? 
We had better say at once, that the Representa- 
tive branch of the Governtnent has become so 
timid that it dare not inquire into our municipal 
rights for fear the enemy should not like it. He 
would not for a moment hold out such an idea. 

Mr. Cucprper, of North Carolina, said, this was 
a subject of importance, and well worthy of con- 
sideration, He was of opinion, however our mu- 
nicipal regulations might interfere with those of 
other nations, it was the duty of this Government 
todoitsown business in its own way,and therefore 
he was opposed to the resolution’s being laid over. 

Mr. Oakey professed that he did not regard 
the effect of this measure on foreign nations, but 
how it might affect our own ioterests; how far 
the adaption of such a measure might throw em- 
barrassment in the way of our own Government. 
Administration might think proper to stipulate 
that it would not naturalize certain descriptions 
of British subjects, and to make other stipulations 
of a reciprocal nature with which this provision 
might interfere, &c. Mr. O. coincided in the 
general idea that this question ought to be set- 
ued; but it was now a question of expediency 
whether, pending negotiations, it was proper to 
make any provision on this subject. For his part, 
he thought the question ought to be put at rest 
for the present. 
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Mr. Ca.uoun, of South Carolina, said he hoped 
the resolution would be ordered to lie on the 
table. It seemed to be acknowledged that its 
adoption might have a tendency to embarrass ne- 
gotiation. He was not certain how far that idea 
might be correct; but if by possibility it could 
have that tendency, its adoption was surely not 
advisable. Mr. C. wished for time to reflect on 
this subject, and he did not see why that time 
should not be granted. It was a question of great 
delicacy under every aspect, and one which they 
could not decide affirmatively or negatively with- 
out embarrassment. A state of war did not ap- 
pear to him the best time for agitating such a 
subject, at least it ought not to be hastily dis- 

osed of. 

Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, expressed his 
surprise at the nature of the objections which had 
been urged to this resolution. Could any regu- 
lations be made by treaty, he asked, declaring that 
the peopleof this country should not go where they 
pleased? Jt was impossible to imagine that that 
right could come in question in any negotiation 
with foreign Powers. If this subject was one of 
difficulty, as was contended, he believed the sooner 
it was looked to the better. But, notwithstand- 
ing this belief, the only reason for departing from 
this general rule to vote for any motion to lie on 
the table, on the request of any member, was the 
declaration of a gentleman, that he meant by that 
motion to put the question at rest for the session. 

Mr. Jackson, of Virginia said, he had really 
been surprised to hear gentlemen allege that the 
adoption of a resolution, or passage of a law on 
this subject, would have any possible effect on 
any pending negotiation. If, for the first time, 
the question was proposed to establish the right 
of naturalization, of which expatriation is the 
necessary correlative, then the expediency of agi- 
tating the question at this moment might be 
doubted. But the Constitution had expressly de- 
clared that Congress should possess the power of 
naturalization; and would they now controvert 
the principle established in the Constitution, by 
denying to our own citizens the right to expatri- 
ate? If foreign nations desire to inquire into the 
disposition of the Government in this respect, let 
them look into our charter; they will find the 
principle of naturalization ingrafted there. This 
idea of cxpatriation was by no means novel, Mr. 
J. said, in the State to which he belonged—where 
there was an act of expatriation of which persons 


might avail themselves. He could see no objec- | tion ; 
Indeed, if 


tion to this proposition at this ume. 
this war continued, of which all hoped to see an 
honorable termination, it was indispensable, with 
a view lo that state of things, that some provi- 
sion should be made on the subject of expatria- 
tion. A citizen going into Canada and return- 
ing, and thus committing treason, alleges, on de- 
tection, that he has expatriated ; and if tried as a 
spy of the enemy, alleges that he is an American 
citizen. Some regulation was necessary to pre- 
vent this collusion, and, whether peace or war 
prevailed, it was proper that the question should 
be settled definitively in some way. 


Mr. Catuoun took advantage of the latter ar- 
gument of Mr. Jackson to prove the present inex- 
pediency of making such a provision as was pro- 

posed, of which any ill-disposed citizen might take 
| advantage to commit treason, and escape with im- 
| punity, by claiming to have expatriated, merely 
because he had passed over the lines. When up 
before, he had adverted to the general impression, 
that this subject was connected with our negoti- 
ation with Great Britain. And he could men- 
tion to the gentleman how it was connected. 
Congress had passed a law commonly ealled the 
Scamen’s bill, one of the provisions of which 
was, that on a reciprocal engagement of any for- 
eign Power, neither nation should employ any 
| seamen of the other. Now, if the right of expa- 
| triation be so perfectly inherent, it is so in every 
mode. Not only has the citizen a right to depart 
from this country, but to enter into any other ser- 
vice, notwithstanding any law which you may 
make. He did not certainly know that the con- 
i tradiction did actually exist between this law and 

the measure he alluded to; but the doubt was 
| sufficient to induce hesitation. Believing, as he 

did, that this propusition had an important and 

critical bearing, both as regards the rights of the 

citizen and as respects pending negotiations, he 

hoped it would be laid on the table, to afford time 
| for reflection. 

Mr. Ronertson again spoke in defence of his 
motion, which he denied could have any effect, 
either to screen traitors, or affect or impede nego- 
tiations, or to come in collision with the Sea- 
men’s bill. He urged its adoption, as putting to 
rest a question now in suspense, whose very im- 
portant and doubtful nature (which has been 
| urged for reasons of delay) were cogent reasons 

why it should be decided without unnecessary 
procrastination. Any reasonable delay for con- 
| sideration he should not oppose, because it was 
| not necessary the question should be decided to- 
| day or to-morrow, this week or next week; but 
i he feared, if he were to consent to postponement, 
he should not get the consent of gentlemen to 
take it up again at this session. 
Mr. Rupa. of T'ennessee, observed that all that 
had been said of this motion affecting negotiation, 
| &c., ought to have no effect. To refuse the pas- 
sage of this resolution on the grounds on which 
| it had been opposed, was to contest that princi- 
[ele of the Constitution by which Congress are 
l authorized to make laws relative to naturaliza- 


for it was a known truth that naturalization 
and expatriation belonged to the same subject; 
| because there can he no naturalization without 
| previous expatriation. The arguments against 
this motion apply as strongly to the Constitutional 
provision on this head, which was just as likely 
|as this motion to impede negotiation. Mr. R. 
said he had known nothing of the design to 
bring forward this motion; but, having been 
i brought before the House, he considered it his 
duty, under the solemn obligations of the Consti- 
tution, to vote against any evasion of it, as was 
proposed. 

Mr. Farrow, of South Carolina, said, laying 
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decision on it. The subject never having before 
occurred to his mind, were he now to give a vote 
on it, it must be at hazard. As it was advisable 
to commune further together before they decided 
on it, he was therefore in favor of laying it on 
the table. 

Mr. Warn, of Massachusetts, said he was as 
ready as any gentleman in the House to investi- 
gate this subject, and, if the right exists, to make 
the necessary regulations; but, if voting to lay 
the resolution on the table implied an acknowl- 
edgmentof the principletherein assumed, he should 
not vote for it. The gentleman had laid down the 
right of expatriation as inalienable, and had at 
the same time informed the House that a person 
named Isaac Williams, notwithstanding he had ta- 
ken the vath of allegiance to another Power and 
received the character of a foreign citizen had 
been punished, as a citizen of the United States, 
with fine and imprisonment. If such had been 
the administration of justice by a high tribunal, 
it was strong evidence to him that the law was 
against the position the gentleman had assumed ; 
because the proper guide on points of law, where 
there was no lez scripta, was the decision of ju- 
dicial tribunals. The gentleman from Virginia 
had instanced the law of that State giving this 
right. If there was a law giving this right there, 
it was strong evidence that there was no such 
right before the law passed; and, certainly, if 
the right was inherent, as contended, no law of 
Congress was necessary to give it. Mr. W. said 
he should have no objection to vote for a resolu- 
tion which should bring the whole question before 
the House; but he could not vote for a resolution 
which assumed the existence of the right of ex- 
patriation. 

The question on laying the resolution on the 
table, was decided in the affirmative. 


EXTENSION OF ENLISTMENTS. 

The engrossed bill authorizing the enlistment 
of certain regiments for five years, or during the 
war, was read a third time. 

Mr. Porrer said, he thought the war inexpe- 
dient, and voted against it, and should vote 


against this bill, to raise more men to carry it on. ! 


That he had been in hopes the question would 
have been taken without dcbate, at least on the 
side of the minority. That although he was op- 
posed to this bill, yet he thought it much more 
equitable to raise soldiers, as was now conten- 
plated, by enlisting and giving a large bounty to 
induce them to enlist voluntarily, and make the 
rich pay the money, than to adopt the conscrip- 
tive system proposed, as he understood, by the 
Secretary at War, by classing the whole body of 
militia into as many classes as there were soldiers 
wanting, and to make every class furnish one 
during the war, or to have onedraughted from each 
of them; which would be the means of compel- 
ling the young and very poor men, to do all the 
duty and bear the burdens of the war, while the 
rich, and those who are excused from doing duty 
in the militia, would be excused. 
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| He said, he should have taken no part in this 
debate, but to exonerate himself from some char- 
| ges of inconsistency, made by the gentleman 
į from Kentucky, (Mr. McKer,) who said the mi- 
nority had opposed and defeated all the measures 
of the Administration. That an embareo was 
laid in 1807, as a precautionary measure, and 
that it was raised by opposition. Not so, Mr. P. 
| 


said, the caution was not necessary; as the com- 
merce of the country was never more prosperous 
than at that time, as the result demonstrated ; as, 
out of five hundred and ninety-four vessels that 
sailed by permission during that embargo, nearly 
all of them returned in safety to this country with 
valuable cargoes, and the risk was hardly a com- 
mon sea risk; and as it respected the repeal of the 
embargo, it was repealed by those that laid it, not 
in consequence of opposition, but in consequence 
of its reaction upon the people of this country, 
the nakedness of the Treasury, and the indispo- 
sition to direct the internal taxes, knowing the 
effect they had once before upon the people of this 
country; and he said he believed the present em- 
bargo would be defeated by its friends, and for the 
same causes, 

The gentleman has said, that a bill introduced 
into this House sometime since by a gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Macon,) calculated 
to give this country an advantageous commerce, 
was defeated by the minority; not so, Mr. P. 
said, many of the minority voted for it. 

The gentleman from Kentucky likewise said, 

t that the minority voted for a much larger army 
i than the President wanted, and then refused to 
| vote the means to pay them; in this the gentle- 
; man is mistaken, as only two or three voted to 
| raise this army ; and they said that it had become 
absolutely necessary for the purposes of defence. 
As it respected himself, Mr. P. said, he did not 
vote for a man, or a ship, or cent, nor should he, 
to carry on this war. As it respected the Navy, 
he said, from the respect he had for the officers 
with whom he was acquainted, when governed 
by his feelings, he felt friendly towards it on 
their account ; but as soon as his reason and judg- 
[acn reassumed its dominion over him, he was 
| against it for reasons assigued by him on a former 
: occasion. Mr. P. said, it would be found by ex- 
perience, that this nation was illy suited to the 
purposes of any other than a defensive war—its 
territory was extensive, and its population very 
| much scattered over it. hat the Government 
had not energy to compel the citizens of this 
country to serve in their flectsand armies against 
i their wills, and for little or nothing as in many 
i other countries, (and he hoped they never would 
have ;) and the people were too well off to enlist 
for any sum within the means of the nation to 
| pay; tor as long as a young man, fora few years’ 
| labor with a farmer, (and who lives as well as 
the man that employs him.) can get money suf- 
cient to buy himself land, and become an inde- 
pendent farmer, he will no longer let himself out 
to hire, or consent to be a mere machiue, with- 
out any will of his own, and sell himself to be 
whipped and shot for nothing. Mr. P. said, he 
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ministration with flects, and armies, and money, | friends four gentleman having the same general 
to be ready for war at any time. That he had Jand political interest with himself that could 
found mankind much the same; give them power | agree with him in his measures—and the war 
and they abuse it, money and they spend it, and | party in the Senate and House of Representa- 
want more; and give almost any Administration | tives would not agree with each other, advocat- 
an army, navy, and money, and they will have | ing the same interest—how could they expect the: 
this country in war—more especially if a war is | minority to agree with them? They have no 
to have the operation contended for at this time, | right to expect a thing so unreasonable. Mr. P, 
to prevent all opposition to those in power, and | asked, what had become of the Cabinet he saw a: 
to preclude all inquiry into their conduct that] few years since? Where were the late Secre~ 
should have led to the war, or the manner in| taries of State. War, and the Navy? And from 
which it was conducted. ; whence came Turreau’s letter, but from their 
Mr. P, said, if a stranger should come into that | own divisions? And he said the present Cabinet 
Hall, unacquainted with the Constitution of this | seemed to him to be made of discordant materials, 
country, he would suppose, from the confession [and if the public should hear something from 
of the majority, that the minority governed, as | some of them, at some future day, he should not 
they are charged with raising the embargo, with | be surprised. Mr. P. said, it was convenient for 
preventing laws from being passed, with prevent- | the majority to lay all the misfortunes and dis- 
ing Great Britain from doing us justice. and pre- | tresses of the country, occasioned by their own 
venting our Administration from chastising of | divisions, jealousies, defalcations, and misconduct, 
them ;—that the minority made the war, have|to the minority; but it was unjust in the ex- 
prevented enlistments and loans, have divided | treme—they did not deserve it—they had not de- 
the country, have prevented the conquest of Can- | ceived them—they had promised them nothing. 
ada, and are the means of continuing the war ;—a | But it is now said, that the nation was in war, 
very strong minority indeed to have more power {and that the minority ought not to find fault, but 
at home, and more influence abroad, than the | to join in prosecuting it. This, to be sure, is an 
constituted authorities of the nation ! excellent doctrine for those in power. How 
Mr. P. said, it was not only the right but the | would this reasoning have sounded in the ears of 
duty of the majority to govern—they ought to} the minority, in the year 1798, when they were 
be true to themselves and just to the nation—to | opposing al! the measures of Administration, on 
lay down their course and pursue it, as became | account of loans, taxes, armies, and war? The 
the Representatives of a free people, without | Opposition did not then believe that as soon as 
turning to the right or left, as on them rests all | war should be made that their mouths were to be 
the responsibility. They have the voluntary aid | shut, and that they must then act against their 
of their own friends, and the Constitutional con- | wills and better judgment, and support the Ad- 
trol of the whole. ‘They have the command of | ministration; and believe that to be right, then, 
the sword and purse-strings of the nation; and if} that they knew in their own consciences to be 
they have not ability to devise a system of meas- | wrong before. This principle, once admitted, 
ures, stability to persevere in, and energy sufti- | puts an end toall opposition ; and when the party 
cient to execute them, they ought not to find fault {in power, by their mismanagement, shall have 
with the minority. Mr. P. said it was honorable | forfeited the confidence of the people, they wilt 
in any man, in favor of the present Administra- | have nothing to do in future but to declare war 
tion, and who thought this war not only expedi- | against any nation with or without cause, and 
ent, but for the interest and honor of the country, | perpetuate themselves in power. 
to loan his money, and render his personal ser-) Mr. P. said it had been said by the gentleman 
vice in its support; while it is the duty of the | from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Incerso.t,) that oppo- 
minority to submit to the laws made agrecably | sition in this country was different from that in 
to the Constitution. The majority have no right England—that there it was against the King and 
to expect from them anything more than a Con- | Ministry, but here it was against the people. Mr. 
stitutional support to the war, by paying what- | P. said he would ask if the opposition in this 
ever imay be required of them in common with | country, in the years 1798, 1799, and 1800, against 
others, as they believe this war inexpedient, and | the then Administration for loans, taxes, and war, 
destructive to the best interests of the country. | Was for or against the people? And if for the 
Mr. P. said, the Administration never had been j people, then, how much more must it be in their 
obstructed or impeded by opposition. It had been | favor now, in opposing the same measures in a 
by their own divisions and jealousies, as well in | much greater degree. That Administration had 
the Cabinet as in the Senate and House of Rep- | not the benefit of experience, and did not under- 
resentatives, and by defaleations of many large | stand financiering as well as the present, They 
States, who had promised much and done very jie an eight per cent. stock, and, as he had 
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little. That the minority never had made an un- | understood, sold it above par. The present cre~- 
reasonable opposition, nor would it be in their |ates a six per cent. stock, and sell it under par, 
power, if they were so disposed, as the majority | getting about eighty-eight dollars for an hun- 
can pass any law they please, and whenever they | dred—making the interest about the same, losing 
please. Mr. P. said, if the President of the Uni- |in principal what they save in interest, At that 
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time an individual in good credit had frequently 
to give twelve per centum per annum for money. 
At the present, such a person can hire money for 
less than half that premium. At that time we 
had an army of about 5,000 men, and hired about 
$5,000,000. At this time we are to have an army 
of 70,000 men, and contemplate borrowing $30,- 
000,000 for this year. If, therefore, the opposi- 
tion to'the Administration in 1798 was in favor 
of the people, most assuredly this must be. 

But some say that as war is now declared by 
the constituted authorities, that whatever may 
have been the opinion of the minority as to the 
expediency of the war, that they ought to cease 
their opposition. and join to carry iton. Noth- 
ing more frequent and cheap than advice, and it 
generally passed, when unasked, for what it was 
worth. But, Mr. P. asked, what they expected 
from them, or what they would have them to do 
more than they did? The majority would not 
take their advice. They had as much of their 
money as they wanted, and their support to the 
laws. They did not want them for officers; they 
could do no more for them, unless they should 
enlist as soldiers, and they were mostly so old, 
and many so large, an army of soldiers in wagons, 
as well as officers, would not only be very expen- 
sive, but would make a ludicrous appearance. 

Mr. P. said the minority was not wanted to 
aid in making pledges of life, fortune, and sacred 
honor; this Administration had already suffered 
by having too much of these commodities on 
hand; they would not make soldiers of them; 
nor was it a currency to pay them ; it was any- 
thing, everything, and nothing. The minority 
were not wanted to help to make laws; the ma- 
jority can do that whenever they please; and 
when they make laws they ought to enforce 
them, and whenever they cease to enforce them, 
or suffer any violation or breaches in them, it is 
an acknowledgment in them that they never 
ought to to have been passed, and they ought to 
be immediately repealed. 

As it respected opposition, Mr. P. said, he 
hoped always to sce one, let who would be in 
power. He considered them the sentinels and 
friends of the people, and he never wished to see 
a majority of more than ten in that House, and 
then six honest men might save the nation. He 
sald, in proportion to the strength of the majori- 
ty, he believed the liberties of the people in dan- 
ger, and he thought they had more to fear from 
a few violent men, in a majority, who condemn 
and proscribe the moderate men of their own | 
party, than from an Opposition. When the ma- i 
jority is large, if a few moderate, well-disposed 
men, who have independence to judge for them- 
selves, and whose integrity has placed them above 
the reach of their party feelings, and who, from 
Principle, will not go all lengths with the most 
violent of the party, are proscribed by the party 
here, and denounced at home, and more violent 
men sent in their room; from such a course of 
conduct the people have much te fear. But if; 


good men, the nation has much to hope. 


the majority is small, from the influence of a few | little to 


Mr. P. said, as it respected the war, it was not 
occasioned by opposition; it was brought about 
by newspapers, by public excitement, by high 
party men, in and out of that House; by many 
who expected appointments, and who were now 
enjoying them; by resolves of public meetings, 
and resolutions of democratic Legislatures, pledg- 
ing their lives, fortunes, and sacred honor, to the 
Administration, to aid in prosecuting the war; 
those were the measures that had brought this 
country into its present situation. And if the 
Administration should now be compelled to make 
a dishonorable peace, they will uot be driven to 
it by opposition, but by their pretended friends, 
who have done much to get them into their pres- 
ent difficulties, and will do very little to help 
them out of them. 

Mr. P. said, that it had been said in that House 
that this war was growing more popular every 
day, and that the elections in New York and 
other places are evidences of that fact. This 
was one of those States from which the Admin- 
istration had much to expect; he had understood 
that the Governor of that State had received 
from the United States upwards of six hundred 
thousand dollars, which he presumed he must 
have received as Paymaster General of the Mili- 
tia of that State—as he could not have received 
it for any other purpose—an officer not known in 
the law. The law, he believed, knew no other 
than a Paymaster General, and district paymas- 
ters, who were obliged to give bond for the faith- 
ful discharge of their duty. He said he should 
be very glad to know for what purpose this sum 
of money was advanced to that Staie, and why 
it was put into the hands of the Governor, and 
in what capacity he received it? Was it for the 
conquest of Canada by the militia of that State? 
If so, Mr. P. had not heard of one of them cross- 
ing the line the last campaign. Was it for the 
protection and defence of the extensive and de- 
fenccless frontier of that State? If so, let the 
inhabitants of those villages, who have fled for 
safety, by the light of the fire of their own dwell- 
ings, testify with what fidelity it had been ex- 
pended. Mr. P. said he bad not heard of this 
Captain General, and Paymaster General of the 
Militia of the State of New York, very near the 
lines, either for the purpose of invasion or pro- 
tection. Mr. P. said he had understood that the 
President of the United States had required from 
the State of New York, the last campaign, fif- 
teen hundred men; that the Governor, in order 
to be certain of that number, ordered out five 
thousand. What number of those he got to the 
lines is uncertain; but, Mr. P, said, he had under- 
stood that not one could be got to cross into Can- 
da; their patriotism did not carry them beyond 
the lines of their own country. He presumed 
those were some of the men who approve of the 
conduct of the Administration, and are willing 
to support the war by voting, when it costs nei- 
ther blood nor money. 

Mr. P. said, as those voting patriots had but 
apprehend this Winter, and as it is neces- 
sary to show their willingness to render their 
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usual support to the Administration, they have land more because they wanted office, and lived 
already begun to send in their usual contributions | in large States, than because they were fit for 
of approbation, of empty pledges and promises in | them. But as great as this State may be thought 
support of the Administration, to aid them in | at a dead lift, they have, as well as New York, 
prosecuting the war; and, as the citizens of the | proved to lie a dead weight on the Administra- 
great State of New York are not willing to be less į tion, and have hung like a millstone about their 
patriotic than those of other States, a part of her! necks; and although much fault had been found 
citizens have begun, by an address laid on the! with the Administration about the prosecution 
table a few days since, approving of the war and | of the war, for his part, with such help as they 
embargo, as he understood it, and requesting the: had, he felt more to pity than to find fault with 
Administration to raise, or accept of the services; them. 

of forty thousand volunteers, which they say! Mr. P. said, he was at all times willing to do 
would insure the conquest of Canada without; justice to those States whose conduct in the war 
fighting. A very humane project, indeed! But | bad corresponded with their professions in mak- 
those men are not to be holden to march to con- | ing it; and he thought the State of Kentucky 


quest, if that number should not be complete; 
thirty-nine thousand nine hundred and ninety- 
nine would not answer. Mr. P. said he had his 
doubts whether such humane, benevolent men, ! 


had exceeded the most sanguine expectations of 
the Administration ; and Mr. P. said, he believed 
they had lost more men, and had undergone more 
hardships, sufferings, and fatigue, without the 


who expected to drive a brave people from their į limits of their own State, than.all the States in 
firesides and families, and to conquer a country : favor of the war besides, and, in this respect, had 
without fighting, would stand the shock of the | done themselves honor. 
sound of the bugle-horn any better than some| As it respected the conquest of Canada, Mr. P. 
others had on a former occasion; at least he ap-: said his constituents did not want it; and they 
prehended they would have some Constitutional | could not be made to understand how the inva- 
scruples in crossing the line. i sion of Canada protected their rights on the wa- 
Mr. P. said, as there had been much specula- ! ter, more especially as they were made to aban- 
tion as to the time and expense of conquering | don all their usual pursuits on the water, and the 
Canada; and as there was no better way to judge | whole seacoast was left unprotected while this 
of what was to come than by what had passed, | invasion was going on. They do not want it. 
perhaps some of the friends of the Governor of | If Great Britain would give it to us without fight- 
the State of New York would now solve the j ing, it would cost us more than it is worth. Mr. 
question. He would therefore ask, if for six hun- |, P. said that we already had a territory so exten- 
dred thousand dollars he could not get one man | sive, with such diversity of soil and climate, the 
to cross into Canada the last campaign, how | manners and ‘habits of our population so different, 
much money will it cost, and how long time will} that the cords of the present Constitution were 
it take to conquer the country ? | hardly sufficiently strong to bind us together. 
Mr. P. asked why money had not been ad-| He said, as he wished most sincerely the union 
vanced to the Governor of Virginia to pay their | and integrity of the States to be preserved, he 
militia, as well as to the Governor of New York? | did not wish additional territory. Besides, said 
They certainly had done much, and the State! he, it now answered a valuable purpose to the 
had been at great expense. It could not be that! Eastern States; altheugh there were many re- 
the State of Virginia were so loyal that they did! spectable and valuable inhabitants in Canada, 
not want their pay; and it could not be possible: yet it answered the same purpose to the Eastern 
that this large sum should have been advanced Ì States as Botany Bay did to Great Britain. The 
to the Governor of New York,'because they were | only difference was that, in England, they were 
not as much so. But the greatest Personage that | sent away after conviction, and, in this country, 
ever was upon earth, said he did not come to call! they ran away to avoid it; and, for his part, he 
the righteous, but sinners to repentance. ' said, he was willing to dispense with the services 


It had been said by a gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. Ingersvutt,,) that a very great portion 
of the people of that State was in favor of the 
Administration, and in support of the war; and 
that the majority in that State, in favor of the! 
war, would more than overbalance the majorities | 
in all the States opposed to it; and that that State 
was great at a dead lift, meaning, as Mr. P. sup-| 
posed, at voting. He said he would be glad to} 
be informed, with such a large disposable force, 
how many militia they had sent across the lines 
to conquer Canada. He said he believed not one. 
He believed they wouid make a better fight at an | 
election than in the field, and would be a suitable | 
force for some of our Generals to command who 
had been recommended to office more for their 
skill at the polls than their dexterity in the field, 


of such men as Burroughs, Bidwell, and Gannett, 
in future. 

Mr. P. said, if the object of this war was the 
conquest of Canada, the Administration ought to 
have came out openly and honestly, and avowed 
it, as the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. Fisk) 
wished them to do when war was declared, and 
have pledged themselves to the Canadians that 
they would not lay down their arms until it was 
effected, and that they should not be delivered up 
on a future peace. 'The Canadians would then 
have had something to depend upon; but now 
many have been seduced from their allegiance, 
and have been delivered up immediately, to the 
ruin of themselves and families, while others 
have quit their estates, and, with their families, 
have come to this country for protection and sup- 
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port, and must be thrown as paupers upon this 
nation. — A 

Mr. P. said, he was now in hopes that this 
kind of artificial excitement, by addresses, resolu- 
tions, and pledges, that had donc much mischief 
under a former Administration, under pretence of 
convincing foreign nations that we were nota 
divided, people, and which he said had been made 
great use of for the same purpose lately under the 
present, had done no service abroad, and much 
mischief at home, as it had a great influence in 
producing the present state of things in this 
country, and he said he hoped if it ever had an 
improper influence, that it would no longer pre- 
vent the Administration from seizing the lirst 
opportunity to make peace; and he said he be- 
lieved that peace was the present object of the 
President of the United States. That he had 
found out that good voting would answer at elec- 
tions; that pledges of lite, fortune, and honor, 
would answer pending negotiation, but in a war 
that must be carried on by old-fashioned fighting 
they must have men and money. One great rea- 
son, which induced him to believe we should 
have peace, was, that all the causes which it was 
ever contemplated going to war for were now 
removed. They were only two, as he had under- 
stood—the attack upon the Chesapeake and the 
Orders in Council. The first was an insult of 
such a nature, that there was but one opinion; a 
gencral burst of indignation and resentment per- 
vaded all parties in the United States, and such 
was the popular feeling at the time, that the 
President thought it prudent to refuse the terms 
of accommodation offered by the British Minis- 
ter, Mr. Rose, which were afterwards offered and 
accepted, and the business settled. The Orders 
in Council, at the time war was declared, was 
the principal cause of the war, and they were re- 
moved about the time of its commencement; and 
when that fact was made known to this Govern- 
ment, by Admiral Warren, and a negotiation 
proposed, it was then refused by the Administra- 
tion. Perhaps popular fecling, by artificial ex- 
citement, would not at that time have acquies- 
ced in it; but, after that had subsided, about the 
same offer by the British Minister is now ac- 
cepted. 

r. P. said, we were continuing the war when 
the causes were removed; the war was now con- 
tinued for the right the English claim to search 
our ships for their own men, and the frequent 
abuse of that right by taking ours. This has, 
under every Administration, been a subject of 
negotiation and controversy; but he believed no 
one ever contemplated going to war for that only; 
and, as an evidence of that fact, Mr. P. said he 
believed that that subject was not mentioned in 
the arrangement made with the British Minister, 
Mr. Erskine, nor was it mentioned in a letter 
from Mr. Monroe to Mr. Adams, our Minister in 
Russia, dated July 1st, 1812, only fifteen days 
after the declaration of war. The Orders in 
Council, and them only, were assigned as the 
cause of the war, as will be seen by the following 
extract of that letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF Stare, July 1, 1812. 

“Sin: On the 18th ultimo a declaration of war 
against Great Britain passed Congress; of which, of 
the President’s Message, and report of the Committee 
of Forcign Relations of the House of Representatives 
Ieading to it, I have the honor to transmit to you 
copics. 

“You are too well acquainted with the causes which 
produced this result to require any explanation of 
them. As it appeared that Great Britain would not 
revoke her Orders in Council, cn the just grounds on 
which it was claimed, but enlarged the conditions on 
which she professed her willingness to revoke them, there 
remained no honorable course for the United States to 
pursue short of war. On full consideration of all cir- 
cumstances, this measure was adopted, and the Gov- 
ernment is resolved to pursue it, till its objects are 
accomplished, with the utmost decision and activity in 
its power.” 


Mr. P. said, when he reflected on the objects 
for which the war was now continued, and the 
blood and treasure it cost the nation, it caused 
him many unpleasant sensations. He said when 
he saw that the expenses of this and the last 
year would, in all probability. be upwards of 
ninety millions of dollars, and that the State he 
represented would have to pay upwards of one 
millionof it, with their proportion of the previous 
debt of the United States, with the present State 
debt. contracted in the last war, together with 
the expense of supporting the State government 
by direct taxes, he could but view his constituents 
as in a very deplorable situation. But it has 
been said by a gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. IncreRsouy,) that this would be a blessed 
war, notwithstanding all our sufferings and sac- 
rifices, if it answered no other purpose than to 
fix a permanent system of direct and internal 
taxes on the people. Mr. P. said, he was ata 
loss to know why it was necessary to have war, 
to fix this system upon the people, unless war 
was expected to furnish an army to do things 
that could not be done without. Mr. P. said, for 
himself and his constituents, he protested against 
being blessed with such a system of taxes. 

Mr. P. concluded by saying, that whatever may 
have been his opinion of the war, and the man- 
ner in which it had been carried on, that he 
should support the constituted authorities of the 
nation, and render a Constitutional support to 
the war, by submitting to the laws, and paying 
his taxes, and he should so advise his constita- 
ents, and wait with impatience for better times. 

Mr. Wuraton.—Mr. Speaker: Although a 
majority of this House thought fit to decline con- 
sidering a resolution introduced a few days ago 
by an honorable gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Gaston,) affording a more appropriate 
ground on which the great subjects of war and 
peace might receive a free and candid discussion, 
yet I think the minority may acknowledge some 
obligation to the majority in permitting such aa 
extensive range as has been gone into by gentle- 
men on both sides,in debating the question of the 
passage of this bill; and that obligation I shall 
feel with peculiar sensibility, if indulged but for 
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a few moments, in making some remarks upon it] clusion therefore, is, that we did not act with good 
myself, knowing, as I do, that they have assumed | faith in making the declaration of war at the time 
the power, whenever they shall have the will, by | it was declared, and consequently it was unjust. 
the application of the previous question. to strike} That- the declaration of war, at the time it was 
this whole assembly in an instant dumb. | made, was highly inexpedicnt, a consideration of 

Sir, I am opposed to the passage of this bill, ; the state of things in our own country and in the 
because its professed object, and no doubt its real | world, at that period, and a number of years im- 
object, is to give support and continuance to the i mediately preceding it, must force conviction 
war in which the Government of this country is | upon every reasonable mind. Out of the warsin 
at present so unfortunately engaged. In the jus-{ Europe grew all the mischiefs of which we com- 
tice of this war, at its commencement, I never j plained. France issued her decrees to destroy or 
boasted any very strong faith; of its expediency ; obstruct the commerce of Great Britain, and Great 


I always doubted, and now further to progress in i Britain issued her Orders in Council to weak- 
| en or retard the war operations of France; and 


it, I think would be not only impolitic, but wicked. 

I do not pretend that the people of this country | thus, while both those nations were trying which 
had sustained no injuries from the contending na- ; could do the other the most harm, they both did 
tions of Europe. Krom Great Britain we had | harm to us; but this harm to us, as it grew out 
suffered some, and from France infinitely more. | of, so it must have terminated with their wars. 
Great Britain had captured some of our property; ! And, in the meantime, from those very wars, so 
France had added insult to her robberies; France | unprofitable to them, we were reaping advan- 
therefore should have been included in our dec- | tages vastly more than sufficient to balance all 
laration of war, if it had been proper for us to go | the evils and inconveniences we suffered frum 
to war with either. In commencing war against | them. The commerce of this country, after de- 
Great Britain at the time that we did, we were, | ducting all the losses occasionally sustained by 
in my opinion, unjust to ourselves, and faithless | British or French captures, was producing an 
to our engagements. While professing to beim- | aggregate of profit far beyond what we had ever 
partial, in this we did an act of great partiality ;; enjoyed before, and beyond what we could expect 
for, after passing a number of years in bitter but ; to enjoy when the state of things of which we so 
fruitless complaints against the Governments of | much complained should be changed. Was it 


both those nations, Congress did, on the 1st day | 
of May, 1810, pass a law, a law which after times 
and circumstances have proved to have been most 
unwise and impolitic, whereby we did, impliedly 
at least, engage that if neither of them should re- 
scind or repeal their obnoxious orders or decrees, 
we would do no more than complain, or, if we did, 
that our resentment should be turned equally 
against both ; but that if one of them should re- i 
scind, we would allow the other three months to i 
deliberate on the expediency of rescinding also, 
before we would put ourselves in an attitude of 
resistance against the one that should refuse or 
neglect soto do. This was done to try the sin- | 
cerity of each of those Governments, who had ; 
each professed that their orders and decrees were | 
merely retaliatory upon the other, and that they | 
should cease on one side, whenever they should | 
be revoked on the other. Of this law France took | 
the advantage, and, operating on the credulity of 
our Administration, induced them to take prom- 
ises for realities, aud thus inveigled them into a 
war with Great Britain. Great Britain had not 
the three months, as allowed her by that law, in 
which to repeal her orders. Jor it will not now 


then wise in us to bring curses upon ourselves 
when in the lap of blessing; to abandon at once 
such a state of “successful experiment,” because 
we had not obtained an entire exemption from 
the evils inseparable from the present state of 
man, and plunge ourselves into a destructive war 
that must necessarily destroy much positive good 
that we actually enjoyed, and at the same time 
increase for the present, without affording any 
prospect of ever diminishing, those very evils ? 
Ilow much better would it have been for us, 
while all Europe were in arms, to have preserved 
a course of impartial neutrality, as recommended 
by the great Washington, and not have become 
a party to their wars? Thus we should have 
continucd to have thrived upon their calamities ; 
should soon have been able to discharge our na- 
tional debt, and still have our treasury full, and 
our country in universal prosperity ; and then we 
should be able suitably to resent a denial of our 
just claims by any nation upon the globe. But, 
instead of pursuing this wise and prudent course 
of policy, as if tired of prosperity, we shackled 
and restrained our very profitable commerce by 
acts of embargo and won-intercourse, until our 


be pretended that the French decrees were re- | public funds were exhausted, and many of our 
voked, in fact, until April, 1811, nor until, by pass- | citizens reduced from affluence to poverty; and 
ing the non-importation act, we had manifested | then rushed precipitately into a war against one of 
a disposition of determined hostility towards the most powerful nations in the world without 
Great Britain, in consequence of which the f| previous preparation, and which now cannot be 
French revoking deeree was professedly issued ;] carricd on without intolerable taxation upon the 
nor was that revoking decree made known toj people. Indeed, its ill success hitherto but too 
Great Britain nor even to our Minister in France | well shows how unadvisedly it was begun; and 
until within about a month of our declaration of | now to continue it, would not only be bringing 
war; and the British Orders in Council were re- | misery upon ourselves, but showing that it is a 
pealed very soon after information of that act of | misery that wedeserve. For the ostensible cause 
the French Government was reccived. Thecon-| for whichit was commenced has long since ceased; 
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pect of success too, and thus cause thousands more 
of our innocent but deluded people, to fall unpit- 
ied victims at ambition’s shrine? Surely such 
folly can only be accounted for upon the princi- 
ple, that Heaven infatuates whom it determines 
to destroy. Were to afford any aid or comfort 
to the declared enemy of the country, I should 
be guilty of treason to an earthly Republic, fast 
approaching, as J fear, to its dissolution ; and were 
I voluntarily to afford any aid or comfort to this 
war, thinking as I do upon the subject, I should 
be morally guilty of treason to the throne and 
monarchy of Heaven. ‘The minority in this 
House, together with those who neglect to use 
their personal influence to give encouragement 
and popularity to the war, or that have refused 
to lend their money to carry it on, have been on 


In some, they have been highly commended for 
| their loyalty ; in others, denounced as factious. 
| In Massachusetts, where the first tree of liberty 

that this country ever bore was planted; where 

the true spirit of freedom first began to operate 
and first rocked the cradle of our infant fame. 
they are said to be a disobedient and gainsaying 
people ; because, being greatly oppressed by the 
measures of the General Government, they dare 
to express their uneasiness. Those that have 
deeply wounded them, now think it hard to hear 
them groan. I have heard, with no small degree 
| of indignation I confess, even their Legislature, 
for presenting a respectful memorial, stating their 
grievances, vainly threatened, by a gentleman on 
this floor, with a criminal prosecution. And on 
this floor, I have, with little less satisfaction, heard 


this floor denounced as moral traitors. But, I!a gentleman from Pennsylvania warmly com- 
apprehend there has been a mistake in the appli- | mending the universal loyalty of the people of 
cation of the crime of “moral treason.” It may | that State. The people of Massachusetts never 
be committed by acting in conformity with, as | yet appeared in actual rebellion against the laws 


well as against the laws of the Government. It 
is indeed a crime unknown to human laws, but 
well defined in that law written by the finger of 
Heaven on the heart of every man, and sanctioned 
by severer penalties than racks or gibbets can in- 
flict. History, both sacred and profane, has fur- 
nished sad instances of moral treason, as well as 
some noble examples of resisting every tempta- 
tion to that odious offence. Socrates, when re- 
duced to the dreadful alternative of renouncing 
his doctrine of immortality, as required by a law 
of his country, or receive a draught of the hem- 
lock, had been guilty of moral treason had he 
preferred the former tothe latter. The Christian 
martyrs had been moral traitors, if they had sac- 
rificed their consciences to the decrees of violent 
and wicked men. 

Judas, indeed, was a moral traitor, though a 
faithful friend to the Administration; conscience 
was the court in which he was tried; there his 
sentence was filed; thence issued the warrant for 
his execution, and he went out and hung himself. 
Felix (I mean the Roman Governor) was a moral 
traitor. All ihat had a hand in the crucifixion 
of the Saviour of mankind, were moral traitors. 
It was said they had a law, and that by that law 
he ought to die, though obliged to confess that 
they could find no fault in him. I hope, therc- 
fore, that the charity of the honorable gentleman 
who introduced the subject of moral treason, con- 
vinced, like his namesake of old, that there is no 
fault in us, wiil lead him to impute our opposition 
to his war measures to a conscientious belief that 
they are now mere projects of ambition—oflen- 
sive to IIeaven, and destructive to the best inter- 
ests of the people of this country. 

It is easy to obey laws, when made in con- 
formity with our wishes, and not difficult to pro- 
fess obedience when they are not exactly so made. 
But when, by the operation of those laws, any 
portion of the people find themselves oppressed, 
they at least have a right to complain. I regret, 
exceedingly, to have heard such discriminations 


and authority of the United States. The people 
of Pennsylvania have; and the putting down that 
rebellion is said to have cost more than a million 
of dollars—a large portion of which the now de- 
; Spised people of Massachusetts have had to pay; 
and, had it not been for the clemency of the Gen- 
eral Government of that day, (then Federal,) 
those concerned in that rebellion, instead of wrig- 
, gling themselves into wealth, and claiming posts 
| of honor.as did the crooked serpent the forbidden 
tree, would have had their carcasses called for to 
| mend the soil. But, if this gentlemen trom Penn- 
| sylvania be too young to have been acquainted 
with this scene of things in that State, 1 should 
| imagine he might have recollected a more recent 
instance, when an armed foree was turned out, 
even in the capital in which he resides, under the 
authority and by the express order of the Gor- 
| ernor of the State, to oppose the execution of law- 
| ful proeess issuing from one of the courts of the 
United States. But, having said thus much, I 
am now willing the gentleman should enjoy every 
possible degree of satisfaction, from the consider- 
ation of his own loyalty and the loyalty of the 
people of his State. 


I will now proceed to say a few words respect- 
ing the success of the war hitherto. and the litle 
probability of attaining any valuable object by it, 
if longer continued. Its past success is'a subject 
on which its advocates seem not to be very well 
agreed. One honorable gentleman from Mary- 
land, some days ago, gave it as his opinion thata 
great part of Upper Canada, at least, was already 
conquered and in the possession of our arms; 
others, disappointed in their predictions at the 
commencement, seem to think that much more 
might have been done than has been done, had 

i there been no incompetency or mismanagement, 
on the part of those that have conducted it. This 
is a subject, to be sure, on which I cannot pretend 
to much knowledge. But, if reliance is to be 
placed on the correctness of Executive commu- 
nications, it might be believed that as much has 
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been accomplished as any reasonable man ought | Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clopton, Com- 
to have expected. The President. in his Message | stock, Conard, Condict, Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, 
to Congress of November, 1812, after stating what | Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyclles, Desha, Earle, 
progress had been made in the war from its com- Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk 
mencement to that time, mentions the capture of of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, 
General Hull and his army. and the surrender of | Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, 
the whole Michigan Territory, as but a partial Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Ingham, Jackson of 


; f Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Mary- 
calamity ; and that even that calamity had been land, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Caro- 
converted into a source of invigorated effort, so 


$ a lina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, McKee, 
that it had become more necessary to limit than Montgomery, Moore, Murfrec, Nelson, Newton, Orms- 
to excite the patriotic zeal of the people in the by, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsyl- 
contest. And, in his Message at the opening of| vania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ridgely, Ringgold, 
the present session, after recounting the various | Roane, Roberts, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Skinner, Tan- 
successes of our arms, he seems to impute the | nehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New 
failure of the accomplishment of the most san- | Jersey, Whitehill, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, 
guine wishes and expectations. not to the want of 


and Yancey—90. 
men, valor, or skill, nor indeed to the want of any 


Nays—Messrs. Baylics of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
human exertions, but to adverse weather, of unu- | Brigham, Champion, Fly, Hale, Hufty, Moscley, Pear- 
sual violence and continuance. Why,then,should |son, John Reed, Taggart, Ward of Massachusetts, 
we provide for raising more men, or giving such White, Wilson of Massachusetts, and Winter—1L5. 
extraordinary encouragement to enlistments, not 
asked for nor recommended by the Executive au- Saturoay, January 22. 
thority? The honorable gentleman, chairman of 
the Military Committee, when introducing the 
bill, to which this is an auxiliary, gave it as his 
opinion that, with the blessings of Heaven, it 
would furnish the means of taking Canada, and 
realize all the wishes of the ač *ocates of the war. 
Indeed it might; but here is tire rub. It is very 
much to be doubted that that blessing will attend 
it, and without it, it may not effect the object at 
all; and, if it will not effect it all, it would be 
unreasonable to adoptit. That Being that directs 
the storm may again bring on adverse weather, 
at the moment of expected success, and thus ren- 
der unavailing all our efforts; and, do what you 
may, you will not take Canada. 

Some, indeed, seem to imagine, that assuming 
a mighty armor and attitude will further our 
views to peace. But when our Commissioners 
shall carry this bill to Gottenburg, and then 
show the British Envoys, that may be appointed 
to meet them for the purpose of negotiating a 
peace, that we cannot procure a single man to 
enlist for the war, without giving one hundred 
and thirty-two dollars bounty, and more than 
double the wages the British ever had occasion 
to give, in their most distressing days. will it ter- 
rify them? A reply need not be made. Amid.t 
their triumphant victories over their European 
enemy, they have offered us peace. Let us, then, 
receive the olive branch, abandon our war prepa- 
ration, and once more be willing to become a 
prosperous and happy people. 

When Mr. W. had concluded, a motion was 
made by Mr. Oax.ey to adjourn, and negatived, 
72 to 53. 


Another member, to wit: from New York, 
Wirum Irvine, elected to supply the vacancy 
occasioned by the resignation of Egbert Benson, 
appeared, was qualified, and took his seat. 

Mr. Newron, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, reported the bill from 
the Senate “for the relief of Isaac Clason,” with 

| amendments; which were read, and, together with 
the bill, committed to a Committee of the Whole 
on Tuesday next. 

The amendments of this House to the Senate’s 
bill for extending the enlistments of certain regi- 
ments, were returned from the Senate, disagreed 
to, and the House, on motion of Mr. Trour, re- 
ceded from its amendments. 

Another message was received from the Senate, 
informing the House that they insist on their 
amendments (yesterday disagreed to by this 
House) to the bill to provide for filling the ranks 
of the Army and encouraging enlistments, and 
that they request a conference thereon with this 
body, and have appointed managers of said con- 
ference in beisalf of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. Troup, the House insisted 
on its disagreement to said amendments, and di- 
rected the appointment of managers on its part of 
said conference. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. 
Mr. Incersouy, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported the following bill: 


A bill establishing the permanent residence of the At- 
torney General of the United States at the seat of 
Government. 

: F Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 

k Mr. Roserrs then required the previous ques- | alives of the United States of America, f, Cages 

Hong A sufficient number joining him in the re- assembled, That, from and after the date of this act, it 

quisition, the previous question was taken, and | shall be the duty of the Attorney General of the United 

decided as follows: For the previous question, | States to reside permanently at the seat of the Gencral 


a a eeaeee aae 


79; against il, 34. Government: Provided, nevertheless, That a reasona- 
The main question was then puton the passage | ble time be allowed for the present Attorney General 
of the bill, and decided as follows: to make his arrangements for such permanent resi- 


Yuas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- | dence at the City of Washington, in the District of 
er, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, Brown, | Columbia. 
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Sec. 2. And be it fi 
the salary now directed to be paid to the Attorney 
General, the sum of dollars shall be paid quarter- 
annually to that officer, at the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enucted, That it shall be 
the duty of the Attorney General to make reports, in 
writing, and give written opinions, on all points of a 
legal nature referred to him by the President or Con- 
gress of the United States. 


The bill was twice read, and committed. 


MODIFICATION OF THE EMBARGO. 


Mr. Graunpy, of Tennessee, from the Commit- 
tee of Foreign Relations, reported, without amend- 
ment, the bill from the Senate authorizing the 
President of the United States to grant certain 
privileges to the inhabitants of the island of Nan- 
tucket. Mr. G. moved that the bill have a third 
reading. 

Mr. Kina, of Massachusetts, said he was in 
favor of this bill, as he should be in favor of 
everything tending to relieve any portion of the 
people from the pressure of the embargo. But 
he wished to propose an amendment to it. If 
necessity was to be allowed asa plea for relieving 
one portion, it ought to be for another; and there 
were many places suffering under the operation 
of the aet which had cut off the coasting trade. 
He moved to amend the bill so as to extend its 

rovisions also to any other island or place,in the 

hited States or Territories, whieh shall be simi- 
larly situated with Nantucket. 

Mr. Grenpy opposed the amendment. If there 
were other places requiring the interposition of 
Congress, he hoped separate applications would 
be made in their behalf, he peopie of Nan- 
tucket had made out a case entitling them to re- 
lief; but of the situation of other places, we have 
no information on which we can act. If the ob- 
ject of the House was to preserve the embargo, 
they ought to be very cautious iu adopting any 
measure which might defeat that object. The 
provision of this bill had been demonstrated to 
the Committee to be necessary, and recommended 
by a letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, which he read. He hoped, therefore, 
the gentleman would not persist in an amendment, 
the adoption of which would defeat the bill. 

Mr. Farrow opposed the amendment because 
it would go to repeal the coasting trade. He 
was in favor of the embargo’s being so enforced 
as to chain the ships to the wharves. The em- 
bargo he knew operated severely on our citizens, 
but it would operate more so on the enemy. It 
was similar to a parent’s giving his child medi- 
cine which was disagreeable at first, but would 
operate beneficially in the end. 

Mr. Kina observed, in reply, that they did not 
complain of wholesome medicines being admin- 
istered by skilful physicians, but of nostrums 
being administered by quacks and empirics.— 
The gentleman had said that the ink of the em- 
bargo law was scarcely dry when they were 
about to make an alteration in it. He believed 
the ink of that day would sever be dry. It 
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suffering people of the United States, It was 


stated by the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
Grounpy) that unless they passed the bill the 
people of Nantucket would starve; he believed 
it; but there were a number of his constituents 
in a similar situation. If starving our own citi- 
zens would operate on the enemy, gentlemen 
would be abundantly gratified, but the enemy 
had other places to go for provisions, whereas 
our citizens could not go from one port to ano- 
ther. If he thought the amendment would de- 
feat the bill he would not have offered it, as he 
was in favor of it. But the amendment only 
went to extend the diseretionary power proposed 
to be vested in the President by the bill. He 
had supposed that the friends of the President 
would have been in favor of it, as it always had 
been a favorite object with them. The amend- 
ment went to put the issues of life and death 
into the hands of the President, and how he 
would decide, no man who had ever seen him 
could doubt. 

The amendment was lost. 

Mr. Brapsury then moved to amend the bill 
by inserting at the end of it the following words: 
“And also to any inhabitant or inhabitants of the 
‘District of Main. or the islands belonging there- 
‘to, on applicatic.. as aforesaid, similar permis- 
t sion, under similar restrictions, to import in ves- 
‘ sels aforesaid, from any port or place in the Uni- 
ted States, any articles of provision necessary 
for the subsistence of such inhabitants.” 
Mr. Grenxpy opposed the amendment. He 
stated that when the bill laying the embargo 
was reported by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations there was a section in it similar to the 
amendroent now proposed, but that it had been 
struck out. and it was done so by the gentlemen 
of the minority voting for striking it out. If, 
then, there were sufferings, he charged it to them. 

Mr. Ricnarpson said that if the embargo was 
to be considered asa medicine, which we must 
take in order to starve Great Britain, he sup- 
posed we must adopt a course of abstinence in 
order io let it have its effect. That appeared to 
be the opinion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Farrow.) It appeared already 
that our own citizens were in a state of starva- 
tion. And if cries of misery and distress from 
our own citizens would be any proof of the op- 
eration of the embargo on the enemy, the gen- 
tleman and the House would soon be gratified 
with histories of starvation and ruin. ‘The 
amendment went to lessen the evils of the em- 
bargo; and he was in favor of it alihough he 
felt little anxiety on the subject of its passage. 
He did not believe in the elcacy of the medi- 
cine we bad taken. and had no faith in taking 
poison, and hope thereby to injure the enemy. 
But he believed that the more rigidly the embar- 
go was enforced, the less time it would be en- 
dured by the people, and its repeal would be — 
sooucr. It certainly was a system more abomi- 
nable and detestable than ever had been adapted ; 
and if suffered to exist long, the people will never 
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try the experiment again. He was, however, | derogatory to freemen, to accept of the relief pro- 
not insensible to distress, and should listen to the | posed to be afforded, yet in the case now presented, 
cries of misery and ruin, let it come from what; no choice is left. They must surrender at dis- 
quarter it would, and he should therefore vote į cretion—they must accept of the terms offered— 


for the amendment. ‘they must consent to eat their own bread by 
Mr. Witson, of Massachusetts, said, that as: weight, and drink their water by measure. 
the Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re-' As the reasons which influence me to support 


lations had wished a statement made of any : this bill are founded, principally. on the peculiar 
cases which might he similar to the one from: situation of the inhabitants of Nantucket; with 
Nantucket, he would make a statement which j the permission of this House, I will endeavor in 
was not a feigned issue, but was real. In the ; a few words to describe their situation. 
district from which he came, there were several! The island of Nantucket is situated on the 
islands similarly situated with that of Nantucket. ; southeasterly part of Massachusetts, is fifteen 
The persons inhabiting these islands could no’ miles long and three miles wide, and is thirty 
more subsist without a connexion with the main ; miles distant from the main. This island is sterile 
land than the members of the House could sub- : and barren, it affords no wood, and but a very 
sist if they were confined within the walls of the i small portion of the necessaries of life. It eon- 
House. ‘tains about seven thousand inhabitants. They 
Mr. Bicruow said he was in favor of the. have fora long period been principally engaged 
amendment, and also of the bill. He believed jin the whale fishery. By their uncommon in- 
that there were other islands similar to that of : dustry, skill, and economy, they have been enabled 
Nantucket. Notwithstanding he had always ‘to prosecute the business with success. This 
been opposed to the embargo, and all the re- , town and the town of New Bedford, are the only 
strictive measures which had been adopted, and f towns in these United States much engaged in 
the good people of Nantucket in their favor; ; the business, They are the only towns, either in 
still, when they were distressed by those meas-! this country or Europe, which could prosecute 
ures he was ready to grant them relief. He: the whale fishery, to any considerable extent, with- 
hoped soon to see the whole restrictive system | out the aid and support of Government. ‘These 
done away. After cugaging with the Emperor | towns, so far from receiving bounties, or any aid 
of France in his attempt to starve Great Britain, , ftom our Government, have contributed very lib- 
and he now being unable to afford us assistance i erally for its support. 
any longer, he hoped we should abandon our at-: When the present inexpedient and ruinous war 
tempt, which would have no effect but that of; was unexpectedly declared, the inhabitants of 
starving our own citizens, and adopt a more ra-' Nantucket were prosecuting their accustomed 
tional course of proceeding than we had done, employment in the Pacific Ocean. Since that 
lately, and that before the end of the present; period about twenty of their whale ships have 
session the embargo would be repealed. been captured by the enemy. Their loss cannot 
The question was then taken by yeas and be estimated ata less sum than one million of 
hays, and the amendment lost—yeas 58, nays 94. ' dollars. Permit ine to say this is no inconsidera- 
A message having been received from the Sen- | ble sum, when we take into our consideration by 
ate, on motion of Mr. Grunpy, the bill was or-! whom, the manner in which, and from whence 
dered to lie on the table, but afterwards resumed, , it has been derived, It has been procured by the 
on motion of the same gentleman. j inhabitants of Nantucket, by the harpoon, their 
Further discussion ensued, and the previous, only weapon of war, either ofensive or defensive, 
question was again unsuccessfully required. | from the Pacific Ocean. Ithas been procured by 
The bill was then ordered to a third reading, | successful grapples with the monsters of the deep. 
When— | The remainder of their ships are liable to be 
Mr, Jonn Rer» spoke as follows: Mr. Speaker, | captured. They are wholly destitute of employ- 
I rise for the purpose of stating to this House the | ment, ships of war can sail around the island. 
reasons which will indace me to vote in favor of; They are wholly unprotected, and are at all times 
the bill now under discussion. I frankly acknowl-| liable to fall an easy prey into the hands of the 
edge it is not such as I could wish. I could wish | enemy. In this distressed situation, it was thought 
that every section of these United States might be: expedient to petition Congress for some relief. 
independent of the will of the President for the; Their petition has been presented. What must 
necessaries of life. I would immediately repeal, | their astonishment be, when, instead of reeciving 
at least, so much of the embargo as affects our’ the relief they fondly anticipated, they were in- 
coasting trade, and destroys the internal com-j formed of the Embargo law? I imagine they 
merce between different parts of the same State, | exclaimed—This, this is the unkindest cut of all! 
Buta majority of this House think otherwise,! The bill now before the House, delegates pow- 
I despair of obtaining what I most anxiously : er to the President, when in his opinion the pub- 
wish—l despair of obtaining any other relief for | lie Interest does not forbid, to permit the inhabi- 
the inhabitants generally, or of Nantucket, at} tants of Nantucket, on application, under such 
present, except that which is proffered by this bill. | restrictions as he may deem proper, to employ 
Their situation is such as most imperivusly de- | vessels or boats for the purpose of carrying fuel, 
mands the interposition of this House. Although | and provisions, and necessaries, [rom the main, 
in some situations it might seem degrading and | &c. Some gentlemen seem to consider this a 
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very extraordinary bill—it certainly is. It becomes 
necessary from the very extraordinary situation 
in which the inhabitants of Nantucket have been 
placed by a law—I mean the embargo—which 
passed this House a few days or rather nights 
since. By that law, all communication between 
Nantucket and the main has been also lately 
precluded. The law is well known. Permit me 
io read a letter from William Jones, acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, on thesubject. [Here Mr. 
Reep read Mr. Jones’s letter, stating “that the 
‘construction under the embargo, given to the 
* water between Nantucket and the main land, is 
‘neither bay, river, nor sound. The islandofNan- 
‘tueket is considered as in the open ocean, and 
‘that a vessel going from any part of the main 
‘ land to that island, must necessarily go to sea,’ 
&c.] Thus it appears that all connexion between 
the island of Nantucket and the main isatan end. 
As I am informed, they have not a sufficiency of 
the necessaries of life, and fuel, to last during the 
Winter season. Will you deprive them of fuel 
and the necessaries of life? Will you starve 
them? I trust not. 

Nantucket may possibly be considered by some 
so inconsiderable as not to deserve the attention 
of this House. Permit me to state, it isa com- 
pact town, a city of the second grade in point of 
size in the United States ; it contains about seven 
thousand inhabitants, I may be told, as an hon- 
orable Speaker, now an honorable Ambassador, 
a few days since told this House, “that if by the 
‘extreme pressure of the embargo law, the in- 
` habitants of particular sections of the country 
‘could not procure the necessaries of life, they 
‘ must remove toa more fruitful part of the coun- 
‘ try.” We ought to remember, by our embargo 


law, we have denied the inhabitants of Nantuck- | 


et this dernier resort. 

The island of Nantucket was considered of 
sufficient importance to attract the attention of 
the British Parliament, in the year 1775. Iwill 
read a short extract from history, which Icon- 
sider pertinent: 


“Tn the year 1775, a bill was proposed in the Brit- 
ish Parliament, restraining the four provinces of New 
England from commerce with Great Britain, Ireland, 
or the British West India islands, and prohibiting 
them from carrying on the fishery at Newfoundland. 
It was particularly urged against the bill, that bad con- 
sequences must result to Nantucket; this, say they, 
is a barren island, lying off the coast of New England, 
about fifteen miles long and three broad, containing 
six thousand inhabitants, almost all Quakers. The 
natural produce of the island, it was alleged, could 
not maintain twenty families; but the industry of the 
inhabitants was such, that they kept one hundred 
and thirty vessels constantly employed in the whale 
fishery, which they carried on in the North Seas, to 
the coast of Africa and Brazil, and even as far as the 
Falkland islands, and the shores of Terra Maggelan- 
ica; these people, it was said, ought, undoubtedly, to 
have been exempted from the common calamity, were 
it only for the applause due to so much industry and 
resolution. 

“The instance of Nantucket was so strong, that Ad- 
ministration, with all their obstinacy, were obliged to 


with great severity. ` 
| “That Government, said they, which attempts to 
preserve its authority, by destroying the trade of its 
subjects, and by involving the innocent and guilty in 
common ruin, if it acts from a choice of such means, 
it confesses itself unworthy ; if from inability, to find 
any other, it admits itself wholly incompetent to the 
t end of its institution.” — Encyclopedia, vol. 3, p 673. 
| I forbear to make any comments on the above 
l extract. It speaks a language which cannot be 
| misunderstood. I would only ask, is it possible 
; that the Government of Great Britain, in the year 
1775, being three thousand miles distant, had so 
much respect for the right, and regard for the 
| happiness of the inhabitants of Nantucket, then 
; a colony, as to relax restrictions which, compared 
with the embargo, are light and trivial; and shall 
we refuse to grant the small relief tendered by 
this bill, so absolutely necessary to the same 
Nantucket—a part of the United States? I hope 
not. 
It does seem to me that fixing our eyes on great 
and distant objects, I mean Canada and the Brit- 
ish navy, and looking steadfastly for a long time, 
we lose sight of the intermediate space—we lose 
sight of the liberty, privileges, and interests of our 
own country. We have adopted an embargo—a 
restrictive system—which deprives a large and 
: respectable portion of the citizens of these United 

States of their future prospects, of their property, 
tof their daily bread. It deprives them of those 
| rights and privileges which they have always 
| considered guarantied by the Constitution, 
[i 
if 
| 


Tam influenced by another consideration, which 
I feel it my duty to state to this IIouse. I re- 
ceived a few days since a letter from an honorable 
merchant in the town of New Bedford, stating that 
morc than thirty citizens of Nantucket were then 
at New Bedford. They had been absent from 
piel families and friends more than two years. 
l 


They had escaped the perils of their most dan- 
jgerous employment; they had escaped capture 
by the enemy; they had escaped shipwreck, but 
were caught in the toils of our own laws. Yes, 
these citizens, by our laws, are absolutely preclu- 
| ded fror visiting their distressed and disconsolate 
| families. These things ought not so to be. I 
| have always considered our liberty and security, 
| as a people, in a great measure, to consist in the 
| equality of our laws; that the same laws which 
controlled one class of citizens controlled others 
also; that we had no nobility and no exemption. 
| Suppose the present session of Congress should 
continue six months from its commencement— 
suppose at the expiration of that period we should 
find a law in existence, which would prevent us 
from visiting our families and friends, should we 
| not repeal it? Yes.in my opinion it would be 
| repealed with the same precipitancy that the em- 
bargo law passed. Shall we deny the inhabitants 
of Nantucket those inestimable rights and privi- 
leges we would so readily take ourselves? 
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In every view, which I have been able to con- 
sider the subject, I am fully persuaded some re- 
lief ought to be afforded. I consider the inhabi- 
tants of Nantucket, as I would consider a friend, 
cast into prison without a crime, destitute of the 
necessaries of life. I would consent in such a 
situation that he should be fed through the grates, 
but my feeble exertion should not be wanting to 
effect his liberation. 

Mr. Weaster said, he should vote against the 


bill, because he believed Congress had no power } 


Modifica ton of the Embargo. 
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| vote for the bill; but if rejected he should vote 
j against the bill. as he could see no reason why 
the people of Nantucket should receive privileges 
refused to others similarly situated. 

Mr. Suerrey was also in favor of the amend- 
ment. He could see no reason for any distine- 
tion. The House had received a statement from 
an honorable member in his piace, and they were 
bound to believe it correct. He said that was a 
proud day for those who had opposed the Embar- 
go law, as now, within a month after its passage, 


to interdict the coasting trade in the manner it | the chairman of the committee who reported the 
had been done; and he considered that part of | bill, had declared that seven thousand persons 
the Embargo law as unconstitutional and void. | were about to be starved by it, and such was the 
He found nothing in the Constitution, either ex- i hurry of the gentleman to prevent them from 
press or implied, which gave Congress the power | starving, that he had called the previous question, 
they had exercised, and he never would consent | to prevent any amendment or debate. Mr. S., 
to pass any law giving to our citizens a privilege į said he had voted for striking out the seventh sec- 
which they enjoyed under the Constitution, and | tion of the Embargo law for two reasons; the 


of which they could not be rightfully divested. 

Mr. Porrer also spoke against the bill. He 
was against granting exclusive privileges to any 
part of the community. 

Mr. Bay iss should vote in favor of the bill, 
but with reluctance, because he was opposed to 
partial laws. The people of the District of Maine 
were as much entitled to relief as the people of 
Nantucket. He was inclined tojbelieve, with the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, that the part 
of the Embargo law which interdicted the coast- 
ing trade was unconstitutional; but the law was 
in operation, and the people of Nantucket might 
starve before it could be repealed. 

Mr. Witson, of Massachusetts, moved toamend 
the bill by inserting, after the word “ Nantucket,” 


one was that he did not wish to give sucha 

| power to the President, and the other was, that if 
they determined to have an Embargo, it might bc 
so rigid as to nauseate and sicken the people, 
thereby preventing them from ever having ano- 
ther; that the name of the Embargo hereafter 
might sound like the name of poison. 

Mr. Ronents called the previous question, but 
| the demand was not supported by a majority of 
l the House. 
| Messrs. Finncey, ALEXANDER, and Jackson of 
Virginia, opposed the amendment. 

Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, called the previous 
question, but was not supported by a majority of 
the House. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to 


the names of several other islands, which he de- | the amendment, which was lost. 


elared to be in a similar condition with the island | 


of Nantucket. 


Mr. Wirson, of Massachusetts, moved to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee on Foreign 


Mr. Grunpy opposed this amendment, and | Relations.-—Lost. 


called the previous question, but was not support- 
ed in his call by a majority of the House. 
Mr. Pirxrn supported the amendment. 
thought the representation of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, in his place, was entitled to at 
least as much weight as that of the agent of the 
people of Nantucket. The situation of the coun- 
try was truly astonishing. Under a power to 
regulate commerce, Congress had passed a law tu 
starve a number of its own citizens, 
was the fact, it was only necessary to refer to the 
statement of the Chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, who had declared the people 
of Nantucket to be in a starving condition, and 
who had just called the previous question, in 
order to prevent any amendment to the bill, or 
any delay in its passage. In reply to the obser- 
vations of Mr. Gronpy, that the minority had 
voted in favor of striking out the seventh section 


That this | 


The question was then taken on the pase: gs of 


| the bill, and determined in the affirmative—yeas 


He | 


105, nays 7, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Bigelow, Bowen, Bradbury, Brad- 
ley, Breckenridge, Brigham, Brown, Burwell, Butler, 
Caperton, Caldwell, Calhoun, Champion, Chappell, 
Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Cooper, Cox, 
Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, Culpeper, Davis of Pa., 
Denoyelles, Desha, Dewey, Eppes, Findley, Fisk of 
i New York, Forney, Franklin, Gaston, Gholson, Glas- 
| gow, Gourdin, Grundy, Hale, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, 

Hawes, Hufty, Humphreys, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson 
| of Rhode Island, Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Vir- 
| inia, Kennedy, Kent of New York, Kerr, Kershaw, 

Kilbourn, King of Massachusetts, King of North Car- 
olina, Lefferts, Lyle, Markell, McCoy, Miller, Moore, 
Moseley, Murfree, Newton, Oakley, Parker, Pearson, 
Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, John Reed, William Reed, 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ridge- 


of the Embargo law, as originally reported, Mr. | ly, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Ruggles, Sevier, Shofiey, 
P. declared that he had voted for striking it out. | Sherwood, Stanford, Strong, Sturges, Taylor, Telfair, 
He did it on the principle, that it vested in the | Udree, Ward of N. Jersey, White, Whitehill, Wilson 
President the power to regulate the whole coast- | of Massachusetts, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Winter, 
ing trade; a power which he never would con- | Wright, and Yancey—105. i 

sent to vest in any President. |. Naxs—Messrs. Cilley, Dawson, Law, Lewis, Orms- 

Mr. Tatumapee declared that he should vote | by, Post, Potter, and Webster—8. 
for the amendment, and if it passed he should} And the House adjourned. 
13th Con. 2d Sess.—36 
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Monpay, January 24. 

Two other members, to wit: from New York, 
Samvet M. Horxtns and NarnanieL W. How- 
BLL, appeared and took their seats. | 

Isaac WILLIAMS, jr., also appeared, was quali- 
fied, and took his seat, as one of the Representa- 
tives from the State of New York, in the place of 
J. M. Bowers, who has been declared not entitled 
to a seal. 

Mr. Jennines presented a petition of the Legis- 
lature of the Indiana Territory, that the judges 
in said Territory, appointed by the authority of 
the United States, may be instructed to submit 
to and perform certain judicial services required 
of them by the said Legislature.—Referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Epres, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill for the relief of Henry Fan- 
ning; which was read twice, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole. 


BLUE LIGHTS. 


Mr. Law observed that there was a subject 
which for some time past had caused much spec- 
ulation, and excited some irritation. It has ap- 
peared ina variety of shapes, and given rise to 
many observations. It has been the theme of 

ublic prints. It has been solemnly introduced 
in debate on this floor—it has been ushered before 
the public, through the Head of a Department, and 
has acquired unusual currency, and some degree 
of credit, by the manner in which it has gained 
publicity. That which was at first mere rumor, 
has, by a species of official acts, become in some 
measure confirmed; and characters, perhaps not 
intended to be embraced, have been implicated, 
and exposed to crimination and reproach. From 
zeal to impute blame to one class of citizens, it 
may, on due examination, be found they have 
cast adium on men of another description, whom 
I presume they had no intention to injure. Eager 
to spread the story, they may find, on farther in- 
quiry, they have involved their friends as well as 
those they deem their enemies. Had the subject 
been confined to vague rumor, it certainly would 
not have deserved the trouble of an examination 
in this place. But when we consider it comes 
before the publicin the form of a letter addressed 
to the Head of a Department, from a highly dis- 
tinguished and meritorous officer, and through 
that channel is issued to the world with a sort of 
official authenticity ;—when we consider it has 
been more than once repeated by honorable 
gentlemen within these walls; and, above all, 
when we consider on whom the stigma must at- 
tach, if the report be founded on fact, it rises above 
idle report, assumes a character of importance, 
and presentsasubject for investigation not beneath 
the dignity of this House. I allude to the blue 
lights, so called, which are said to have been dis- 
played at or near the harbor of New London, in 
the manner stated by gentlemen some days since 
in this place; for surely no men ought to rest 
under such foul reproach, without proof of the 
fact. Itisa charge, if not of direct treason within 
the limits of the Constitution, in adhering to the 


enemy, giving them aid and comfort, is at leasta 
charge of giving that enemy light and informa- 
tion, whereby they may be better able to carry 
on the war, check the movements and defeat the 
operations of our own ships. The resolution I 
am about to submit, is not induced from a belief 
in my mind that it is correct in fact; for I have 
no hesitation in declaring it as my belief, grounded 
on information derived from gentlemen in that 
vicinity, of the first respectability, that itis in- 
correct. Nor do I seek the inquiry because I 
think the State from whence I came can be 
chargeable with acts which the Constitution for- 
bids; or that Iam willing to believe my native 
town contains among her citizens men so aban- 
doned as to light torches, as signals to the enemy, 
which would in all probability lead to the de- 
struction of their own dwellings. The conduct of 
the citizens of Connecticut is well known, and 
gratefully acknowledged by the General Govern- 
ment, in protecting their property, when they 
were unable to protect it themselves—their con- 
duct in keeping at bay the proud and insulting 
ships of Great Britain, which, without their vol- 
untary aid, might have captured or destroyed a 
part of that Navy which sustains our hopes and 
buoys up the national character, would seem to 
forbid and preclude all suspiciun against them as 
the perpetrators of such deeds. Sir, the State of 
Connecticut has felt a pride in protecting that 
charge, unfortunately committed to their care. 
But if men, of whatever station or politics, are 
to be found, who attach to them the slightest sus- 
picion of treachery, in relation to the American 
ships now in that harbor, they will, on a plain 
statement of facts, at once dismiss their jealousies, 
and acquit that State and its citizens from the 
charge raised against them, or the suspicion, if it 
does not vanish, must be extended to others for 
whom they are not responsible. 

It will be recollected, that Commodore Decatur 
arrived with his squadron in the harbor of New 
London the beginning of June last, being driven 
into that port by a superior British force, which 
has continned to invest that port, and will con- 
tinue to blockade it, doubtless with an intention 
of depriving the country of the skill and exertion 
of that valuable and distinguished officer, during 
the present war. At this time, one year after 
war was declared, the United States had not 
troops at that place adequate to the protection or 
defence of the ships; at this critical moment the 
State of Connecticut, although not approving of 
the war, called forth her patriotic sons, and the 
inhabitants of New London were not backward 
on the occasion tu protect the boast of the coun- 
try, defend their own soil, exposed tu danger by 
the acts of the General Goverument, and resist 
the enemy. At the beat of the drum, they re- 
paired to the scene of danger; they occupied the 
adjacent heights; they guarded the points of the 
harbor and defended the coast. For months, 
during the time these watchmen, faithful to them- 
selves and their country, were on duty iu your 
service, no charge of disloyalty was heard against 
them—no surmises of treason were circulated 
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bor, the detachments from Connecticut were dis- 
missed, with the thanks of that State and the ap- 
probation of the General Government. From 
this period the United States troops, occupying 
the forts on each side of the harbor, commanded 
the adjacent heights, kept or ought to have kept 
guards on the points near the enemy’s ships, to 
watch his movements and detect any improper 
intercourse from the shores. Yet on these very 
heights and points, these wicked torches, these 
mysterious lights, are said to have been raised, 
if they were exhibited as represented. Now, sir, 
I know the officers commanding on this station; 
they are faithful and honorable men—and I am 
bound to presume they have performed their duty ; 


== mran a. 
jthe situation of the country, as well as from 


the representation made by a great number of the 


i Where these blue lights are said to have been 
exhibited. 
There are,or ought to be, guards or patrols 
: constantly maintained, and especially in the night 
season. No person could, therefore, without dis- 
covery, exhibit these lights at the places where 
| they are said to have been seen. l follows there- 
; fore, if they were indeed seen, as has been repre- 
sented, either that these troops must have been 
i criminally inattentive to their duty, or themselves 
| privy to the deed. Neither of these conclusions 
; ought to be drawn upon slight ground. And this 


but the report casts censure on them, or at least | view of the case makes it more important, that 
implies a neglect of duty and want of vigilance ! the proper inquiry should be had. T hope, there- 
in them, which Iam unwilling to attach to them, ; fore, that the subject may be duly investigated 
without further proof. The subject merits in- i by a committee of this House, and that the public 
quiry ; if the report is correct let the censure fall | may be possessed of the true state of facts respect- 


on those who have incurred it—if incorrect, let 
the reproach be wiped away. Withaview, there- 
fore, to ascertain the facts correctly, I move the 
following resolution : 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire | 


whether any treasonable correspondence has been held, 
or information given, by means of blue lights, or sig- 
nals by fire, given from the shores at or near the har- 
bor of New London, in the State of Connecticut, to 
the blockading squadron off that harbor, whereby the 


j ing these blue lights, which have excited so maeh 
l 


attention and assumed so much importance. 

; As to any animadversions which they may 
| have occasioned in this House, I do not attach so 
much importance to them, as they appear to merit 
in the estimation of my colleague. 

Blue lights, I presume, have occasionally been 
brought into debate, as certain other terms fre- 
| quently are, without any real or specific meaning, 
| but simply by way of ornament or embellishment 


enemy might learn the state, condition, or movements | to a speech, such as Old tory, British gold, Hen- 
of the American ships, under the command of Commo- | ryism, &e.; and ifany honorable gentleman should 
dore Decatur, now in that port; and that the commit- j at any time consider that blue lights, regularly 
tec be authorized to take evidence by deposition, or | interpersed in his speech, would render it more 
otherwise, as they shall deem necessary, and report ! lucid or brilliant, I certainly would not wish to 
thereon to this House. | deprive him of any bencfit which he may propose 

The House agreed to consider the resolution. | to himself from the use of them in this way. 

Mr. Mosetey.—Mr. Speaker, | hope the reso-| Sir, it cannot be necessary, I apprehend, to add 
lution offered by my honorable colleague will be į further remarks at this time. The committee 
agreed to, and that a committee may be appointed i proposed, I hope, will be appointed, that it may 
to make the inquiry proposed. It could, perhaps, | be ascertained if practicable in the first place whe- 
hardly be expected that this subject of blue lights : ther any blue lights have in fact been displayed 
should claim the attention of this House, were it | as signals to the enemy ; and if so, by whom, and 
not for the consequence given to it by the various | in what manner. That the odium of so detes- 
circumstances which have just been stated by | table and treasonable a deed may fall where it 
the mover of the resolution, and which I need i ought. 
not repeat. ! Mr. Grounpy, of Tennessee, said the sensibility 

Sir, as a citizen of Connecticut, I feel no par- | displayed by the gentlemen from Connecticut on 
ticular solicitude, lest the character of that State | this subject was most honorable to themselves ; 
should suffer by any representations which have | and he certainly concurred with them in the 
been made, or which may be made on this subject. i hope that upon examination it would appear that 

From the best information I have been able to | no portion of the people of that State were capable 
obtain, I am very much inclined, with my col- i of an actso base and dishonorable. So far, how- 
league, to discredit the reports which have been | ever,as his mind had been impressed, he differed 
put into circulation respecting these blue lights. ! from the gentleman who appeared to think there 
Tam induced to believe, that upon due examina- į was no foundation for the report. It ought to be 
tion it will be found, that there has been some | recollected that the commander of the American 
mistake in this business. But, admitting that j squadron, whose authority could not be questioned, 
these blue lights have in fact been seen in the | had stated what was his impression, derived from 
manner represented—it is clear from the state- | the information of the oflicers and men under 
ment made by my colleague, who resides at New | his command. The same impression was con- 
London, and must be perfectly acquainted with | grmed on the mind of Mr, G.. by the statements 
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of newspapers on the spot, conducted by those } because it was too diminutive, The tbject avow- 
who differed from him in politics, narrating the | ed by the mover, that is, to defend the character 
circumstance which had been alluded to. Hej of the State of Connecticut from injury on this 
should vote for the inquiry, but he did not wish | head, was not a sufficient one for this House to 
to see a departure from the regular course. The | proceed upon. No one had been cruel enough 
inquiry belonged properly to the Naval Commit- | to charge the act in question on the citizens of 
tee, he conceived—because it was the Navy which | New London, or on the State of Connecticut. 
was intended to have been particularly injured | He hoped it would lie on the table. 
by the exhibition of those lights. He moved to; Mr. Wricu, of Maryland, expressed his sur- 
amend the resolution so as to refer the subject to | prise at the proposition of this inquiry from the 
that committee. side of the House in which it originated—a sur- 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, said he was sorry to | prise which was not lessened by a recollection of 
hear a wish expressed by the gentleman from | the sensibility in that quarter the other day, when 
Tennessee for the proposed inquiry. When he |a motion for inquiry of a nearly similar nature, 
looked at the principle of this motion, he trem- | in the conduct of Governor Chittenden, had been 
bled at the consequences of its adoption. What | proposed from this side— 
was the principle? It was nothing more thana} The Speaxer here interposed, and required the 
proposition to exercise, through a committee of | confinement of debate to the motion pending, viz: 
this House, the inquisitorial power to inquire | To lay the subject of debate on the table. 
whether treason has been committed in a particu-; And the question was taken to lay the resolu- 
lar instance. He hoped no such precedent would | tion on the table, and decided thus: For laying 
receive the sanction of the House. ‘it the table. 89; against it, 42. 

Mr. Eprss, of Virginia, remarked, that the So Mr. Law’s motion was laid on the table. 
adoption of such a resolution as this would place TURREAU’S LETTER. 


the House of Representatives in an awkward sit- E 
p Mr. RorerTs, of Pennsylvania, offered for con- 


uation. It was unquestionably the right of the iderati ; i i : 
' House to inquire into all things connected with ene without preface, the following reso- 


subjects of legislation; but, to justify this in- | i 
quiry, it ought to be for some specific object. | Resolved, That the Message of the President, com- 
He, therefore, proposed to amend the motion, so municating a report of the Secretary of State, respect- 
as to constitute a committee to inquire into the | iS the translation of a letter addressed by the late 
expediency of providing by law for the pun- | Minister of France to the Secretary of State, bearing 
ishment of persons who hold out blue lighis to | 22t On or about the. 14th of June, 1809, which it ap- 
thesia, or commit other acts oha likè Satura pears, from the said report, has been irregularly with- 

: Silage tothe or p ft ? j drawn from the Department of State, be referred to 
MER Rabe CP a O cane cround | he Committee of Foreign Relations, to investigate 

a e ) "È, any S 


when, by whom, and in what manner the said trans- 
that the House appeared to be embarrassed by | tation of a letter was so withdrawn; and when and in 


the nature of this question, and not prepared to | what manner itcame into the possession of Alexander 
decide on it, moved that it lie on the table. ; C. Hanson, a member of this House ; and that the said 

Mr. Law explained his motive for submitting | Committee be authorized to send for persons and 
the motion. It was not on account of its intrinsic | papears. 


importance, but from the importauce which he | On motion of Mr. Caunoun, the resolve was 
had attached to it by its frequent introduction | amended, by a vote of 76 to 48, so as to substitute 
and assertion on the floor of this House. ;a select committee for “ Committee of Foreign 


Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, said he was not pre- | Relations.” 
pared, nor did he know that he ever should be, : Mr. Fisk, of New York, said he had hoped he 
to act on the subject, and, therefore, he wished į should not have heard any more debate or pro- 
the motion to be laid on the table. Was this | ceedings on this famous letter. To institute a 
House, he asked, to be erected into a court of in- į committee to inquire by what means this letter 
quiry or judicature for criminal offences? Not- ; got into the possession of any person, would be 
withstanding, in this case, an offence has been ' wasting the time of the House on a subject not 
committed, as was proved by testimony the most | worthy of its attention. What was to grow out 
irrefragable—an offence which he hoped theattor- ; of the inquiry? Was it pretended that the bu- 
ney of the district would, as was his duty, direct i reau of State had been rifled of its regular files? 
an inquiry into—yet this House were to be called ; No such allegation had been made, nor was any 
upon to travel out of their duty to inquire into it. | such inference deducible from the report. For 
He hoped time would at least be given for decid- : his own part, Mr. F., said he was free to declare 
ing on the propriety of the proposed inquiry. | that he did not care how the letter came into the 

Mr. Rara, of Tennessee, opposed the motion | possession of the honorable member who was 
to lay the resolution on the table, because he i named in the motion, and therefore he did not 
wished it to be decided by a direct negative. | wish any inquiry into the matter. 
The pendency of such a motion he apprehended | Mr. Grosvenor, of New York, said he hoped 
would have the effect to prevent or arrest proper j the House would adopt the resolution with an 
inquiry elsewhere. amendment, which he moved in the following 

Mr. Catnoun, of South Carolina, said this was | words, to be added to the end of it; “ And, also, 
not an object worthy the attention of the House, | when and in what manner the original of such 
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translation was withdrawn from the Department | 
of State.” He said he was glad that the gentle- | 


man from Pennsylvania, according to his prom- | 
ise, was pursuing the inquiry, which Mr. G. said | 
he was desirous to have pursued thoroughly and i 
entirely, When this committee was raised, he | 
also wished to clothe it with power to correct the | 
recollections of Mr. Graham, which that gentle- : 
man had stated to be extremely faint on these | 
points. ! 

Mr. Kine, of Massachusetts, moved to amend! 
the amendment, so as to authorize the inquiry, | 
“ When, and in what manner, for what cause, by 
whom, and at whose request,” the paper was! 
withdrawn. j 

Mr. GROSVENOR accepted this as a part of his| 
motion. 

Mr. Rogers said he was as much disposed as | 
the gentlemen from New York and Massachu- 
setts could be, to prosecute this inquiry to some | 
practical result; but it appeared to him that thej 
information afforded by the report was perfectly | 
satisfactory on the points on which the gente- | 
men wished an inquiry. It distinetly stated that | 
the letter was withdrawn by a member of the 
French Legation ; and, as to the time, that it was 
previously to the rupture of the negotiation with 
Mr. Jackson. Now, Mr. R. said he had under- 
stood, when an inquiry on this subject was first 
proposed, that the most particular allegation in 
relation to it, and which was asserted and reiter- 
ated with great positiveness, was, that the letter 
had not been withdrawn until after the dismis- 
sion of Mr. Jackson. Sufficient was now known 
to prove that not to be correct; and the proba- 
bility was, that other assertions were alike incor- 
rect. Though the letter was withdrawn, the 
translation ought to have remained in the office, 
and it ought to be known how it found its way 
thence into the possession of a member of this 
House; so that, if the department was not under 
proper regulations as to the preservation of its 
papers, some provision ought to be adopted in 
that respect. Such was the object of his motion. 

Mr. Grosvenor spoke in support of his amend- | 
ment, and in reply to Mr. Roserrs. He said the 
gentleman ought not to hesitate to accept his 
amendment as a part of his motion. The basis 
of the resolution was, that the subject was worthy 
of inquiry. If worthy of inquiry at all, it was 
worthy ofa full and effectual examination. As 
to the report, it was unsatisfactory as to the prin- 
cipal points. The Secretary himself knew noth- 
ing of it, as it took place before he came into 
ofice. His chief clerk’s recollections were ex- 
tremely faint on the subject. Now, Mr. G. said, 
the chief clerk could not know the material fact 
of one of the Heads of Department having been 
sent to Baltimore to ask this Frenchman to take 
back his saucy letter. As to the withdrawal of 
the letter, it might have been taken back after 
Jackson’s dismission, before Mr. Smith’s conver- 
sation with Mr. Graham on the subject; on these 
points the inquiry ought to be efficient, with 
which view Mr. Smith himself might be sum- 
moned before the Committee, &c. 


Mr. Farrow, of South Carolina, was opposed 
to the amendment and tothe resolution. He said 
it put him in mind of a play, the performance of 
which never paid for the candles burnt during its 
performance ; and, in like manner, the subject of 
this discussion was not worth the precious time 
consumed in it, &e. 

Mr. Pearson, of North Carolina, supported 
the amendment. He said it appeared, from the 
admission of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
in his motion, that it was proved by the report, 
that this was an official letter, which had been 
“irregularly withdrawn” from the Department of 
State. This fact was denied, heretofore, and it 
had been asserted that the letter was not genuine. 
Mr. P. went on and made some observations in 
support of this proposition, and of the necessity 
of further inquiry, as proposed by the amend- 
ment, that the House and the world might know 
with what kind of equal justice and temper our 
Government had acted in 1809 towards the Gov- 
ernments of France and Great Britain. 

Mr. Roxerrs said that it had at first been 
stated that the letter had been on file; it was now 
proved that it never had been on file, and he 
might show, with equal clearness, that many 
other statements, made with equal positiveness, 
were untrue. The only question now worthy of 
inquiry was, how that letter came into the pos- 
session of any other person than the Secretary 
or clerks of the Department of State. 

Mr. McKim, of Maryland, said it had been his 
wish that this resolution should have been put 
upon its final passage, that he might vote against 
it. But perceiving that the field was opened 
wide for debate, which would be an useless ex- 
penditure of the time of the House, he was com- 
pelled to move that it lie on the table. 

Mr. Grosvenor hoped the resolution would 
not be suffered to lie on the table for the whole 


| session, It contained imputations on a member, 


now absent from indisposition, who had declared 
his anxiety to have the subject fully investigated ; 
and it was no more than due to him that the 
motion should be speedily acted on. 

Mr. Grunpy, of Tennessee, hoped it would lie 
on the table, and pledged himself for one to agree 
to consider it at a future day, when the national 
ousiness (alluding to the bills reported by the 
Committee of Foreign Relations) should be less 
pressing. 

Mr. Gaston, of North Carolina, opposed its 
lying on the table. Procrastination always de- 
layed instead of expediting business, and he much 
feared, if it was laid on the table, that it would 
never be taken up again. 

The question to lay the resolution on the table 
was decided by yeas and nays: For laying on 
the table 80, against it 62, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs, Alexander, Alston, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, Butler, 
Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clopton, Condict, Con- 
ard, Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, Denoyelles, Desha, 
Earle, Eppes, Evans, Findley, Fisk of New York, 
Forncy, Franklin, Gholson, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, 
Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Ingersoll, 
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Ingham, Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, 
Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North 
Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McKim, 
McLean, Moore, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, 
Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Ten- 
nessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, 
Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Strong, Tannehill, 
Taylor, Telfair, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Wil- 
liams, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, and Yancey. 

Nuaxs—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bige- 
low, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Caperton, 
Champion, Cilley, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Da- 
vis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Farrow, For- 


syth, Gaston, Geddes, Grosvenor, Hale, Hopkins of | Pitkin, Post, John Reed 


New York, Howell, Irwin, Jackson of Rhode Island, 
Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, Law, 
Lewis, Lovett, Markell, Moffitt, Montgomery, Moseley, 
Murfree, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, 
Potter, John Reed, William Reed, Ridgely, Roberts, 
Ruggles, Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, 
Smith of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Sturges, 
Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Ward of Massachu- 
setts, Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, Wilson of Massa- 
chusetts, and Winter. 


BONDING OF LIBELLED GOODS. 


On motion of Mr. Carnoux, of South Caro- 
lina, the House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole, on the bill for prohibiting the de- 
livery of libelled merchandise on bonds to the 
owners thereof, pending its trial. 

Much desultory debate took place on this biil, 
in the course of which Messrs. Warp, BRAD- 


BURY, WituiAM Reep, Kine, of Massachusetts, | 


Post, and Kent, of New York, and Gasron, ef 
North Carolina, opposed, and Messrs. Carnoun 
and Roserrs supported the principle of the bill. 

On the one hand it was said, that the provis- 
ions of the bill would be productive of great de- 
lay and inconvenience, and of no benefit to the 
United States; that the evils it proposed to rem- 
edy were of that character which it was in the 
power of the Government of the United States 
to remedy bya more strict attention to the selec- 
tion of their officers; and that the provisions of 
the bill, without guarding the laws from evasion, 
would place the great body of the merchants in 
a state of suffering, and subject them to much 
unnecessary and vexatious delay, &c. 

On the other hand it was said, that, by means 
of this practice on the part of the courts, which 
the Government had in vain endeavored to pre- 
vent, the greatest violations of the law took place 
by collusive partnerships, valuations, and sales, 
insomuch that the non-importation act was almost 
a dead letter as to its actual operation. That the 
fraudulent merchant only could object to the 
laws being strictly enforced, and that the addi- 
tional profits the honest merchant would derive 
in consequence of its enforcement will more than 
compensate him for the injury he sustains. 

Mr. Warp moved an amendment, the object 


of which was that the proceeds of the sales of 


perishable articles, instead of remaining in the 


hands of the marshal, should be delivered to the 
owner, or person claiming to be so, he giving 


bond, &c.—Negatived in Committee, 65 to 56. 


Bonding of Libelled Goods. 


The Committee rose and reported the bill with 
a slight amendment. 

Mr. Warp renewed his motion to amend, 
which was negatived by yeasand nays. For the 
motion 52, against it 84, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Baylics of Massachusetts, 
Virginia, Bigelow, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, 
Davisof Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, 
Grosvenor, Hale, Hopkins of New York, Howell, 
Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of 
Massachusetts, Law, Lewis, Lovett, Markell, Moffitt, 
Montgomery, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, 
, William Reed, Ridgely, 
Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Stockton, Sturges, 
Tallmadge, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, 
Wheaton, White, Wilcox, and Winter. 

Naxs—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arch- 
er, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Brown, Bur- 
well, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clopton, 
Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, 
Crouch, Denoyelles, Desha, Earle, Findley, Fisk of 
Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Frank- 
lin, Gholson, Gourdin, Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, 
Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Ingham, Irving, Jack- 
son of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kerr, 
Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, 
Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McKim, McLean, 
Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, 
Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, Roane, Roberts, Rob- 
ertson, Sage, Seybert, Stanford, Tannehill, Taylor, 
Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Wil- 
liams, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and Yancey. 

Mr. Brappury, of Massachusetts, moved to 
amend the bill so as to limit the existence of its 
provisions to that of the non-importation acts.— 
Motion lost. 

After several attempts to procure an adjourn- 
ment, which were negatived, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Bayly of 


Turspay, January 25. 

Mr. INGERSOLL reported the agreement of the 
Judiciary Committee to the amendments of the 
j Senate to the bill to appoint an additional judge 
in the Missouri Territory; which amendments 
Were concurred in by the House. 

Mr. Trour, from the conferees on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the bill for 
filling the ranks of the Army, &c., made a re- 
port; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill to in- 
| corporate the Directors of the Washington Li- 
| brary Company,” in which they desire the con- 
| currence of this House. 

PETITION OF MARY CHEEVERS. 
| Mr. Inanam made an unfavorable report on 
| the petition of Mary Cheevers, recommending 
| that she have leave to withdraw her memorial. 

[The case of the petitioner is this: She is the 
mother of two sons of her own name, on whom 
was her sole dependence for support, who were 
on board the frigate Constitution in both her ac- 
tions with the Guerriere and the Java, ia the lat- 
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ter of which both were killed. It was further 
stated, in debate by Mr. Ancner aod Mr. Tay- 
LoR, that one of these brave fellows, tn the ago- 
nies of death, raised himself from the deck and 
cheered aloud on being informed that victory had 
declared in our favor. 

The report goes upon the ground that it would 
be improper to provide by law for individual 
cases; and that no general provision existed in 
our laws for relieving the wives and children 
even of those who fall in the naval service, 
though a bill for that purpose is now before the 
House, by a provision in which, if at all, it was 
said. relicf might be extended to the petitioner.) 

The report was opposed by Messrs. ARCHER, | 
of Maryland, Reun, and Warn, of Massachu- 
setts, and Tayor, of New York, and was sup- 
ported by Mr. Inciam. 

On motion of Mr. TayLor, the report was re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole. 

ADVANCES OF MONEY BY STATES. 

The Speaker laid before the House the fol- 
lowing report : 

War DEPARTMENT, January 24, 1814. 

Srn: In obedience to a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 15th instant, T have the honor 
to transmit the enclosed Hetter and account. 

By the former it appears that no claims (other than 
those of the State of Virginia) for moneys advanced 
by States or ‘Territories, in calling into the service of 
the United States detachments of militia, arc filed 
with the Accountant of the War Department ; and by 
the latter is shown the items in the accounts rendered 
by the State of Virginia, which have been adjusted 
under the authority of existing laws, and those also 
which require legislative provision. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

JOHN ARMSTRONG. 

Hon. Mr. Curves, 

Speaker of the House of Reps. 
Deranrnen or War, 
Accountant's Orrrce, January 22, 1814. 

Sra: In conformity to the resolution of the 15th 
instant, I enclose a copy of a letter from the Gover- 
nor of Virginia, addressed to the Secretary of War, 
and by him referred to this office ; and a copy of my 
letter in reply to the Governor, together with a copy 
of the list of disallowed charges on settlement at this 
office on the 17th of November, 1812, as well as the 
amount of the moneys now standing to the debit of 
the State of Virginia on the books of this office. There 
are no other documents in this office touching the sub- 
ject of the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, no accounts being filed here for moneys advanced 
by States or ‘I'erritories in calling into service of the 
United States detachments of militia. 

Respectfully, I am, &e. 

W. SIMMONS. 

The Secrerany or Wan. 

Ricumony, October 14, 1812. 

Srn: Enclosed I transmit an account of the Com- 
monwealth against the United States, and the vouch- 
ers in support thereof. I beg leave to suggest to you 
the indispensable necessity of a prompt attention to 
this subject, as the contingent fund, upon which we 


the State, which depend upon that fund for payment, 
are suspended. If a difficulty should arise to any of 
the items, it may be a subject of future discussion. In 
the interim, it is important to us that so much of the 
account as is admitted should be forthwith discharged. 
If convenient, a draft on the bank here wiil be most 
acceptable. With high respect, &c. 
J. BARBOUR. 
The Secretary or War, Washington, 


DrrantaentT or War, 
Accounrant’s Orricr, Nov. 17, 1812. 

Sin: The Sceretary of War has referred to this 
office your letter to him of the 14th ultimo, together 
with the accounts accompanying it. These accounts, 
as well as those heretofore rendered by the State of 
Virginia, have been acted on, and such parts admitted as 
it is thought the military laws of the United States, cx- 
isting at the time the disbursements were made, would 
authorize. A copy of the account current now en- 
closed, will show you the items composing the sum of 
$17,159 31, the amount admitted. And the accom- 
panying statements embrace all the charges made by 
the State which have been disallowed, with the causes 
of such disallowance noted. Such of the rejected 
vouchers as are not on file in this office were returned 
to Mr. Henning; a list of which is added to state- 
ment No. 1, herewith. The balance in favor of the 
United ‘States is $2,114 10, as will appear from the 
enclosed account current. Jhave the honor to be, &e. 

WM. SIMMONS. 
His Excellency Jas. BARBOUR, 
Governor of Virginia. 
On motion of Mr. Eppes, the report was re- 


ferred to the select committee having the subject 
under consideration. 


BONDING OF LIBELLED GOODS. 


The engrossed bill “for the more effectual en- 
forcing of the non-importation laws by forbid- 
ding the courts to deliver to the claimants, pend- 
ing the trial, merchandise or other articles seized 
under the same,” was read a third time and 

assed—yeas 87, nays 56, as follows: 

Vuas-—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Beall, Burwell, Caldwell, Calhoun, 
Chappell, Clopton, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creigh- 
ton, Crouch, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, 
Earle, Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of New 
York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, "Gholson, Glasgow, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, 
Hubbard, Hungerford, Ingham, Irwin, Jackson of 
Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Ma- 
ryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King of North Car- 
olina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, Me- 
Kee, McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Mur- 
free, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Piper, Pleasants, Rea 
of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ringgold, 
Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, Scybert, 
Smith of Pennsylvania, Strong, Tannehill, Taylor,, 
Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Wil- 
liams, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, and Yancey. 

Naxs—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, 
Bradbury, Breckenridge, Caperton, Cilley, Cooper, 
Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusctts, 
Dewey, Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Grosvenor, Hale, Han- 
son, Hopkins of New York, Howell, Jackson of Rhode 


have been compelled to draw for a great proportion of Island, Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, 


this account, is entirely exhausted, and claims against Lewis, 


Lovett, Markell, Miller, Moffitt, Moseley, Oak- 


1135 


1136 


H. oF R. 


Sturges, Taggart, 
of Massachusetts, 
and Winter. 


PROHIBITION OF RANSOM. 


The House, on motion of Mr. CALHOUN, Te- 


| regard for the welfare of his country, and a re- 
j spect for the dictates of his conscience, would 
| permit him to support. He had vicwed this bill 


solved itself into a Committee of the Whole, OD: as possibly affording such an occasion, especially 
the bill to prohibit the ransoming of ships or ves- | as, in the almost annihilated state of our com- 
sels of the United States, and the goods or mer- j merce, but litle practical effect could follow 
chandise on board the same, captured by the ene- | from it. But he feared that his hopes had been 


mies thereof. 

The blank, for the time after which it shall 
have effect, was filled with the first day of April. 

Considerable desultory discussion took place on 
the principle of the bill, which was opposed by 
Messrs. Post and Grosvenor of New York, and 
Warp, Pickexrine, and RICHARDSON of Massa- 
chusetts ; and supported by Messrs. CALHOUN of 
South Carolina, Wricat of Maryland, and Fisk 
of Vermont. 

In opposition to the bill, it was said that it was 
contrary to the true policy of this nation, which, 
being weak in its maritime power, ought to per- 
mit the vessels of its citizens to be ransomed, be- 
cause the chance of recapture on its way to the 
port of an enemy is smal! ; that no benefit could, 
in fact, result to the United States from its pas- 


sage, as the non-importation act was capable of | 
| in which ransoming can now take place, is with 
| respect to American vessels going from one for- 


invasion in a thousand ways—not admitting, 
however, the fact stated of frequent evasions of 
that law by pretended ransoms; that t 
tion of this law would be cruelly severe on the 
coasters and poorer classes of our citizens, who 
were allowed by the enemy to release their craft 
for a very small proportion of its value, &e. 

The advocates of the bill, in reply, adduced the 
statement of the Executive of collusive practices 
under this pretext of ransoming vessels, for the 
purpose of evading the non-importation laws, and 
affording intelligence to the enemy. They stated, 
also, that if no such statement had been laid be- 
fore the House, the fact was sufficiently noto- 
rious without it. The law might, it was true, 
give 
hardship; but no principle of Government was 
better established or more gencrally acknowl- 
edged, than that the interest of individuals must 
give way to thatof the comraunity, which it was 
contended demanded the passage of the law, &c. 

The Committee rose, and reported the bill to 
the House. On the question of its passage to a 
third reading, 

Mr. Prreix, of Connecticut, spoke against the 
bill; and Mr. Warrant in favor of it. 

On motion of Mr. Troup, of Georgia, the bill 
was ordered to lie on the table; but was subse- 
quently resumed. 

Mr. Gaston rose to move that the bill lie 
on the table until to-morrow. In making this 
motion, he had no design to delay the decision 
upon its passage, bul to procure a little time for 
reflection. It had been complained by gentle- 
men favorable to this bill, that all the meas- 


| Relations believed this incon 


he opera- | eigu port to another, or re 


visionary, and wished for leisure to discover, or 
l enable others to discover, how it could possibly 
i operate any good end. 
; On all hands, it was admitted that the prohi- 
bition of ransoming would produce individual 
| inconvenience, but the Comittee of Foreign 
venience atoned 
for, by the great public benefit it would effect. 
| This benefit was said to be the suppression of 
| * collusive captures by the enemy, covered under 
! the practice of ransoming.” Now, he could un- 
derstand how such collusion might exist while 
we hada coasting and an export trade; but now, 
that the embargo hermetically closed our ports 
against the departure of our vessels, he was ut- 
terly at a loss to imagine how it was practicable. 
The object of ransoming is, to be permitted to 
retain the captured property. The only instance 


turning from abroad 
Í home. Any inducement to “ collusive captures,” 
' under pretence of ransom, in instances of the first 
‘description, had not been suggested, nor was 
i readily conccivable. As to those of the other 
| class, he had perplexed his mind hitherto in vain, 
to find out what temptation there could be toa 
collusive capture and ransom. It would seem 
i that, jf the ship was not concerned in illegal im- 
portation, and had no prohibited goods on board, 
‘she needed no stratagem of the kind to legalize 
| her entry into the ports of her own country ; if 
she had a prohibited cargo, it seemed equally 


rise in its operation to occasional cases of certain that the process of capture and ransom 


| neither changed its character, nor altered our 
| laws forbidding its introduction. Perhaps reflec- 
ition might show that there were possibilities of 
l such a practice, notwithstanding his present view 
| scemed very clear to the contrary. He wished, 
if it were so, to know them, and, on knowing 
them, would take pleasure in supporting any 
‘measures calculated to put down an injurious 
‘practice. He hoped, therefore, that the bill would 
‘ lie on the table. 
| Noanswer was made. The motion for the bill 
| to lie on the table was put and rejected. The 
i question being then stated, “Shall the bili be en- 
; grossed ?” ; 
: Mr. Gasrox again rose and observed, that as 
Í all his efforts had been vain to discover the pos- 
sibility of the practice meant to be put down by 
this bill, at the expense of acknowledged individ- 
ual injury, and as time to find out such a posst- 
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A pause ensued—all eyes were turned upon the 
Chairman of the Committee of Foreign Rela- 
tions. No answer was given. The question was 
put, and the bill ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. Grosvenor said, he was not certain that 
he understood the principles upon which the! 
bill purported to be founded, sufficiently to justify 
him in offering any remarks upon it to the Com- 
mittee; yet so palpably incorrect was the whole 
policy of the measure, as it was presented to his 
mind, that he could not withhold his view of it. 
But first, Mr. G. said, he would offer his solemn 
protest against this method of legislating. In re- 
ply to an inquiry made by his honorable col- 
league, (Mr. Post,) the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Foreign Relations, who reported the 
bill, (Mr. Catuoun,) had stated that abuses and 
evils did exist under this practice of ransoming, 
and that particular cases of abuse had been stated 
to the committee, of which that gentleman is 
chairman, by the proper Department. lt was, 
Mr. G. said, against this manner of giving infor- 
mation to the House—information which it was 
essential that the House should possess for the 
regulation of its conduct—that as a member of 
the House, a co-ordinate and independent branch 
of the Legislature, he solemnly protested. He 
refused not to any committce of the House that 
confidence to which, as honorable men, and as 
responsible members of the House, they were en- 
titled. But who is to act upon and pass this bill? 
Not a committee, but the whole House. The 
House, then, said Mr. G., ought to receive this 
information “from the proper Department.” It 
could not rely upoa the judgment of any man, or 
set of men. It would be more decorous, more 
Constitutional, and infinitely more satisfactory 
for the body which was to act, and which were 
responsible for the act, to call for the facts; to 
have them exhibited, and then to judge whether 
they justified the harsh and unjustifiable measure 
now before it. This kind of legislation was a 
perversion, in his opinion, of the plainest Consti- 
tutional principles. Between Congress and the 
Executive there ought to be no middle body. 
There could be none consistent with his views of 
propricty and the Constitution of the country. 
Mr. G. ardently hoped this new system of blind 
confidence would be abandoned, and the old in- 
dependent ground reoceupied by the House. 

Mr. G. then asked upon what principles of 
general policy this measure was founded? The 
honorable chairman had been very cautious of his 
views and reasonings; but he stated that it was 
to correct abuses. And he had also stated that 
England had a similar act. Sir, said Mr. G., 
England has an act of a similar kind. But for 


Sannin aes 


d England to adopt 
it, we ought, for years to come, to reject it. Mr. 
G. said he had always understood that it was the 
policy of Powers of great naval strength to forbid 
their subjects the practice of ransoming; and that 
it was equally the policy of nations of weak naval 
means to permit the practice. England was a 
strong naval Power; her navy was all-powerful 
on the ocean, and every sea is covered by her 
cruisers. Hence it is, that when any of her ves- 
sels are captured by an enemy, the probability of 
recapture almost amounts toa certainty. Proba- 
bly her cruisers recapture two-thirds of her cap- 
tured vessels before they are able to reach the port 
of her enemy. In these circumstances she for- 
bids her subjects to ransom, because two-thirds 
of the money paid for ransoms would probably 
be thrown away and Jost to the nation. How 
widely different isthe case with us! So few are 
our cruisers, so weak is our little though gallant 
navy, that probably not one in ten of our vessels 
captured by the enemy can be recaptured. Hence 
it is obviously our policy for the present, as it is 
of all nations weak in naval strength, to permit 
the practice of ransoming, because thereby im- 
mense pecuniary advantages are procured to our 
citizens. The ransom money generally, Mr. G. 
believed, did not exceed one-tenth or one-fifteenth 
of the property ransomed; thus, in some mea- 
sure, the evils resulting from the great superiority 
of the enemy in naval force, upon the remnant of 
our commerce, are parried and prevented. And 
thus the merchant and coaster, whose all is sub- 
jected to capture ou the ocean by a superior naval 
force, is not exposed to absolute destruction. 

Tt has been by this means, said Mr. G., during 
this war, your coasting trade has escaped abso- 
lute ruin. By means of ransom, immense quan- 
tities of property have been restored to our citi- 
zens, with very trifling pecuniary sacrifices. That 
numbers engaged in the coasting trade, whose 
whole property was vested in a sloop ora schoon- 
er, and who provided bread for their families by 
the navigation of our sounds, bays, and rivers, 
have been saved from absolute destruction by this 
practice. If this law had been passed two years 
ago, l hazard but little in saying, that a thousand 
vessels, now chained to your docks by an embar- 
go, would have been at the bottom of the ocean, 
or safely anchored in the ports of the enemy. 

True it is, said Mr. G., the mortal wounds 
already inflicted on commerce render these minor 
stabs of comparatively small importance; having 
pierced the heart of the victim, it perhaps matters 
little whether you lacerate the limbs which yet 
quiver with life, but quiver with the last agonies 
of dissolution—yet some life may remain, some 
vigor may, by possibility, be restored to the com- 
mercial world. It is, therefore, in anticipation 
of such an event, Mr. G. said, that he protested 
against a measure violating the great principles 
of commercial and national policy. So obvi- 
ously, Mr. G. said, it was the true policy of a 
nation of extensive maritime commerce, but with 
a small naval force, to protect it when at war 
with one altogether her superior on the ocean, 
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multiplied and triumphed in every sea as to ren- 
der protection to her merchantmen almost entire, 
and the recapture of them, when taken, almost 
certain, did England change her laws upon this 
subject. When, Mr. G. said, our little navy, 
which has so gloriously sustained the sinking 
honor of our country, shall rise to an equality 
with the enemy, then, and not till then, will it 
become our policy to prohibit the practice of 
ransoming. At present, as a measure of great 
commercial or national policy, there is not one 
plausible pretence to support it. The little rem- 
nant of our commerce, if, indeed, a remnant has 
or shall escape the detestable laws of the embargo, 
will be aided and saved by the permission to 
ransom. 

Your merchants have been beat down to the 
earth by the arm of a most foolish and loathsome 
policy. Distress and ruin has been spread among 
them with a rapidity and certainty which no art 
could evade, no firmness and prudence could resist. 
And now you are about to finish the great work 
of destruction by forbidding them a resort to the 
sparing hand of the enemy for relief. Why are 
you to do this? Why are you to give this last 
stab to the interests of a most useful and honora- 


RANKS, &c. 

A message from the Senate was read, concur- 
ripg with the report cf the committee of refer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill for filling the ranks, encouraging en- 
listments, &c.,—and the House took up the mes- 
sage. 

Mr. Troup stated that the report of the con- 
ferees had been made upon the principle of com- 
promise, and amounted to this—that the House 
was to recede from its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate’s amendment, so far as relates to an increase: 
of the land bounty, and the Senate was to recede 
from its amendment to the bill respecting the 
money bounty; so that, if the bill was agreed to, 
the whole bounty in money would be $124 to 
each recruit; fifty on enlistment, fifty on muster- 
ing the recruit,and twenty-four on the discharge 
from service; the land bounty remaining as it 
has heretofore been. Mr. ‘I’. related the argu- 
ments which had been used in Committee, &c., 
and recommended an acceptance of the report. 

The report was accepted by the House without 


a division. 


THE NIAGARA FRONTIER. 
Mr. Horkins, of New York, rose to make a mo- 


tion which he deemed worthy the immediate at- 
tention of the House. 


His distance from the re- 
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porter prevented his first remarks from being 
heard. He took a rapid view of the progress of 

ed on the rack of disgrace and suffering? What | the campaign in the neighborhood of Fort George, 
are the evils to be remedied? The practice of | and of the circumstances which led to the evacu- 
ransoming is a cover for “collusive captures.” Is lation aud destruction of that pust, by our military 
this possible? And if possible, is the evil in | force. Connected with that transaction also was 
actual existence? Whercisthe evidence? This!another, into the merits of which it was not his 
is an independent branch of the Legislature—it | purpose to enter at this moment, as it did not 
acts independently of every other, and is solely | come within the scope of his motion. The village 
responsible for all its acts; if there are any facts ; of Newark was burnt—a circumstance in every 
existing, tending in any degree to prove the ex- | respect deeply to be regretted, both as respected 
istence of the evil, why are they not laid before | the character of the nation, and the faith violated 
us? Isthis House ready to sacrifice the interests | by that act, which had been so often pledged to 
of commerce—to annihilate the last hope of the | protect the inhabitants in the enjoyment of their 
merchants and coasters—to violate the plainest | property and personal rights. The place had 
and most imperious dictates of policy—upon the | been burnt, not in the act of attack, not as villages 
suggestions of the President, or of any com- | suffer that are destroyed in the contending opera- 
mittee? i tions of opposing armies. It was burnt in cold 
Where, then, shall we stop? How long shall į blood, when there was no resisting force to defend 
we blindly sacrifice the interests of our merchants |jt And this act was the less defensible, because 
upon the unsupported suggestions of men in no | its position was such that it might have been de- 
way responsible for our acts. Let us pause, and | stroyed at any moment if its destruction had 
before we add another destructive act to those | been really necessary. The consequence of which 
which have already prostrated in the dust the | act, and the abandonment of the country by the 
whole majestic commercial system of our coun- | United States, and the public authority of the 
try, let us at least demand that the facts upon ! State of New York, was, that the enemy had re- 
which we act he placed distinctly before us. | taliated on our frontier the distresses and injuries 
Then we may judge and act for ourselves—then : they had suffered by our invasion of their country. 
we shall escape the odium which must attach to | The fort of Niagara had heen destroyed; and, not- 
us, in common with all deliberative bodies who | withstanding the published accounts asserted to 
suffer themselves to be driven along by the in- | the contrary, with ita vast amount of public stores 
fluence of men whose designs we know not, į had been destroyed. It was impossible not to have 
whose objects we cannot penetrate, and who can- | foreseen, he said, when all our forces were with- 
not answer for the evils we may bring on our! drawn, when we gave up the conquest we had 
country. | made to prosecute another and very distant one, 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for | that the country would be left exposed to the in- 

a third reading. cursions of an enemy exasperated by our inroads 


ble class of men, whom for years you have stretch- 
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into his territory, and so strong, too, that during 
great part of the past season he held our forces 
confined within a small fortification. The conse- 
quence of those incursions of the enemy were well 
known. Lewistown, Schlosser, and Buffalo, were 
burnt. Itmight be necessary, in the view of Gov- 
ernment, to sacrifice a part of the territory for the 
preservation of the whole. Whatever was the 
object, the tract of country to which he had re- 
ferred fell a sacrifice in consequence of the opera- 
tions of the Government. War was first carried 
there by our Government, and the country after- 
wards left defenceless, abandoned to the enemy. 
The distresses incurred in consequence of this 
policy were great. Several villages had been 
burnt. Terrified by the fears and horrors of sav- 
age warfare, the people had abandoned their habi- 
tations, and for thirty or forty miles, and more, 
from the scene of action, the roads swarmed with 
the flying sufferers. Torclieve their distresses he 
would propose a resolution to the House. Tie did 
not say whether it would be proper in all cases 
for the Government to compensate individuals for 
losses occasioned by war; but this was a case in 
which it would be proper for our Government tu 
afford some relief. Our Government had here- 
tofore extended the hand of relief to foreign suf- 
ferers—he alluded to the case in which a quantity 
of flour had been sent under the authority of Gov- 
ernment to the sufferers at Caraccas; and he pre- 
sumed our own citizens, equally suffering, were 
atleast entitled toattention. Mr. H. was proceed- 
ing to advert to the liberality which it had always 
been the policy of Great Britain to display to her 
citizens in similar cases—but the Speaxer called 
his attention to the subject of his motion; and 
Mr. H. submitted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of providing by law for the indem- 
nity or relief of those who have suffered losses by the 
irruptions of the enemy on the Niagara frontier ; and 
that the committee have leave to report by bill or other- 
Wise. 

Mr. Catuoun, of South Carolina, observed that 
this motion embraced a novel principle, on which 
the House ought to have time to reflect, and there- 
fore moved that it lie on the table. 


Mr. Troup rose to state a fact, not at all by 
way of replication to anything the gentleman had 
said in support of his motion; but merely to cor- 
rect an impression which might otherwise gain 


currency in relation to the burning of Newark 


The commanding officer in that quarter had 
becn ordered, by the Secretary of War, to destroy 
Newark in one event only ; when it should be 
absolutely necessary to the safety of Fort George. 
It could only have become so in case of an attack 
on Fort George, the enemy availing himself of 
Newark asa place of shelter. Now, no attack 
had been made on Fort George; and the burning 
of Newark was of course not consequent on any 
order of the Government, but the disobedience or 
Such 
would be the fact, he was convinced, which an 


misconduct of the commanding officer. 


official statement of this matter would disclose. 
The motion was ordered to lie on the table. 


The Lake Service. 


THE LAKE SERVICE. 

Mr. Kitnourn, of Ohio, rose to offer a motion 
on a subject which he deemed of great impor- 
tance to the success of the next campaign. To 
obtain a complete ascendency on Lakes Ontario 
and Champlain, especially on the former, he con- 
ceived to be a matter of indispensable necessity. 
He was of opinion that such measures ought. to 
be taken as to render this acquisition so certain, 
that it should not remain a moment doubtful. 
The encmy in that quarter appeared to be duly 
apprized of the importance of a superiority of 
force on these lakes. Already we have informa- 
tion that they have on the stocks a ship calculated 
to carry sixty-four guns, also two other vessels, each 
as large as the General Pike. We have also heard 
that they are procuring the best officers from their 
navy on the ocean, and taking seamen from all 
their stations to man the Lake fleets. Mr. K. 
apprehended, unless some efficient measures were 
early adopted aud vigorously prosecuted, we 
should be very apt to lose the ascendency al- 
ready acquired on those waters. He was informed, 
he said, and he believed from the best authority, 
that it bad been found very difficult during the 
last year to obtain seamen for that service, owing 
to the greater frequency of sickness in that vicin- 
ity than on the Atlantic, to the higher price of 
clothing, inferiority of provisions, greater danger 
and less profit of service, &c., and he feared the 
difficulty would be rather increased than dimin- 
ished in the next campaign. It had been fur- 
ther stated to him that the recruiting for the 
frigates had been injured on the seaboard, by the 
fear of the men that they should be detached for 
Lake service. Under these views of this subject, 
he submitted a resolution for consideration in the 
following words: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of increasing 
the pay of the officers, marines, and seamen, compos- 
ing the crews of the fleets in the service of the United 
States, upon the Northern Lakes; and of offering such 
other inducements as they may deem necessary, if any, 
in addition to those now offered, for procuring a com- 
petent number and the proper description of men, for 
all the purposes connected with the naval service on 
that important frontier, by which to establish, with 
certainty, a complete command of those Lakes, so in- 
dispensably necessary for operations in that quarter, 
in the further prosecution of the war; and that they 
report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. Lownnes, of South Carolina, said he hoped 
the resolution would not pass, though he had no 
doubt the object the gentleman had in view would 
be folly attained without it. He perfectly well 
remembered asking an officer of high reputation 
who had met with some success, but not as great 
as he deserved, in the operations in that quarter, 
whether any indisposition appeared among the 
seamen generally to serve on the Lakes; and he 
had replied in the negative. But if the fact 
were, that that service is not so inviting as some 
others, the plan of increasing the wages of sea- 
men, offering additional inducements, would work 
an effect different from that which the gentle- 
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man wished; and would be rather apt to deter 
seamen from entering it, for fear of encountering 
hardships more than commensurate with the ad- 
ditional inducement, &c. : 

Mr. Kivsourn spoke again in support of the 
motion, and stated more particularly some facts 
he had collected on this subject. 

Mr. Rzep, of Massachusetts, took occasion to 
remark that the wages of seamen were not fixed 
by law, but were entirely at the discretion of the 
Head of the Navy Department. 

The question on the adoption of Mr. Kit- 
BOURN’S motion was decided in the negative. 


Weopnespay, January 26. 


CHARLES Gotpssoroven, from Maryland, ap- 
peared and took his seat. 

Mr. McKesg, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the final adjustment of 
land titles in the State of Louisiana, and Terri- 
tory of Missouri; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on Sat- 
urday next. 

Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill to amend the act, entitled 
“An act to authorize a corps of sea fencibles ;” 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Saturday next. 

The bill from the Senate, “to incorporate the 
Directors of the Washington Library Company,” 
was read twicc, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. Tay.or, of New York, made the follow- 
ing report on the petition of certain inhabitants 
of the District of Columbia: 

“The committee for revising the militia laws, to 
whom was referred the petition of Adam King, in be- 
half of the non-commissioned officers and soldiers of 
the detached militia of the District of Columbia, pray- 
ing that an act may be passed, making to them the 
usual allowance for clothing while employed in the 
service of the United States, during the last campaign, 
report: That, by an act of Congress passed February 
2, 1813, the non-commissioned officers and privates of 
the militia in the service of the United Slates became 
entitled to reccive the same monthly pay, rations, and 
forage as wcre, or might be, provided by law for the 
non-commissioned officers and privates in the Army of 
the United States. No provision was made for an al- 
lowance in lieu of clothing, as in the case of volun- 
teers called into service under the act authorizing the 
President of the United States to accept and organize 
volunteer military corps, passed February 6, 1812. 
The committee are not informed of the existence of 
any reason distinguishing the militia of the District of 
Columbia from that of the several States, or requiring 
special provisions for their benefit. They have received 
for their services a compensation equal to that of the 
non-commissioned officers and privates of any other 
detachment of militia ordered into service since the 
last day of December, 1812, and beyond the compen- 
sation of those called out previous to, that day. ‘The 
committce therefore submit the following resolution : 

“ Resolved, That the petitioner have leave to with- 
draw his petition.” 


The report, having been read, was concurred in, 


RANSOM OF VESSELS. 


An engrossed bill to prohibit the ransoming of 
ships or vessels of the United States, and the 
goods or merchandise on board the same, captured 
by the enemies thereof, was read the third time, 
and passed—yeas 80, nays 57, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Brown, 
Butler, Calhoun, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, 
Conard, Crawford, Crouch, Davis of Pennsylvania, 
Denoyelles, Desha, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Fisk of New 
York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, 
Griffin, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hawes, Hubbard, Hum- 
phreys, Ingham, Irving, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, 
Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, 
Kerr, Kershaw, Lefferts, Lyle, Macon, McCoy, Me- 
Kee, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Murfree, Ormsby, 
Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylva- 
nia, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Roane, Roberts, Sevier, 
Seybert, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Strong, Tay- 
lor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Wil- 
liams, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, and Yancey. 

Naxys—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of 
Virginia, Bigelow, Brigham, Caperton, Champion, 
Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, Davenport, Dewey, 
Ely, Gaston, Geddes, Grosvenor, Hale Hasbrouck, 
Hufty, Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, 
King of North Carolina, Law, Lewis, Lovett, Mar- 
kell, Miller, Moffit, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pitkin, 
Post, Potter, William Reed, Richardson, Ridgely, Rug- 
gles, Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, Smith 
of New York, Stockton, Sturges, Taggart, ‘I'allmadge, 
Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Wheaton, 
White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, and 
Wood. 


ADDITIONAL RIFLE CORPS. 

On motion of Mr. Troup, of Georgia, the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill authorizing the raising of three 
additional rifle regiments. 

Mr. Trour explained his views in relation to 
this bill. Its object was to raise an additional 
number of a description of troops of peculiar util- 
ity in certain situations. Of the utility, indeed, 
necessity, of additional troops of this character, 
there was, he believed, no difference of opinion. 
The only question for the decision of the House 
was, in what manner this force should be raised; 
whether, as proposed in this bill, by raising ad- 
ditional men; or, by converting three of the regi- 
ments of infantry, now authorized by law, into 
rifle regiments ; or, by attaching to each of thirty 
regiments of infantry, now in service, a flank 
company of riflemen; or, whether a discretion 
should be vested in the President to raise them, 
as might by him be deemed expedient, in one 
way or the other, Of these, Mr. T. appeared to 
prefer the mode proposed by the bill, principally 
because it would afford an opportunity for select- 
ing officers, and enlisting men in those parts of 
the Union most familiar with the use of this 
weapon, &c. Mr. T. took occasion to say that 
there were unquestionably many supernumerary 
officers in the present state of the Army; and, he 
acknowledged, if its ranks were not likely to be 
filled, the regiments ought to be consolidated, 
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and the supernumeraries disbanded. But, it was 
hoped and believed the measures taken by Con- 
gress would have the effect to fill the ranks, and 
render such a measure unnecessary. 

Mr. TayLor, of New York, delivered a very 
able speech, of more than an hour in length, in 
support of the war, and in reply to several gen- 
tlemen in opposition ; his colleagues, particularly, 
who addressed the House the other day. He de- 
clared himself, also, in favor of this bill. 

Mr, Grosvenor, of New York, followed ina 
spirited reply, point to point, to the speech of his 
colleague who preceded him. Mr. G. spoke 
nearly an hour. 

Mr. Surpuern, of New York, next took the 
floor, and made a specch of rather greater length 
than Mr. Grosvenor’s, in which he neither 
spared the Administration, the majority in Con- 
gress, the war, nor the speech of his colleague 
Mr. Tayror. He did not mention the bill be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. Ruea, of Tennessee, having observed that 
he would vote in favor of the bill under consider- 
ation, said, after considering the number of gen- 
tlemen composing this House, and that every one 
of them had an equal right to deliver his senti- 
ments—and noticing the monitor on his right, 
(the clock,) warning that the day is far gone— 
he perceived that little time remained for him to 
offer any observations in this debate; he therefore 
would proceed in a manner as concise as possible. 

The debate, by the wide range assumed, ap- 
peared extraordinary—it seemed to draw in any- 
thing and everything, however remote, having any 
possible relation to the existing state of things; 
and therefore appeared undefined, extensive, and 
unlimited. 

The idea of conquering Canada, in respect to 
propriety and impropriety, is a very happy idea— 
it affords either way so many points for argument 
and illustration, for good or for bad. That the 
Canadas will soon or late be an integral part of 
this confederated Union, is believed. The peace 
and happiness of these United States, and the 
peace and happinessof the British Empire, require 
that the Canadas shall be joined to the United 
States of America, as the great heretofore prov- 
ince of Louisiana has been united to them. Dur- 
ing the time the Canadas were provinces of France, 
the British Empire was not at rest. Indians, un- 
der the influence and direction of French agents 
in Canada, were in the almost continual practice 
of making barbarous, bloody,and murdering incur- 
sions, on the frontiers of the then British prov- 
inces of North America, and continued so to do, 
until the Canadas were conquered from France, 
and became provinces of the British Empire. In 
the same manner, the Indians, under the influ- 
ence and direction of British agents in the Can- 
adas, have, for the most part of the time since the 
Treaty of Peace between the United States and 
Great Britain, progressed in a course of murder- 
ous incursions on the frontier of, and of open, 
avowed warfare against, the United States. That 
state of things cannot always be in operation 
against these United States, every day growing 


stronger in population and resources; and, how- 
ever long that junction of the Canadas may be 
deferred, the United States, for reasons too obvi- 
ous to mention. will not be at rest until the Can- 
adas are confederated with them ; and, until the 
Canadas be so confederated, they will be to Great 
Britain a source of expense, perplexity, and terror. 
He observed that, although he held these opin- 
ions, he thought to speak little about the conquest 
of Canada might be most proper—let actions be 
in place of words. 

That two proclamations recommending days 
of prayer and thanksgiving had been issued, and 
the prayers offered up on these days did not ap- 

| pear to have had the desired effect, has been inti- 
mated. Mr. R. observed, this was a subject to be 
approached with most solemn reverence and low 
humility—to approach it, was walking on holy 
ground. He would not dare to scan the course 
of Divine Providence. He would not presume to 
enter within the sacred veil of the Eternal, and 
pronounce whether prayers offered up on those 
days were or were not about to be answered; be- 
lieving the Eternal, although he may not imme- 
diately give that prayed for, may when he pleases 
in his providence give it, or some other or better, 
to the humble, believing petitioners, be they indi- 
viduals or nations. 

A gentleman from New York has openly and 
candidly said, that, in his opinion, the war is wrong, 
and therefore he cannot vote for any measure to 
support the war. That declaration is fair and 
honorable, and brings the point to issue—namely, 
that the war is either right or wrong on the part 
of the United States, or on the part of Great 
Britain, 

j The object of the gentlemen who compose the 
majority in this House appears to be to prove, in 
| this debate, that the war in which the United 
| States are engaged isa just war on their part, 
and for a good and righteous cause. The object 
of the gentlemen who compose the minority ap- 
pears to be to prove that the war is unjust on the 
part of the United States, and for a bad and un- 
righteous cause, If the gentlemen who argue in 
support of the war be correet—and in my hum- 
ble opinion, said Mr. R., they are—the United 
States are in the right, and Great Britain in the 
wrong; and, if the gentlemen of the minority, 
who argue against the war, are correct, Britain 
is in the right, and the United States are in the 
wrong. Other deductions may be drawn from 
the arguments offered on each side, respectively, 
but are omitted. 

To enter upon a justification of the war does 
not, at this time, appear necessary ; for, if what 
has been said, written, and done, be insufficient to 
prove the war to be just and righteous on the part 
of the United States, and unjast on the part of 
Great Britain; and be insufficient to convince all 
oppesers that they hold incorrect opinions rela- 
tive thereto—-there cannot be any hope that what 
has been or may be said in this debate will con- 
vince them that the war is just on the part of the 
United States, or that they hold incorrect opin- 
ions relative thereto. And, if all that has been 
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the United States, and unjust on the part of Great 
Britain, that they hold incorrect opinions rela- 
tive thercto—for what guod purpose is this debate ? 
It is not in the power of reason or argument, said 
Mr. R.. to convince me that the war is unjust on the 
part of the United States, and just on the part of 
Great Britain. Ido as firmly believe the war to 
be just, and for good and righteous cause, on the 
part of the United States, and unjust on the part 
of Great Britain, as I do believe in my own 
existence. Believing that the gentlemen in the 
Opposition are as tenacious of their opinions— 
namely, that the war is unjust on the part of the 
United States—I am willing that they do retain 
them, and the more especially as they have so 
long persevered in those opinions, notwithstanding 
all that has been said, written,and done, to manifest 
that the war on the part of the United States is 
just, and for good cause. 

The majority in this House are responsible to 
the people of this nation for the war, and for 
every measure adopted to support the war; and 
the minority are responsible‘to the people of this 
nation for their opposition to the war, and to every 
measure to carry on the war. Let then this 
nation be the judge. 

This nation has already been in judgment on 
this question, and a great majority of the people 
have decided that the war is just, and for good 
cause, on the part of the United States. Elec- 
tions for members of Congress have been since 
the declaration of war; these elections, and the 
actual majorities now existing in each House of 
Congress, prove that the people of this nation 
have decided that the war is Just on their part. 
The people of this nation have also since the dec- 
laration of war elected, by a great majority, a 
President of the United States; that is, they have 
re-elected the President of the United States, the 
same virtuous citizen who was President of the 
United States at the time the war was declared. 
All these things the great majority of the people 
of this nation have done; all that was said, writ- 
ten, or done by the minority to the contrary not- 
withstanding. The people, then, of this nation, 
have judged and decided that the war is just on 
the part of the United States, and of course un- 
just on the part of Great Britain. 

The gentlemen of the Opposition do not appear 
satisfied with that judgment. Well, then, another 
judge will be presented to their consideration, and 
certainly they will agree that the judge alluded 
to is perfectly impartial, and without prejudice to 
either Great Britain or the United States. The 
Emperor of Russia is highly esteemed by the 
people of the United States; the laity and clergy, 
of every denomination, highly respect His Ma- 
jesty for his friendship to the United States. He 
is the ally of Great Britain in the existing war 
against France. Gentlemen in the minority have, 
by words and by actions, testified incontroverti- 
bly the high respect and esteem which they en- 


tertain for the Emperor of Russia. 


He is the 
judge alluded to. The high rank of the Emperor 
of Russia among the nations of the earth—the 
celebrity of his character, and the consideration 
of his being the ‘ally of Great Britain in a war 
unexampled, go to encourage an hope that his 
opinion and judgment relative to the war between 
the United States and Great Britain will be con- 
sented to. His decision ought to be the more at- 
tended to, because, being the common friend of 
Great Britain and the United States of America, 
his friendship for both induced him to offer him- 
self a mediator to conciliate peace between them. 
That that friendly offer of mediation was accept- 
ed by the President of the United States and was 
rejected by Great Britain, is true; that acceptance 
and rejection give a strong and conclusive reason 
to induce an unqualified assent to the justice of 
his decision in relation to war. Hear, then, and 
attend to what Mr. Daschkofl, Huvoy Extra- 
ordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of his Im- 
perial Majesty, the Emperor of all the Russias, 
writes to the Secretary of State of the United 
States, in his letter dated Washington, 8th March, 
1813; the words of the translation are— 

“ His Majesty, who takes pleasure in doing justico 
to the wisdom of the Government of the United States 
of America, is convinced that it has done all that it 
could do to prevent this rupture.” 

By the word “rupture,” is understood the war 
between the United States of America and Great 
Britain. Great is the substance expressed in these 
words of the Emperor of Russia by his Envoy 
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary. — 
“ His Majesty takes pleasure in doing justice to 
the wisdom of the Government of the United 
States.” This manifests that he had maturely 
considered all the causes of the war, before he 
formed his opinion. He ascribes wisdom to the 
Government of the United States. For what? 
Because “it has done all that it could do to pre- 
vent this rupture.” The Government of the 
United States has then, in the opinion of the Km- 
peror of all the Russias, done all that it could do to 
prevent this war; from which the conclusion 
clearly follows, that the war has been forced on 
the United States by Great Britain, and is, there- 
fore, unjust on the part of Great Britain, and just 
on the part of the United States of America. 

For this magnanimous decision the Emperor of 
Russia merits, and ict him have, the high esteem 
of all the people. That decision will confirm in 
their opinion all the friends of the Government 
of the United States; what effect it will have 
with those who oppose the proceedings of the 
Government, in relation to the war, is left for 
time to manifest. 

If the design of this discussion be to give evi- 
dence to the people of the United States of the 
justice or injustice of the war, tbat evidence will 
not be the best evidence the nature of the case is 
capable of. Mr. R. observed he would suggest a 
mode whereby the best evidence may be obtain- 
ed: Leta committee be appointed, whose duty 
it shall be to make a perfect digest of all corres- 
pondence and diplomatic proceedings which, from 


1149 HISTORY OF 


January, 1814. 


New York Hospital. 


1150 
H. or R, 


CONGRESS. 


time to time, have been between the United States 
and Great Britain, and of all the orders in Coun- 
cil, and acts of Parliament, and proclamations of 
Great Britain, relative to the cause which in- 
duced the war; to that digest let the committee 
add a complete abstract of all the communica- 
tions of the President of the United States to 
Congress, and of the proceedings and acts of 
Congress relative to that correspondence and 
those diplomatie proceedings, and relative to the 
war, and to every measure adopted by Congress 
in maintenance of the war; and to this let there 
be annexed a compilation of the yeas and nays 
on every vote on each question taken in both 
Houses of Congress respectively, on all the va- 
rious subjects relating to that correspondence and 
diplomatic proceedings, and to the said orders in 
Council, acts of Parliament, and proclamations 
of Great Britain, and relating to the war and to 
all the measures enacted in maintenance of the 
war, (all this may easily be done by recourse to | 
the documents in possession of Congress, and to} 
the Journals of both Houses of Congress respective- 
ly;) a book will then be made (and letit be publish- 
ed) containing the best evidence to prove the war 
unjust or just on the part of the United States, 
and whether they have been or are for the war, 
and the measures to support the war, or they who 
have opposed and do oppose the war, and the 
measures to maintain the war, are right, and act- 
ing in maintenance of the sovereignty of this in- 
dependent nation. Having voted for the war, and 
for the measures deemed necessary to maintain 
the war, Mr. R. observed, he was perfectly will- 
ing to submit that body of evidence to the people 
of this nation, and of all nations, thereby to de- 
termine the justice of the war on the part of the 
United States of America. 

The great majority of the people have, as has 
been observed, decided that this war is just onj 
their part. Why, thea, with all due respect let | 
it be inquired, is this difference of opinion reia- | 
tive 10 the war continued? We have no other | 
country but this, and it requires of us the preser- 
vation of its rights. If Great Britain, encouraged 
by our dissensions, shall be able to break down 
any of the sovereign attributes of the United | 
States, great will be our responsibility. Ruin 
oftentimes is the effect of division; salvation al- | 
ways is the effect of union. Tet us, then, all be į 
united in the prosecation of this just war, and 
every reason will then be to expect a peace, f 
which will confirm the sovereign rights of the 
United States of America. 

A motion was now made that the Committee 
rise and report progress. This motion was op- 
posed by Mr. Trour, on the ground of unneces- 
sary delay, and advocated by Messrs. Warp, of 
Massachusetts, and Gasron, of North Carolina, 
from a desire to obtain that opportunity for fully 
debating the affairs of the nation, which the ma- 
jority had pledged themselves to afford. 

The question to rise was decided in the affirm- 
ative, and leave was given to sit again by a close 
vote—for leave 62, against it 68. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


Trorspay, January 27. 


Mr. Wensver presented a petition of sundry 
inhabitants of the town of Portsmouth, in New 
Hampshire, setting forth that, on the night of the 
22d of December last, a great portion of said lown 
was destroyed by fire, and praying that the pro- 
ceeds of the direct taxes and the internal duties 
which have been, or may be, collected in said 
town, may be granted for the relief of the suf- 
ferers.—Referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 


On motion of Mr. Forsyrn, the Committee on 
Commerce and Manufactures were instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of continuing in force 
the act declaring the consent of Congress to an 
act of the Legislature of Georgia, passed on the 
12th of December, 1804, establishing the fees of 
the harbor master and health officer of the ports 
of Savannah and St. Mary’s, with leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. McLean, the Committee of 
Ways and Means were instructed to inquire whe- 
ther it be expedient to make provision by law 
for the appointment of agents, in those States 
where Commissioners of Loans arenot appointed, 
for the purpose of paying military pensioners, 
and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. Neuson, 

Resolved, That the committee appointed on 
the petition of Jasper Anderson be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines, on State 
establishment, entitled to bounty lands under the 
engagement of the State of Virginia, made dur- 
ing the Revolutionary war, out of the public 
lands of the United States, such compensation as 
may be deemed advisable to make good the State 
engagements, and that they have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. SEYBERT, 

Ordered, That Mr. Forsy ri be appointed on 
the committee appuinted on the 20th ultimo, to 
inquire into the present condition and distribu- 
tion of the flags, standards, and colors, which have 
been taken by the forces of the United States from 
their enemies, in the place of Mr. Cuzvas, elected 
Speaker. 

On motion of Mr. Ronenrs, of Pennsylvania, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
revise the standing rules and orders of proceed- 
ing. and report such alterations and amendments 
as they may think proper and necessary, if, in 
their opinion, any be required. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “to authorize 
the President of the United States to permit 
the departure of Pau! Culfee from the United 
States, with a vessel and cargo, to Sierra Leone, 
in Africa, and to return with a cargo,” in which 
they desire the concurrence of this House. 


NEW YORK HOSPITAL. 


Mr. Arcuer, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the petition of the governors of 
the New York Hospital; which was read, and 
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day next. The report is as follows: 

The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred 
the memorial of the governors of the New York Hos- 
pital, having had the same, with the accompanying 
papers, under consideration, respectfully ask leave to 
report: 

That, by an act of Congress, passed on the 16th of 
July, 1798, a fund was authorized and directed to be 
raised for the relief of sick and disabled seamen, by a 
tax of twenty cents per month on their wages, for the 
whole period of their employment. That by the said 
act the President was authorized to provide for the 
temporary relief and maintenance of such scamen as 
should be sick or disabled, in hospitals or other proper 
institutions; and the expenditure of money in one dis- 
trict was expressly limited to the sum collected in the 
same. The President was further empowered to ap- 
point, in the several ports, one or more persons to di- 
rect the expenditure of the fund, according to such 
instructions as should be given. The person appointed 
for this purpose in the port of New York was the col- 
lector of the customs, who, in obedience to instructions, 
made provision for the support of seamen in the New 
York Hospital, of which the memorialists are the su- 
perintendents, and in the month of November, 1804, 
limited the number of disabled seamen, for whose 
maintenance, in said hospital, the United States would 
hold themselves responsible. During every year since 
that period the memorialists have received into the 
hospital a number of scamen exceeding the number 
allowed by the collector. Forthe support of these su- 
pernumerary seamen the memorialists, as directors of 
the institution, exhibit a claim of $11,552 86 against 
the United States. 

Your committee ask leave to subjoin, as a part of 
their report, a letter addressed to them, upon this sub- 
ject, by the acting Secretary of the Treasury, from 
which it appears that, from the year 1804, to the year 
1813, inclusive, there was received at the port of New 
York, for the marine lospital fund, the sum of $103,- 
944 04; and expended in the same port, from the said 


fund, in the same period, the sum of $117,547 29; | 


certainly be a subject of scrious complaint on the part 
of our seamen, but could have furnished no ground for 
reprehension to any charitable institutions; the more 
particularly, when all contracts with them had been 
rigidly fulfilled by the United States. 

Upon a review of all the circumstances which can 
possibly bear on the case, your committee are of opin- 
jon that the district of New York has received at least 
its due proportion of the fund for the support of sea- 
men; and that the governors of the New York Hospi- 
tal, aware, as they acknowledge themselves to be, of 
the number of seamen for whose maintenance the 
Government would hold itself responsible, have no 
claim, cither legal or equitable, for the reception and 
support of supernumerary seamen. 

On the expediency of increasing the marine hos» 
pital fund, for which the memorialists pray, your com- 
mittee do not consider themselves authorized to speak, 
as the consideration of such a subject would be with- 
out the sphere of the duties assigned them by the 
House. 'They report the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the prayer of the governors of the 
New York Hospital, so far as the same relates toa 
compensation for the support of seamen, beyond that 
which they have already received, ought not to be 
granted. 


—e, 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, Jan. 18, 1814. 


Sır: In answer to your letter of the 15th instant, 
making certain inquiries relating to the petition of the 
governors of the New York Hospital, I have the honor 
to state— 

1. That the amount of moneys received into the 
Treasury, for the relief of sick and disabled seamen, 
from the year 1804 to the year 1812, including the 
sum of $38,513 96, received within that period from 
the officers and seamen of the Navy of the United 
States for this purpose, is $506,536 41; and that, for 
the ycar 1813, the accounts are not received at the 
Treasury, but the amount is estimated to be about 
$22,000, making in the whole $528,536 41, as will 
appear by the note at foot, marked (a). 

2. That it is impossible to state the number of sea- 


making the balance expended in New York more than | men, who, during the period above mentioned, have 


that which was collected, $13,603 25. 

It was difficult for your committee to conceive upon 
what ground compensation could be claimed by the 
memorialists for the sum of $11,552 86, expended 
by them more than what was allowed by the directors 
of the marine hospital. It may be said that the fund 
was made general by the act of 1802, and thereby, as 
its expenditure was no longer limited to the district in 
which it was created, an equitable demand arises to 
remuneration. But when it is recollected that there 
are many other districts in which a great tonnage (of 
course many seamen) are employed, the conclusion in- 


been supported or relieved from the above fund. Some 
of the accounts, rendered by the agents, do not specify 
the number relieved, but only the number under care, 
without noting the daily receptions and discharges. It 
is conceived, moreover, that this number, if it could be 
ascertained, would probably not be very material, 
when it is considered that a single individual has some- 
times been supported out of this fund for years, with- 
out intermission; and, frequently, others have required 
medical attention and relief for a few days only. 

3, That the sum received for the above fund, at the 
port of New York, during the period ahove mentioned, 


evitably results, that the President could not, without |}, $103,944 04, as will appear by the note at foot, 
a disregard to the interests of other portions of the | marked (6). The year 1813 is on estimate—the ac- 


Union, authorize in one district an expenditure undue | 


in proportion to the demands of others. 


counts for that year not having been all received. 
4. That the number of seamen to whom relief has 


The memorialists seem strongly to rely upon the j been afforded in the port of New York, during the 


application of this fund to other purposes than tiati 


for which it was originally created. A portion of it, 
it is truc, has been appropriated to the building of 
suitable public hospitals for the reception of seamen. 
But this appropriation has unquestionably been in fur- 
therance of the general beneficent objects of the origi- 
nal law. Ifthe United States had violated the pledge 
which, in this instance, they had held out, it would 


above period, is very difficult to ascertain, some indi- 
viduals having continued to receive relief for several 
years in succession, some for a few days, and others 
repeatedly, for various periods, and at various inter- 
vals. The particulars of this expenditure have been 
annually reported to Congress for several years past, 
by wich it appears that the average weekly cost to the 
United States, of each seaman supported and relieved 
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in the New York Hospital, is three dollars and twenty- 
five cents. By the annexed note, marked (e) it will be 
scen that the total amount of the expenditures in the 
city of New York, from 1804 to 1813, inclusive, (the 
last quarter of the year 1813 being however upon esti- 
mate, as the accounts are not yet received,) has been 
$117,547 29. This will give an average of sixty-nine 
seamen constantly receiving relief in that port during 
the whole of those ten years. 

It may not be foreign to the inquiry which the com- 
mittee is pursuing, to state, that, from the Ist of July, 
1802, (when the marine hospital fand, in pursuance of 
the act of the 3d of May, 1802, became a general one,) 
to the end of 1803, a period not embraced by your let- 
ter, there was received, including the sum unexpended 
at New York on the 30th of June, 1802, $26,696 49, 
and expended only $20,163 20; and the cost to the 
United States of the seamen supported and relieved in 
the New York Hospital is considerably less than in any 
other regular hospital in the United States. 

l have the honor to be, very respectfully, sir, your 
most obedient servant, 

W. JONES, 
Acting Secretary of the Treusury. 
Hon. Srevenson Arcuer, Chairman, &c. 


(a) Note of moneys received from the marine hospital 
fund, from the year 1804 to the year 1812, in- 
clusive, 


1804 - - - =~ = = $58,210 98 
1805 - - - - = = 58,005 98 
1906 - - - = + = 66,820 01 
1807 - - - = += + 61,474 47 
108 - - - = = «+ 36,515 44 
1809 - - - «+= = «+ 85,678 46 
1810 - - - = «+ «+ 54,309 31 
wll - - - = «= = 54,686 34 
1912 - + ee = 4242146 


468,022 45 

Received from the Navy in 1809 38,513 96 
506,536 41 
22,000 00 


528,536 41 


1813 estimated - - £ z 


(b) Note of moneys received for the marine hospital 
fund, at the port of New York, from the year 1804 
to the year 1813, inclusive. 


1804 ž - - - - - - $11,312 72 
1805 - - - - - - 12,571 61 
1806 - - - > - - 13,985 49 
1807 - - - = - - 12,769 45 
1808 - - - =- - - 8,449 04 
1809 - - - - - - 7,061 37 
1810 - - - - - - 11,799 87 
I8 -0 ee 1 260 67 
1812 - - - - = = 8,632 82 
1813 (estimate) - - - - 5,600 00 

103,944 04 


(c) Note of the amount expended, at New York, for 
the relief of sick and disabled seamen, from the year 
1804 to the year 1813, inclusive. (The fourth quar- 
ter of the year 1813 is on estimate.) 

1804 - - - + «+ = $14,219 96 
1805 - - - - - - 12,666 98 
13th Cox. 2d Sxss.—37 


1806 - - = = = = 12,155 67 
1807 - - = += + + 11,614 79 
1808 - = - - = = 12,567 97 
1809 - - += = = = 10,907 61 
1810 - - - = = = 10,733 03 
will - - - = = = IL,861 64 
1812 - - = = «= = 11,091 69 
IS =- + = = = = 9,827 95 

117,547 29 


PRIVILEGE OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. Kına, of Massachusetts, addressed the Chair 
as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, I intimated to the House a few 
days since, an intention of moving an addition to 
their rules and orders, on the subject of original 
resolutions and motions, offered for their consid- 
eration. I now rise to carry that intention, as 
far as it depends on me, into effect. My object 
is twofold—lIst, to fix a convenient time for the 
introduction of such resolutions; and 2dly, to de- 
termine the manner in which they ought to be 
disposed of, after being introduced. The effect of 
the first will be to facilitate the business of the 
House, to afford to every member a fair and equal 
opportunity of bringing forward his business, and 
to prevent those frequent com petitions for priority 
on the floor, which are extremely unpleasant to 
the feelings of every gentleman, 

I am induced, at this time, to move the second 
branch of the subject, from what took place in this 
House on the 14th instant, relating to the same 
resolutions, which I then offered, respecting the 
State right toa free State coasting trade, and which 
the majority refused to consider. After that de- 
cision, sir, l atteutively looked over our Constitu- 
tion, our laws, and the rules and orders of this 
House, for some authority to warrant it; but 
could fad none. Aud I now boldly affirm, there 
is no authority. It is in vain to talk about prac- 
tice and precedent, when that practice and that 


| precedent run counter to justice and right. Nor 


will Lever inquire by whom such practice and 
precedent may have been introduced. Neither 
lime, nor names, nor authority, have any weight 
with me, against the paramount claims of equal 
rights and impartial justice. 

Sir, Í never can for a moment concede, that it 
depends upon the will and pleasure of this, or any 
other majority of this House, whether the people 
of these United States, by their Representatives, 
shall, or not, be heard upon this floor. Thatright, 
let me tell this majority, sir, is too important to 
be held by a tenure so base. I speak in the lan- 
guage of the law. For base indeed must that 
tenure be, which is held at the pleasure of any 
man or body of men. With the power which 
this majority now possesses, hy a rule of this 
House, to stop all debate, when not agreeable to 
them, by moving the previous question (and 
which we find they are ready enough to abuse) 
grant them this power, of preventing the intro- 
duction of any subject or business, not suitable to 
their party views and feelings, there will then be 
an end to every thing like equal rights and free- 


Privilege 


Still this monstrous doctrine is 


ions. 
Mr. Kine then offered the following resolutions: 
1. Resolved, That the Representatives of the people 
in Congress assembled cannot, consistently with the | 


provisions of the Constitution and the nature of our 
Government, refuse to consider any resolution offered 
by any onc of said Representatives : Therefore, 

2. Resolved, That the refusal, by the majority in 
this House, to consider the resolutions offered by one 
of the Representatives of the people of Massachusetts, 
on Friday, the 14th of January, 1814, asserting the 
right of the people and of the respective States to a 
freo State coasting trade, interdicted by an act of Con- 
gress, was an infringement of the right of the Repre- 
sentative, and of the privilege of a member of this 
House to be heard on this floor in behalf of his fellow- 
citizens, and an injury to the people; And therefore, 

3. Resolved, That the decision of the majority of 
this House, not to consider the resolutions before 
named, offered by a member on Friday, the 14th in- 
stant, on the subject of the State coasting trade, be, 
and the same is hereby, rescinded. 

And, lo provide against such abuse in future, 

4. Resolved, That the following be added to the 
rules and orders of this House, to wit: 


“That every original motion or resolution, in writ- : 


ing, by any member, (the nature, reason, and object 
of it, being first stated by him, if he sees fit,) shull be 
immediately received by the Clerk, and read, and 
thereupon be before the House for consideration, to be 
disposed of as the Houso may judge right; and such 
resolutions and motions shall be in order, and be called 
for by the Speaker immediately after the reports from 
select committees; and if any question of priority 
arisc, it shall be decided in the order of States, as in 
the case of petitions.” 

A question having been raised, whether these 
resolves did not come under the rule which re- 
quires propositions to amend the rules of the 
House to lie on the table one day before taken up, 

The Speaker decided that the three first reso- 
lutions were not of that character. 

The yeas and nays having been called on the 
consideration of these resolutions— 

Mr. Cunreven, of North Carolina, called for a 
division of the question, so as to take it first on 
the first resolve. He said he would vote for con- 
sidering the first, but he could not vote for con- 
sidering the others. 

The question on proceeding to consider the 
first resolve was decided in the negative by yeas 
and nays.— 
follows: 


Yuas—Mesars. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of 
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For consideration 43, against it 92, as | 
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| Virginia, Boyd, Breckenridge, Cilley, Culpeper, Da- 
| vis of Massachusetts, Ely, Gaston, Goldsborough, 
| Hawes, Hopkins of New York, Howell, Hufty, Hun- 
! gerford, Jackson of Rhode Tsland, Kent of New York, 
. King of Massachusetts, Law, Lewis, Macon, Markell, 
i Miller, Moseley, Pearson, Pickering, John Reed, Ridge- 
ily, Ruggles, Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Shipherd, 
; Stanford, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, 
: Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Wheaton, Wilcox, 
‘and Wilson of Massachusetts. 
| Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Archer, 
. Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Brown, Burwell, 
| Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clark, Clopton, 
; Comstock, Conard, Cox, Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, 
‘Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, Eppes, 
: Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, 
Í Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Griffin, Grosve- 
nor, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hubbard, 
‘ Humphreys, Ingham, Irvin, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, 
; Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, 
' Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, Lefferts, Lovett, Lowndes, 
! Lyle, McCoy, McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, Nel- 
‘son, Ormsby, Pickens, Pleasants, Post, Rea of Penn- 
‘ sylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, Roane, 
' Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Skinner, 
i Smith of New York, Smith of Pennsylvania, Strong, 
! Tannehill, Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of 
| New Jersey, White, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Winter, 
| Wood, and Yancey. 
: The Speaker having stated the question on 
' the second and third resolves— 
i Mr. Murrres, of North Carolina, inquired, 
| whether the Speaker was required, by the rules 
ior practice of the House, to put the question of 
consideration on every motion, no matter how 
preposterous, that should be proposed, Was 
such a motion as these resolves embraced in 
_ order? 
The Speaker replied that, however he might 
i regret the matter and language of this motion, 
i there was no discretion reposed in him as to the 
| propriety of putting the question on it. The mo- 
l tion was therefore in order. 
| Mr. Gaston, of North Carolina, required a di- 
; vision of this question; and the question was ac- 
j cordingly taken on the consideration of the sec- 
‘ond resolution, and decided in the negative.— 
i For consideration 17, against it 115, as follows: 
| ¥gas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow: 
: Boyd, Hopkins of New York, Howell, Kent of New 
| York, King of Massachusetts, Macon, MofMitt, Picker- 
i ing, Schureman, Sherwood, Stanford, Sturges, Thomp- 
; son, Vose, and Wilson of Massachusetts. 
WNaxs—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
) cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Bayly of Virginia, Beall, 
i Bowen, Breckenridge, Brigham, Brown, Burwell, But- 
i Jer, Caperton, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clark, 
| Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Cox, Crawford, 
j Creighton, Crouch, Culpeper, Davis of Pennsylvania, 
| Denoyelles, Desha, Eppes, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, 
| Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gaston, 
| Geddes, Gholson, Glasgow, Goldsborough, Griffin, 
i Grosvenor, Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, 
|! Hubbard, Humphreys, Hungerford, Ingham, Irving, 
i Irwin, Jackson of Rhode Island, Jackson of Virginia, 
Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, 
| Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, Law, Jefferts, Lovett, 
| Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, McKim, McLean, Millor, 
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Montgomery, Moore, Moscley, Murfree, Nelson 
by, Pickens, Pleasants, Post, Potter, Rea of Penn- 

sylvania, Khea of ‘Tennessee, Rich, Richardson, | 
Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Ruggles, Sage, Sevier, Sey- | 
bert, Sheffey, Shipherd, Skinner, Smith of New York, i 
Smith of Pennsylvania, Strong, Tallmadge, Tannehill, 
Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, 
Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilsolt of Pennsylvania, 
Winter, Wood, and Yancey. 

The question was then taken on the considera- 
tion of the third resolution, and decided in the 
negative.—For consideration 21, against it 102. 
as follows: 

YVeras—-Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Boyd, 
Goldsborough, Grosvenor, Hale, Hopkins of New 
York, Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, 
Lewis, Lovett, Macon, Miller, Moffitt, Pickering, Sher- 
wood, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stanford, Thomp- 
gon, Wilcox, and Wilson of Massachusetts. 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Brecken- 
ridge, Brown, Burwell, Butler, Caperton, Caldwell, 
Calhoun, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, 
Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, Culpeper, Davis of Penn- 
sylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, Eppes, Findley, Fisk of 
Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Frank- 
lin, Gaston, Gholson, Glasgow, Grillin, Grundy, Hall, 
Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, 
Hungerford, Ingham, Irving, Irwin, Jackson of Rhode 
Island, Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Ken- 
nedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, Mc- 
Coy, McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Moore, Nelson, 
Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Pleasants, Post, Potter, 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Tennessce, Rich, 
Richardson, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Ruggles, 
Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Sheffey, Skinner, Smith of 
Pennsylvania, Strong, Sturges, Tallmadge, Tannchill, 
Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, 
White, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Winter, Wood, and 
Yancey. 

So the House resolved that it would not now 
consider either of the three first resolutions offered 
by Mr. Kina. The other lies on the table for one 
day, according to a rule of the House. 


ADDITIONAL RIFLE CORPS. 


On motion of Mr. Trour, of Georgia, the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole, on the bill to raise three regiments of ri- 
flemen. 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, addressed the Chair 
as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, the bill before you is for rais- 
ing three regiments of riflemen, a species ef force | 
the most eflicient and least expensive of any that į 
can be employed in the service. No objections | 
ean he urged against this bill, but such as are ad- | 
vanced generally against the war; and of this 
sort of opposition we have had much. 


ee 


$$ 


In the discussion of this bill, gentlemen who | 
hrest, 


daily remind us of their patriotism, by declaring 
their opposition to the war, and all the measures 
necessary to carry it on, have indulged themselves 
in a greater latitude of debate than was ever be- 
fore assumed in any deliberative assembly. They 
have brought into view again and again, the al- 
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, Orms- | leged causes of the war, and have denounced them 


singly, and in the aggregate, as insufficient and 
unjust. They have seemed to enjoy peculiar sat- 
isfaction in magnifying the disasters of our arms, 
and in swelling the account of our misfortunes, 
Indeed, they have contended, that nothing but 
blunders, reverse, and defeat, have attended all our 
military operations. 

Epithets the most harsh ever introduced into 
the vocabulary of parliamentary recrimination, 
have been unsparingly applied to every public 
functionary of the Government. Not satisfied 
with this extent, the Opposition have gone further, 
and told us that their Constitutional rights au- 
thorize, and their publie duty requires them not 
only thus to speak in this House, but to conform 
their conduct out of the House aeccordingly—to 
discourage the publie service, dissuade citizens 
from loaning money, and from aiding the Gov- 
ernment in its legitimate operations. 

Sir, novel and extraordinary as these doctrines 
certainly are, and although advanced with all 
the apparent warmth and zeal which a convic- 
tion of their soundness might inspire, yet have 
the majority of this House, like martyrs, preserved 
an almost unbroken silence. They have been 
doomed to sit day after day, and week after week, 
and hear themselves, their Government, its meas- 
ures, and the people, reproached and censured, not 
only by irony and sarcasms, but in direct charges 
of imbecility and incapacity. All this has been 
not only silently, but patiently borne, not because 
the majority are destitute of the feelings of men, 
unconscious of what is due to themselves, or ig- 
norant of what belongs of right to the minority. 
No, sir. It was a persevering determination to 
forward the public business, that induced the ma- 
jority to forbear protracting time by debate. It 
is not because the assertions and statements made 
by the minority are deemed correct, that they have 
not been met and answered; but because the ma- 
jority have been unwilling to procrastinate the 
passage of bills which the safety of the nation 
required to be enacted with the least possible de- 
lay. This was my determination, and I should 
have persevered in silence, had not my honorable 
colleagues, (Mr. Grosvenor and Mr. Suipuern,) 
in the course of their remarks, made an incorrect 
statement of some recent occurrences in the State 
which I have the honor to attempt to aid in rep- 
resenting. These remarks related to the late elec- 
tion of the Governor of that State, and the con- 
duct of its militia on the lines. 

And, Mr. Chairman, permit me to congratulate 
you and the Committee on the prospect of an 
approaching termination of this debate—which, 
after ranging through the different parts of Eu- 
rope, and passing over the map of the United 
States, seems at last to be limited to the State of 
New York. I should have permitted it here to 
had it not been insisted that the State of 
New York has become a convert to the strange 
doctrines we have heard advanced; that she too 
had embraced this new system of morality, which 
justifies and inculcates opposition to the General 
Government. We were assured by my honora- 
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ble. colleague, (Mr. Gros 
election for Governor in that State was not to 


be taken as evidence of a disposition in her citi- 


zens to support the war, because that election 
was fraudulent; and he adverted to a bet which 
had been made on the event, touching the validity 


of which there had been a suit at law, and evi- 


dence offered to prove that unqualified votes were 
given, and therefore the bet was not lost—that 
the supreme court of that State had decided that 
the bet, although made on the event of that elec- 
tion, could not be sustained. 

I cannot say what evidence the counsel might 
have pretended at the trial on the issue, as an 
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which has honored me with a seat here, and in- 
‘quired how many the county of Orange has sent 
ito the war? I will tell him: nearly fifteen hun- 
| dred men has Orange county sent to the war; 
four companies in the regular service, and the 
greater part of a volunteer regiment, which has 
! served twelve months with credit; besides a por- 
; tion of her militia. Had every county and dis- 
i trict in the United States stepped forth with equal 
jalacrity and patriotism, we should not now be 


apology for the action, but the case was argued | devising means to fill the ranks and raise an ar- 
in the supreme court in my hearing, and fraud in | my ; we should have hada force at once sufficient 
the election was not to my knowledge pretended, | to have overrun the enemy’s provinces ina single 
The suit was against a stakeholder, who bad paid j campaign ; saved thousands of lives and millions 
over to the winner the money, contrary to the ,of money; have acquired glory for our arms and 
orders of the loser, after the result of the election | honor and safety forour country. And why has 
was well understood. On the part of the loser, it | not this spirit been general? It was equally the 
was contended that he had the right to withdraw | duty of all. In Orange county it was common 
the bet, and forbid the stakeholder to pay it over | to all parties. The Federalists there could and 
at any time before it was paid over, even after the | did discriminate between their attachment to 
event was known upon which the wager had been | party, and their duty to thecountry. They united 


made; and that the policy of the law prohibiting 
bets on the result of elections had established the 
rule. On the part of the winner it was contend- 
ed, that the money being paid over, and after the 
event was known, it could not be recovered back. 
Neither party denied that the law was decidedly 
settled against all betting on the event of elec- 
tions. If the supreme court have decided in fa- 
vor of the loser, and permitted him to recover 
back the money, it must have been upon the 
principle, that the rule of law would not sanction 
the wager—not that the evidence in the case had 
disclosed any fraud in the election. I regret that 
this case has been introduced into this debate, in 
a manner that should have required this expla- 
nation—for cases of this nature do not belong to 
any debates here. 

There was a majority of about four thousand 
freehold votes in favor of the person who now 
fills the Executive chair of that State. This is 
a fact material to prove the feelings of the voters 


in furnishing their proportion of the men and 
means to organize them. 
Will my honorable colleague permit me to re- 
ciprocate with him the inquiry he has made, and 
| ask how many men the county of Columbia, or 
Í Dutchess, or Rensselacr, have sent to the war? 
These are denominated Federal counties. Was 
jit not in this part of the State that the gentleman 
t from Rhode Island (Mr. Porrer) witnessed such 
| consternation” among the citizens called into 
‘service? Was it not here he saw them retreat- 
iing and escaping to the quiet towns of New 
: England, instead of rallying under the standard 
,of their country when required to support it? 
The New York militia, although charged with 
i cowardice by one of their own representatives, 
| require no other defence than to have their feel- 
j ings and conduct correctly stated. 
An honorable colleague, (Mr. Sarpurrp,) in 
; the ardor of debate, made a charge, which I am 
sure in the cooler moments ot reflection his 


at that time. The question, whether he was for i judgment must disapprove as unmerited and un- 
war and the support of the General Government | just. I understood him to say that the New 
or not, was put directly toand answered by every | York militia had gone to the lites, and like cow- 
voter in that election. Two of the senators elect- | ards had turned their backs to the enemy and re- 
ed at the same time, in the great Western district, | turned. Allow me to avail myself of this occa- 
were officers who had been inactive service, sup- ; sion to defend the militia against the charge of 
porting the war, one of them in the action at | refusing to cross the lines into the enemy’s prov- 


Queenstown and wounded there. The issue was 
fairly joined between the two parties in that State 
whether the war and measures of the General 
Government to conduct its operations with vigor 
and success should be zealously supported or not. 
And there was one general expression of all the 
freeholders of that State directly upon this point, 
very decidedly in the affirmative; and the recent 
election in the city of New York does not fur- 
nish evidence of a change of public sentiment. 
Surely my honorable colleague will not rely on 
those elections to prove ihat New York is op- 
posed to the war, 


linces. This charge is unmerited and unfounded. 
The militia never have refused obedience to any 
military order to cross the lines. Some of these 
‘militia are my neighbors, many of them my ac- 
Reet and all of them men who would 
not shrink from the performance of any duty the 
service of their country might require. They 
never have pretended that their duty was limited 
by the geographical lines of the United States. 
Their intelligence and patriotism elevates them 
above this refined, absurd, discriminating bound- 
ary. Where is it pretended that the militia have 
disgraced themselves by refusing to cross the line 
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the enterprise against Queenstown. I do not 
pretend to state the words of his report, but it 
urged the anxicty of his troops to engage the 
enemy as the reason for the attack he then 
made. These troops were militia. No objection 
was made to crossing in the morning, but when 
the greater part of their boats were shot to pieces 
by the enemy's batteries, some did decline get- 
ting into the remaining boats, and thus the mili- 
tia are charged with refusing to cross the river, 
when there were not provided adequate means 
‘to carry them over. It never has been pretended 
that if boats sufficient had been collected, as they 
might have been, but that the whole detachment 
of militia would have readily crossed at the com- 
mencement of the enterprise. The commanding 
General is a gentleman of great worth and re- 
spectability of character; it is not my intention 
to charge the failure of the expedition wholly to 
him. It was to him a new, untried scene. He 
was disappointed and ‘mortified at the event, 
which he had not foreseen and fully provided 
against. ‘Ihe means to have insured success 
were, itis believed, at the commencement of the 
enterprise, within his power. At Black Rock 
the militia did not refuse to cross, they were anx- 
lous to cross over and meet the enemy then in 
sight, their commanding General refused to lead 
them over. When the enemy’s batteries had 
‘been silenced by a small detachment under those 
intrepid officers King and Beerstler, General 
Smyth could not even then permit the militia to 
cross over, capture the enemy, and silence his 
bugle, which continued to sound and possibly 
annoy, after his batteries were silenced. ‘The 
troops solicited and importuned their commander 
to fulfil his proclaimed promise, and lead them 
to the enemy. But he, at the moment they be- 
lieved their wishes were to be gratified, disap- 
peared! Was suddenly missing from camp! At 
this strange conduct in their General, at this 
cruel disappointment, there was one common 
feeling of indignation manifested by the militia. 
Both the New York and Pennsylvania militia 
requested their Colonels to take the command, 
and lead them to action. And when they found 
that these officers declined assuming the com- 
mand, the militia resented with indignant mur- 
murs the conduct of their Gencral, some of them 
broke in pieces the arms they could not be per- 
mitted to measure with the enemy. These troops 
could not have met the enemy, unless they had 
gone without a commander. And yet are they 
charged with refusing to do their duty ! 

How was it with the militia who were called 
out to the lines from New York last Fall? They 
did not refuse to cross, They were never or- 
dered to cross the lines. After marching and 
countermarching for several weeks in Chatauque 
woods, the very military question was proposed 
to them : whether they would go with the regu- 
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them to say, that their better judgment dictated 
to them rather to go home than remain in a ser- 
vice so apparently unmeaning and useless. But 
had they been ordered to accompany the regular 
army, these militia would not have disgraced 
themselves or their country by disobeying the 
order. It is doing great injustice to the charac- 
ter of the militia to charge them with Constitu- 
tional scruples they never have felt, and never 
will feel: to allege that they have refused to 
cross from the United States into Canada. So 
far from this allegation being correct, precisely 
the reverse is the fact. Whenever they have 
approached the lines on military duty, the mili- 
tia have been willing and anxious to cross. 
Having made this statement, due to the char- 
acter of the militia, 1 will briefly notice the sys- 
tem of morality my colleague (Mr. SHIPHERD) 
embraces and inculcates. It is not my purpose 
to examine the courses or the events of the war, 
in answer to him; but the new system of ethics 
he has discovered deserves some attention. He 
is opposed to the war because it is immoral, and 
his morality and religion make it his duty to op- 
pose it by his speeches and his votes in his place 
in this House, and out of the House; to advise 
opposition to all the measures which may tend 
to aid the successful operation of the war; to 
discourage the recruiting service; dissuade from 
loaning money, and endeavor to prevent the suc- 
cess of the Government! His Constitutional 
rights, he informs us, authorize him to practise 
this morality ! By this rule a man is justified in 
violating, in disregarding, his promise; in set- 
ting at defiance all those principles of morality 
and of Christianity, which civilized and Chris- 
tian people have held sacred and immutable. It 
is substituting might for right, confounding the 
meaning of language, and the principles of hu- 
man action. It means, that a citizen may exer- 
cise his physical, moral, and political powers in 
doing all the mischief he can accomplish. Be- 
cause he has power to revile his Government, to 
speak evil of the constituted authorities, to dis- 
regard his moral and civil duties and obliga- 
tions, therefore he has the right todaso. Pa- 
rents may sct an evil example of profligate con- 
duct before their children, and children be un- 
grateful and disobedient to their parents, because 
they possess the power to practise this morality. 
Caius Toranius, who betrayed his father into the 
hands of assassins, who took his life, acted right, 
according to this doctrine, for he had the power 
to deliver his father into the ruffian hands that 
destroyed him. It is monstrous that such argu- 
ments should be seriously urged in this age, and 
in this House! Does my honorable colleague 
find anything in the religion he professes to jus- 
tify him? If so, it cannot be the Christian re- 
ligion ; for this enjoins on its disciples obedience 


and respect to the constituted authorities. Give 
“unto Cæsar the things which are Casar’s,” was 
the maxim inculcated by the great head of the 
Christian church. And one of his most emi- 
nent and intelligent disciples has told us that 
“he that resists the power resists the ordinance 
of God,” and also, “that they who resist shall 
receive unto themselves damnation.” But it is 
not less the dictate of common sense than of re- 
ligion to respect and obey the civil laws and au- 
thorities. What are they but the will of a ma- 
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amine whether they are sufficient to authorize 
the struggle in which this nation is now engaged, 
Sir, for what are we contending? For nething 
less than the restoration of violated liberty, and 
the preservation of the remaining rights of free- 
men. If there are not causes sufficient to justify 
this war, there are no motives sufficiently honor- 
able to stimulate man to action. 

Sir, does the idea exist that war can be carried 
| on without the shedding of blood and the expend. 
jing of treasure? Indeed, some arguments which 


jority of the people? In all sorts of socicties, | I have heard on this floor would seem to justify 
from their origin to the present day, the major- | that conclusion, but l am not yet convinced of its 
ity must prevail and rule. The minority have | correctness, That disaster and defeat have in 
rights, but not the right to be shielded from all į some instances been the fate of our arms, is not 
responsihility. The majority are certainty re- į denied ; and, though it afflicts and wounds my 


sponsible for the laws they enact; they are the 
acts passed by the majority, but they are never- 
theless the laws of the land, and as such to be 
respected and obeyed. As well might culprits 
pretend they are not criminal because they are 
not stronger than the law, or sinners contend 
that they are not accountable beings, because 
they cannot change the moral world, as the mi- 
nority to claim exemption from any of the duties 
or obligations which as citizens they owe to 
themselves, their Government, and their coun- 
try. It was not my intention to have occupied 
so much of the time of the Committee. I rose 
merely to reply to some statements of my hon- 
orable colleagues which Ideemed incorrect. On 
one other topic upon which they have incident- 
ally 


| feelings, it has never yet conquered my disposi- 
tion to prosecute with all my powers the contest 

in which we are now engaged. This House was 
| very politely informed the other day, by the gen- 
| teman from Rhode Island, of the cause which pro- 
į duced this disaster and defeat; and, in that in- 
formation, the gentleman very ingeniously ex- 
cused the minority in this IIouse from all censure 
| and blame, and charged it on the majority. He 
l said it was their divisions among themselves 
which distracted all their measures and defeated 
all their plaus. When I first heard the expres- 
| sions fall from the gentieman, I acknowledge, sir, 
I felt the pungency of his sarcastic wit, and in 
some degree the truth of his remarks. But, ona 
more deliberate reflection, I find that was wrong. 


touched, I will add a single remark. Sub- | For, sir, when many men have to form one mind 


servicncy to the views of a foreign Government in order to effect a legislative object, it affords 


has been hinted as formiug one of the induce- 
ments for the war. 

After Mr. Foster, the late British Minister to 
this Government, returned to his country and 
took his seat in Parliament, in a debate touching 
American affairs, a member appealed to him for 
his opinion whether the war had been declared 
through Executive subserviency to the views of 
France? He rose and stated in answer, that 
this war, instead of being urged by the Execu- 
tive, had been declared in obedience to the will 
of a majority of the most popular branch of the 


;much stronger evidence of an impartial, honest, 
jand virtuous mind, to see some difference of opin- 
‘ion exercised amongst eighty or ninety men, as 
| to the manner of eHlecting that object, than to see 
i fifty or sixty gentlemen universally of the same 
| opinion on all questions, whether important or 
unimportant. But, sir, I entertain no fears for 
this majority. They will march on, with all their 
divisions and distractions, with honor to them- 
selves and to their country, without the aid of 
this harmless minority. Sir, while I tender my 
humble thanks to the gentleman from Rhode 


American Legislature. The enemy himself does | [sland for his friendly admonition, permit me to 
not pretend that foreign influence sways Ameri- | declare to this House, that T shail never attempt 
can councils, to discourage an honest difference of opinion 

And however we may debate the question, the | among honest men. 
fact is incontrovertible, that a very decided ma-| Sir, perhaps there never was a time when 
jority of the American people are for prosecu- | submission would be more detestable than the 
ting the war with vigor, until a safe and honora- present. Turn your eyes to bleeding Europe; 
ble peace can be obtained. It is emphatically there, sir, you will see a continent literally swim- 
the people’s war, and I rely on their intelligence | ming in blood, while its tented fields are smoking 
and patriotism for its successful prosecution and! in human carnage—a scene so awfully terrible 
honorable termination. would torture the imagination of a stoic, in his 

Mr. Avexanver.—Mr. Chairman, without pre- ; cold calculation of human misery and distress. 
paration or apology, may I be permitted to detain ; Thus furnished with the example of a troubled 
this Committee a few moments on this so much | Continent, set in motion (no man ever doubled) 
hackneyed subject—the war? Sir, I shall not) by the instrumentality uf England alone, is it not 
attempt to detail the causes of this war, as they į then important, sir, that this nation, as one family, 
have been so repeatedly given by gentlemen of; should unite in repelling the toils and avoiding 
eloquence and experience on this floor, Letit be | the shackles of this unfeeling and cold hearted 
sufficient for me to compress, ina very few words, | tyrant? It is of the highest necessity, sir, not 
the substance of those causes, and then to ex- | that we should strike her flag, but that we should 
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propel her armies in battle in the field. Sir, this 
nation has taken a conspicuous stand among the 

nations of the earth; and to strike her flag, With- | 
ont an effectual struggle, would be worse than 
death. Gentlemen in the minority tell the ma- 
jority to convince them of the justice of this war, 
and then they will join the majority. Sir, I be- 
lieve that all are convinced who wish to be con- 
vinced, and that something much stronger than 
argument must effect the ‘balance; for, convince 
a man against his will, he will remain of the 
same opinion still. 

Mr. Mintuer rose and addressed the Chair as 
follows: 

Mr. Chairman, I am not unmirdful that the 
bill before you proposes to raise three additional 
regiments of riflemen. It is not, however, my 
intention to discuss the merits of that bill. My 
honorable colleague (Mr. TayLor) bas seen pro- 
per to wander from the subject before you, and 
has turned the debate from the rifle regiments to 
the question of the popularity of the war in the 
State of New York. I might, perhaps, sir, have 
troubled your Committee with a few remarks on 
that subject, had not my honorable friends (Mr. 
Grosvenor and Mr, Suipyerp) so completely 
exhausted it. 

I rise, sir, for another purpose; and will state 
it distinctly, to the end that, if fam not in order, 
the Chair will have the goodness to set me right. 
My honorable colleague, (Mr. TAYLOR,) indulg- 
ing in a most extensive range, has alluded to the 
memorable battle of Queenstown, and has spoken 
of Major General Van Rensselaer, and Colonel 
Solomon Van Rensselaer, ina manner, which, it 
not disrespectful, yet certainly is not calculated 
to do justice to their exalted worth. My sole 
design (I state it distinctly ) is to rescue these gen- 
tlemen from imputations, which I think are un- 
merited. lf not out of order, in the opinion of 
the Chair, 1 will procecd. 

Major General Van Rensselaer, by the ex- 
treme liberality of my honorable colleague, is 
admitted to be “amiable, hospitable, and charita- 
ble.” It istruethat he isso. His amiable quali- 
ties are admitted by all who have the pleasure of | 
his acquaintance; his hospitality is proverbial; | 
in common with my honorable colleague I have | 
shared it. And it is no less true that he is chari- } 
table. His car was never deaf to the supplica- 
tions of want; his heart was never steeled to the 
cries of the distressed; his hand is “open as day 
to melting charity.” Were it necessary F could 
point to a numerous train of dependants, fed and 
supported by his munificence. J could speak of 
his liberal contributions for charitable purposes. 
Sir, this nation cannot boast a man more modest, 
niore liberal, more delicate, or more humane. 
He “forces his bounty into the reluctant hand. 
and spares the blushes of ingenuous shame.” If 


lie spirit, the important services, and the un- 
j doubted patriotism of this distinguished citizen ? 


His publie spirit is well known and appreciated 


lin the State which I have the honor in part to 


represent. His services are not few in number, 
or unimportant in character. He has, at differ- 
ent times, been a member of each branch of the 
Legislature, and, for three years. was Lieutenant 
Governor of the State of New York. I ask my 
honorable colleague which of these important 
stations he failed to fill with honor to himself and 
usefulness to his country ? 

My honorable colleague forgot to speak of the 
public spirit and important services of General 
Van Rensselacr. Nor would his haste allow him 
to admit that he was patriotic. Sir, the patriot- 
ism of this gentleman stands on no scanty basis. 
I could safely appeal to the whole tenor of his 
life, but necd not go beyond the affair of Queens- 
town to prove it, We have of late heard much 
of moral treason. Permit me, sir, to ask you, if 
there is uot in this nation something like moral 
patriotism as weil as moral treason? Moral trea- 
son, as [ now understand it, relates not to any 
members of this House ; not to the fair exercise 
of the liberty of speech and the freedom of the 
press; bat to an improper, violent, systematic, 
out-door opposition to the measures ‘of Adminis- 
tration, by which loans and enlistments are re- 
tarded or defeated So, too, moral patriotism re- 
lates not to any meinbers of this House; not to 
any actual subscriptions to loans, or personal ser- 
vices performed by the moral patriot himself, but 
to a violent and systematic out-door blustering 
and vaporing in favor of the measures of the Ad- 
ministration, by which loans and enlistments may 
be expedited or effected. A moral traitor is not 
guilty of any crime known to the laws; nor isa 
moral patriot to be considered as possessing any 
virtue except that which consists in words or 
professions. I ask again, sir, if there are not in 
this nation moral patriots as weli as moral trai- 
tors? 

Permit me to say that such is not the patriot- 
ism of General Van Rensselaer. He was op- 
posed to this ruinous and disastrous war. He 
was a Major General of the State. A proposi- 
tion (whether insidious or not, I will not stop 
to examine) was made to him to go to the fron- 
tier. He did not hesitate; he agreed to go; he 
received his orders. It then became his duty, and 
he was never known to shrink from that. He 
reported himself as ready to proceed to his come 
mand; the order for his departure arrives; he 
leaves his family, his friends, and his fireside, and 
hastens to the camp, aceompanied by the bene- 
dictions of thousands, who knew his worth and 
offered their fervent aspirations for his safety and 
return. Sir, the patriotism of General Van Rens- 
sclaer was of no ordinary stamp. Possessed of a 


to feed the hungry, to clothe “the naked, and com- | fortune more ample than has fallen to the lot of 
fort the distressed, be a proper occupation of time, | any individual of the State in which he lives; 
his pillow need never be disturbed by the reflec-| domestic in his habits; tenderly attached to his 
tion that he “has lost a day.” family, and almost adored by it; surrounded by 

But can my honorable colleague be ignorant, ja numerous circle of friends, of which he was 
or did it not suit his purposes tos speak of the pubs} himself the centre and the pride; such was his 
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him as one of its brightest ornaments, f j : 

Could not my honorable colleague, in the abun- | jutant General of his native State by the discern- 
dance of his magnanimity, have admitted that į ment of the illustrious Jay ; he was continued in 
General Van Rensselacr had performed some pub- | that office by the venerable Clinton; he was the 
lic services? Could he not have accorded to him i particular favorite of the courtly Lewis, and he 
some little claim to be considered patriotic? He | had the approbation of the “ Lovely Tompkins” 


did not. : 
As to the battle of Queenstown, I think my 


‘honorable colleague has not done justice to Gen- 


eral Van Rensselaer. He was a Major General 
of the State of New York. He went there, not 
to conquer Canada, but to defend the frontier. 
The militia, from the nature of their service, were 
not bound to cross the line; they did, however, 
volunteer for the battle of Queenstown. The 
result of that affair is known. The cause of the 
disaster has been traced by my honorable friends 


(Messrs. Grosvenor and Suirverp) to its true 


source. The troops who had volunteered refused 
to move an inch. I know there were some who 
did not volunteer; they were not bound to go. 
But I do not hesitate to say, that such as did vol- 
unteer, and afterwards refused to cross the Niag- 
ara, were lost to every generous and manly feel- 
ing, guilty of a shameful desertion of the stand- 
ard of their country, and a cruel and cowardly 
abandonment of their commander in the hour of 
danger. 

Let not my honorable colleague endeavor to 
cast the blame of that disaster on General Van 
Rensselaer; itis unmerited. Military gentlemen 
who were in the action have said, and will tell 
you, that his conduct on that occasion will stand 
the test of military criticism. One other fact: 
in the remarks which I have had the honor to 
submit to the House, the other day, I had occa- 
sion to say, that if the attack on Fort George 
had been planned with skill and executed with 
vigor, the garrison would not have escaped. It 
‘is due to the military talent of General Van Rens- 
sclacr to say, (I speak from information entitled 
to credit,) that when he was on the Niagara fron- 
tier, he planned an attack on Fort George; that 
this plan was in possession of General Dearborn 
at the time he took Fort George; and if this plan 
had been pursued, not only the fort, but the men 
also, would have been taken. 

I come now to speak of Colonel Solomon Van 
Rensselaer. My honorable colleague (Mr. Tay- 
LOR) in alluding to him, has been pleased to say 
that he was “intrepid.” Courage, sir. I believe, 
is a very common quality with our officers; and 
I must say that I did not think my honorable col- 
league would thus “damn with faint praise.” 
“Intrepid !? Yes he is indeed. Go to the north- 
west, and ask his companions at the battle of the 
Miami; ascend the heights of Queenstown, and 
inquire of those who saw him there; count his 
Sears, you will find them on his breast. He is 
“intrepid ;” he also has enterprise; he has skill; 


| himself. He has held this officer under every 
| Governor of the State of New York. And shail 
! his military talents be now questioned? More, 
isir: General Wilkinson, on his way to the fron- 
lier, solicited Colonel Van Rensselaer to accom- 
pany him as his aid. He pressed this solicitation 
with an earnestness and manner peculiarly grate- 
ful to the feelings of that gallant man to whom 
{it was addressed. Again: General Harrison, a 
few days since, urged his appointment as a Brig- 
adier General in the present Army. He did not 
succeed. There are honorable gentlemen within 
hearing who well know the reason. And yet my 
honorable colleague has seen fit to speak lightly 
j n the military talents of Solomon Van Rensse- 
aer! 
l feel indebted to the Chair for its indulgence. 
I will not further abuse it. I know that I have 
failed in doing justice to the characters of the 
two gentlemen whom I have attempted to shield 
‘from unmerited imputations. I have scarcely 
traced the outline; to fill up the pictures would 
be the work of time, and would require also the 
hand of a master. 
Mr. Murrresg, of North Carolina, addressed the 
Chair, as follows: 
Mr. Chairman, I have observed, with consider- 
ų able surprise, a very strong disposition in the ma- 
jority to act rather than debate, and answer the 
| arguments of their adversaries by their votes alone. 
i 


How much soever I may be usually disposed to 
surrender my own opinion to the better judgment 
of my friends, the policy of such a course seems 
to me, at this time, to be exceedingly questiona- 
ble. In this country, everything depends on pop- 
į ular opinion, and that is essentially influenced by 
| the debates which are presented to the considera- 
tion of the people from this floor. They have 
not the same opportunity correctly to estimate 
i what is said which we have; and, when the long 
| and labored speeches of the minority fall under 
i their view, many will naturally be led to believe 
that they who have spoken so much, must sorme- 
times, at least, have spoken to the purpose; and 
that, where all is indiscriminately censured, there 
must be something really deserving of censure. 
I must, therefore, express my pleasure at the dif- 
ferent course pursued by the honorable gentlemen 
from New York, (Messrs. Fisk and TAYLOR.) 
and hope that they and others will continue fair- 
ly to combat every argument, and refute each 
paradox, as they may be advanced. 
Several honorable gentlemen of the minority 
have repeatedly expressed their determination to 
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maintain undiminished the right of debate and 
privilege of expressing their sentiments, which is 
secured to them by the Constitution. From the 
frequency of this remark, one would be induced 
to believe that some encroachment had been made 
on, or attempted by the majority upon those 
rights which they are universally acknowledged 
to possess. But, sir, when or by whom have any 
such attempts been made? On the contrary, the 
range they have taken, and the latitude of remark 
in which they have indulged themselves, are un- 
paralleled in the Congressional history of this 
country. They have exhausted the language of 
invective in reprobating the Administration, and 
of panegyric in extolling themselves. The former 
they have stigmatized as weak, wicked, unjust, 
and eppressive; and, sir, they have arrogated to 
themselves the largest portion of the virtue and 
the best talents of the nation. 

Sir, an honorable gentleman from New Jersey, 
(Mr. Srocxron,) a few days since, when an ac- 
count of the devastation committed by the enemy 
on our frontier reached this place, observed that 
he did not feel alarmed at the situation of this 
country. I know that, from thence, there was no 
real cause of alarm; that, although they might 
burn a few unprotected villages, and murder some 
defenceless women and children, the light and 
savage bands that roamed about our frontier could 
make no permanent impression on these States. 
if, sir, that honorable gentleman and his friends 
do feel any alarm, it is rather a pleasurable sen- 
sation excited by alternate hopes and fears— 
hopes that they may shortly seize the helm of 
State, the fond and professed object of their 
wishes; and fears, lest it may be snatched forever 
from their grasp by an honorable peace. I mean 
their fears as party men; individually and per- 
sonally, I doubt not they would hail with pleasure 
the approach of that desired event. Bul, asa par- 
ty, it must extinguish their hopes forever. Think 
you, sir, the people would suddenly dismiss from 
their service an Administration which should 
have successfully conducted them through a dan- 
gerous conflict to a safe and honorable peace? 
That they would at once open their eyes to that 
merit in the minority to which they have been 
blind so long—of whose sufferings during more 
than twelve years of “successful oppression,” as 
it is termed, they have been unpitying spectators? 

But, sir, I believe that a real cause of alarm 
does exist, when we see a spirit of opposition 
displayed to an extent which can only tend to 
prostrate the fundamental principle of our Gov- 
ernment—* that the will of the majority, consti- 
tutionally expressed, shall be obeyed.” Several 
gentlemen have asserted that they have not only 
the right, admitted by all, to oppose the passage 
of a law to fill the ranks of our Army, but also 
the Constitutional right to render that law nuga- 
tory, by dissuading others from enlisting in the 
service of their country. And one gentieman, if 
I mistake not, with apparent triumph, boasted of 
his practical exercise of what he is pleased to 
term bis Constitutional privilege. I feel alarmed 
when I see a deep-rooted discontent, apparently 


those States most interested in its formation, and 
whose prosperity essentially depends upon its con- 


tinuanee. But, above all, [ think there is cause 
of the greatest alarm, when we see the spirit of 
the Revolution so fast extinguishing; when we 
see the sons of those sires, who disdained to sub- 
mit to a trifling duty upon tea, so eager and anx- 
ious to receive the boon of that contemptible rem- 
nant of commerce which the British Government, 
for their own convenience, may still condescend 
to permit them to enjoy. 

The same honorable gentleman rejoiced that 
the flag was struck. I wanted no explanation 
of what he meant--I well knew he could not 
mean the flag of his country—his patriotism and 
parental feelings equally forbid the supposition. 
My sincerest wishes attend his gallant son—may 
it be his fate, like another Perry, to bear that flag 
in triumph through a hostile fleet. But, sir, he 
rejoiced that the flag of the Administration, the 
alien flag, was struck. By whom was this flag 
raised? By Wasutneron himself. I am not 
about to enter into the abundant theme of Federal 
inconsistency—where I should lose myself and 
fatigue the House before I had half travelled it 
over, But I cannot forbear the passing remark 
that a disciple of Wasnineron should be the first 
to abandon those whom Wasnincron himself 
has received into his household and to whom he 
plighted the faith of his country for their protec- 
tion and safety ! 

For the grounds upon which the war was 
declared and the objects which its prosecution is 
expected to attain, we are to look alone to the 
declaration of war and the accompanying docu- 
ments. There, sir, they are so directly and ex- 
plicitly avowed, that it seems impossible to mis- 
apprehend them: the enjoyment of that com- 
mercial intercourse with other friendly countries, 
to which, by the law of nations, we are entitled 
as an independent sovereignty; in the next place 
an effectual and practical security against the 
impressment of our seamen. These are the ob- 
jects for which the war is prosecuted, and the 
interruptions of the one and the abuses of the 
other were the causes which produced it. The 
attention of the honorable minority who so ve- 
hemently oppose its continuance has been often 
directed to this subject, to obtain from them a 
precise and determinate opinion upon the suff- 
ciency of these alleged causes. Hitherto, sir, 
they have chosen to waive the invitation, and 
are content to oppose its further prosecution, as 
originally commenced under the influence of dif- 
ferent motives, and such as they choose to attri- 
bute to the Administration and majority of Con- 
gress. The Orders in Council having ceased to 
exist, the cause of war, the war itself, it is said, 
ought also to terminate. 

But the other cause, equally interesting and 
equally justifiable, still remains in its original 
foree, and no expedient has been offered by the 
British Government to secure our citizens against 
the enormous abuses of this practice of impress- 
ment, and every proposition on the part of this 
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Government for that purpose h 
noticed or rejected. Of the magnitude of this 
subject now, some idea may be formed from the 
opinions which were entertained respecting its 
importance in the earliest period cf our Govern- 
ment and by other men. l will trouble the 
House with the reading of two short extracts, 


one from a letter of Mr. Pickering, Secretary of 


State, to Mr. King, Minister at London, dated 
8th June, 1796, in which that right is justly as- 
serted for which we are now contending. The 
principle laid down is substantially to this effect: 
“That on the high seas our flag shall protect 
those, of whatever nation who sail under it,” and 
then adds, “ We have a right to expect that the 
British Government will make no difficulty in 
acceding to this interesting provision.” 


In a letter from the present Chief Justice, of 


20th September, 1800, then Secretary of State, 
to Mr. King, he declares, that— 


“The British have no right or pretence to impress— 

“1st. Native American citizens. 

“2d, British subjects here at the Treaty of Peace. 

“3d. Other foreigners naturalized. 

“Ath. British subjects naturalized since the treaty. 

“This last class only doubtful, but our right to these 
may be justified by the practice of the British Govern- 
ment. 

«Is it not more advisable to desist from an acknowl- 
edged wrong, than, by a perseverance in that wrong, 
excite the well founded resentment of the American 
people, and force our Cfovernment into measures which 
may very possibly terminate in an open rupture a 

Such was the result which was anticipated 
from that source by that distinguished gentleman, 
and the authority is entitled to greater weight 
because his sentiments are supposed to be unfa- 
yorable to the present Administration. Inde- 
pendent of the undoubted existence of the fact, 
the increase of the abuses of impressment, which 
were then represented in so loud and peremptory 
a tone, may be easily proved by the continued 
existence of the causes whence they are said to 
originate. The British Government resort to 
this practice in time of war only, and its rigor 
is increased according to the deficiency of hands 
to man their fleet. From the date of the last 
letter to which I referred, and even, indeed, from 
a much earlier period, they have been engaged, 
except a very short interval, in a continued war- 
fare by sea and land, and extended to every quar- 
ter of the globe. ‘The expenditure of human life 
in this contest must have made serious impres- 
sion on the population of the country by which 
it was maintained. For the same reason also, 
the commerce, ships, and seamen of the United 
States have multiplied to an extent which could 
not have then been within the bounds of reason- 
able expectation. Additional opportunities for 
the continuance of this practice have thus been 
afforded, in proportion to the increasing demands 
which compelled them to resort to it originally. 

Sir, if the multiplied scenes of oppression on 
the ocean do really exist, as we have been told 
they do, I think no honorable gentleman here 
will venture to tell his constituents that it is just 


and expedient that we should bow our heads and 
submit to them without a struggle, 

An honorable colleague of mine, (Mr. Gas- 
Ton.) inferior to none of his friends in talents 
and equal to any of them in zeal for his party, 
has pledged himself to his constituents, if Lam 
not misinformed, to support the continuance of 

| this war, if it be necessary to obtain practical 
| security against the impressment of our native 
| seamen. 

This, sir, is the avowed object of the war—nor 
is it less the real object because a few naturalized 
citizens, too inconsiderable in number to be an 

| object of any importance to cither Government, 

| may happen to be mingled with the mass of our 

| native citizens who are subjected to the cruel 

‘dominion of British officers. Yet the minority 

| seriously assert this belief, and attempt to impress 
it upon the people of the United States, that it 

| Was waged solely for the purpose of protegt- 

fa 

| 

| 


ng from their native sovereigns a few hundred 
foreign seamen. If, sir, they admit the justice 
and necessity of contending for the rights of our 
native citizens, let them act openly; let them 
tender their support in defence of those rights, 
and call upon the Government for the proof that 
they have been infringed. 

This, indeed, is so easy to afford, has indeed 
been so amply demonstrated, that the honorable 
gentlemen wisely avoid the dilemma, and still 
continue to oppose the war, as founded on mo- 
tives, and prosecuted for objects, which are utterly 
disclaimed. 

The mode of argument which has been used 
by several gentlemen who have spoken upon this 
subject, is of so novel and extraordinary a char- 
acter as to justify a few remarks. 

One honorable gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Saipuerp,) in a long and elaborate speech, 
has demonstrated the immorality and injustice of 
this war, upon the authority of the command- 
ment, * Thou shalt not kill.” 

The celebrated ancient mathematician Archi- 
medes asserted, if he had a spot on which to 
stand, he could move the earth. If, sir, we grant 
the postulations of the honorable geAtleman, he 
could not only prove the injustice of this war, 
but of all others which ever were waged from 
the beginning of the world; and, what is still 
more extraordinary, prove them to have been 
į equally as unjust on the one as on the other. 
i And, sir, if he should translate his apothegm into 
| our criminal courts, its effect will be stronger 


still, Suppose an assassin, I mean nota moral 
murderer, but one who killeth with malice pre- 
pense, arraigned at the bar, by virtue of this all- 
powerful charm; the jury who convict, the judge 
who passes sentence, and the sheriff who hangs, 
can with great facility be proved to be moral 
murderers. The same honorable gentleman, in 
his speech yesterday, emphatically declared he 
would never give his assent to wage a war for 
honor. He has repeatedly expressed his determi- 
nation to wage none for the subjugation of the 
innocent and unoffending Canadians. Perhaps 
the gentleman will consent to its prosecution to 
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of which we have been plundered in time of 
peace. But, sir, if he will not consent to fight 
for money, nor Canada, nor yet for honor, I aban- 
don the hope of conceiving what in his estima- 
tion is justifiable cause of national hostility. 

An honorable gentleman from Massachusetts— 
I mean that gentleman who accounted for the 
exhibition of blue lights upon philosophical prin- 
ciples, or by the intervention of supernatural 
agency—in the course of a long and learned 
speech upon our foreign relations, permitted him- 
self to observe, that “ England has done us more 
wrongs than she ought.” Yes, sir, while the | 
injuries and insults of France were justly repro- 
bated in the severest terms, the accumulated 
wrongs, the added insults of more than thirty 
years were dismissed with the mild and simple 
remark, that “ England has done us more wrongs 
than she ought.” This, however, I seize as a 
precious confession, because he is thence bound 
to confess that the Administration has not been 
remiss in its duty, and can censure it only as being 
too sensitive to the honor, and prompt to redress 
the wrongs of this country by a precipitate dec- 
laration of war. 

But, sir, an honorable gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Grosvenor,) in another tone, admit- 
ted that our rights had been invaded by England ; 
had by her been trampled in the dust; yet he 
condemns the war as unjust, because inexpedient, 
and his whole argument was founded upon that 
proposition. It is only to state the proposition to 
show his inference improper. A just war may 
be inexpedient; an unjust onc may be expedient ; 
but a war is never unjust simply because it is in- 
expedient. 

The conduct of the majority on this floor has 
been frequently censured, particularly as curtail- 
ing the right of discussion, and precipitating the 
most important laws. I think, sir, that we have 
great cause of complaint of the course which 
some honorable gentlemen of the minority have 
thought proper to pursue off this floor. J allude 
particularly to some late publications respecting 
the Russian mediation. An honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Pickering) published 
a series of letters to prove that this mediation 
was offered by the Russian Minister, unauthor- | 
ized by his master, and that he was prompted to 
it by the President himself. I speak from recollec- 
tion of a light reading of them, and may be mis- 
taken, but such | inferred was substantially his 
object. This, given tothe world under the sanc- 
tion and high authority of his name, I doubt not 
has been, and probably still is believed by nine- 
tenths of his constituents, and perhaps the same 
proportion of his political admirers throughout 
the United States. We have the confutation 
upon our tables; bat how is the impression of 
this precipitate accusation to be removed from 
the minds of those who may never see, or not 
attach the merited authority to those documents 
which so clearly prove it unfounded ? 


has, on this floor at least, displayed more modera- 
tion. But I mention it because it.is recent, be- 
cause it is calculated todo the Administration an 
unmerited injury, and principally to afford him 
an opportunity, which I trust he will embrace 
with pleasure, of making the acknowledgment of 
an error into which he has been too hastily led 
by incorrect information or inconclusive deduc- 
tion. 

‘The honorable gentlemen have exultingly re- 
minded us of the mutability of power. A wise 
and politic King of Macedon had an officer whose 
sole duty it was to repeat each morning the salu- 
tary lesson, “ Remember, Philip, thou art mor- 
tal” We need not put it into the head of our 
Clerk to remind us of the fleeting nature of our 
transitory authority. We have a monitory les- 
son of a far more impressive nature constantly 
displayed before us. We need but cast our eyes 
upon the thinned ranks of that numerous party 
which once ruled this country with such despotic 
sway to be convinced of the feeble hold a party 
has of power after the confidence of the people 
has been forfeited. 

To prove that confidence hitherto reposed in 
the Administration to be forfeited, it has been 
asserted that the objects of the war are aban- 
doned. because they have consented to treat upon 
an acknowledgment of the maritime rights of 
England. These, sir, have never been disputed, 
and we acknowledge her to possess none except 
such as are founded on the laws of nations. But 
hitherto this Government never has, and J trust 
never will, discover any intention of submitting 
to the maritime wrongs of England. At the 
commencement of the contest, a proposal of an 
armistice, for the purpose of negotiation, was 
made to England, upon condition that she would 
suspend the practice of impressment on board 
American vessels during its pendency. And the 
proposition of a similar nature, made by Admi- 
ral Warren, was rejected because he would not 
accede to the same conditions. But, sir, the 
American Government was then ready, and prof- 
fered its readiness to treat, so that the negotiation 
should not interrupt the progress of hostilities. 
To their own proposal, now tendered by their 
adversaries, they have acceded; and, in their at- 
tempts to obtain their objects, either by a treaty 
or acontinuation of hostilities, they cannot surely 
be said to haveabandoned them. The objects of 
the war, so interesting to the feclings of every 
American, and so essential to the prosperity of 
this country, will never be relinquished; and any 
Administration which shall fail to assert them 
will be abandoned by their country. 

Mr. Loverr.—Mr. Chairman, the day is far 
spent, aud I perceive the Committee is growing 
impatient of discussion. KH is, therefore, with ex- 


In meu- f treme reluctance I rise to solicit your indulgence 


tioning this subject, I utterly disclaim the re- | on the floor, even for a few minutes, I have not 
motest intention to affect the feelings of that hon- | risen, sir, to discuss either the causes of the war 
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or the general n which it has been con- | tleman read yesterday, a lamentable falling off. 
ducted; not to attempt a demonstration of what | I may, possibly, be mistaken, as I did not hear 
are the Constitutional rights of the majority or j distinctly everything which was read; if so, sir, 
minority in this House ; nor yet, sir, to advocate j the gentleman must charge it, not to any disre- 
or oppose the bill on your table for raising three | pect or want of attention, but to the misfortune 
additional regiments of riflemen. General topics, | which befel me in that short military career 
whatever may have been the bill before the House, | which the honorable gentleman is pleased to con- 
have long been discussed with a latitude of debate | sider as my passport, not only to the distinguished 
which I would not enlarge, and could not ap-| honor of holding a seat on this floor, but, also, to 
prove. For the last ten days, an almost unlimit- what he is pleased to consider a lucrative office 
ed scope of indulgence has been paid out to wide | in the State of New York. 
veering debate. An honorable gentleman rises| Even a partial privation of hearing is, indeed, 
in his place, selects the subject of his choice, | perplexing; yet, perplexing as it is, I admit there 
speaks awhile, is called to order, sits down, hears | are some occasions on this floor when such is my 
a short explanation, rises again, takes another | desire to hear the wisdom of expericnee poured 
subject, and speaks as long as he can. But, sir, | out in all the captivating magic of eloquence, that 
I trust that honorable gentlemen, recollecting the ; E would almost barter an eye for an ear which 
turn and bearing which debate has assumed, yes- | could convey the whole to my understanding. 
terday and to-day, will feel the justice of my Sir, I have said that in what my honorable col- 
claim for, at least, as much time as may be ne- | league yesterday declared to the Committee there 
cessary for me to meet such parts of itas have | was a very great falling off from his usual! stand- 
been directed at me, personally, and upon two of | ard of Parliamentary debate. To me it appeared, 
my most distinguished and honorable friends, | most evidently, that he had basted together as 
whose private and public characters | will, with | many heterogeneous, sheet-swelling topics as 
pleasure, here and everywhere else defend. Short | would, with a very little more attention, make a 
of these considerations, I would not, sir, have; long and popular speech, should the honorable 
troubled the committee fora moment; but, placed | gentleman have any desire to appear in that shape 
as I now am, silence would be an abandonment | before his constituents and the world. I say, sir, 
of self respect, and cowardly treachery to friends | a long and popular speech, because lam fully 
who deservedly hold the first place in my heart. | aware that many people, in these days, appreci- 
Sir, could I yesterday have got the floor, when | ate speeches, as they do many other things, by 
I several times attempted it, it was my intention | their bulk. Nor, sir, is this altogether a novel. 
to have answered at some length the argument ; idea. If I mistake not, I have somewhere read 
which my honorable colleague (Mr. Tayor) | of a man, who, indulging the opinion that his 
read to this House. But, as my ever ner brother was a poet of unrivalled merit, thus ex- 
friend (Mr. Grosvenor) on my left, who was | pressed himself : 
also assailed in that argument, has not only re- į « Mino broder Ben, the bestest poet, what all the world 
pelled, with costs, every attempt to fix inconsist- ; mought please ; 
ency upon his political conduct and character, ! «For he has writ von mighty pook, so pig as all dese 
but has also ably answered the topies of the ar- cheese !”” 
guments generally, I shall not follow my honor- Mr. Chairman, the general scope of the obser- 
able colleague on the other side of the House in | vations which my honorable colleague yesterday 
detail. offered to this Committee, was to establish one 
Sir, it was with extreme regret that I yester- | great proposition, viz: that this war is very pop- 
day heard my honorable colleague (Mr. TayLor) | ular in the State of New York, This proposi- 
read his declaration of New York civil war of | tion he endeavored to support by a heterogeneous 
debate. I regretted that he should have thought | mass of evidence collected from every source 
it his duty or policy to read it at all; but, had he | which his ingenuity could devise. But after all 
told me that he deemed it indispensable, most! the efforts which my honorable colleague put 
cheerfully would I have given my vote that iti forth, candor constrains me to say, that the in- 
should have had its first, second, and even third | ferences he drew from the premises which he 
reading, by its zitde only, that it might have gone i established, really appeared to me oue of the most 
speedily from this House to the press, corrected | harmonious families of non seyuiturs with which 
and revised by the author, and as speedily from the | I ever became acquainted. Suir, in support of his 
press, onward to the meridian for which it was į general proposition, that this war is popular in 
doubtlessly calculated. Frequently, sir, in this | the State of New York, my honorable colleague 
House, have L bent the last nerve of injured or- | has placed great reliance upon the evidence he 
gans to catch the arguments flowing from the | has collected from the liberal rewards which the 
practical good sense of that honorable gentle- j people of that State have bestowed upon Major 
man. I duly appreciate his talents upon all oc- | General Van Rensselaer, and his little military 
casious, and sometimes, the manly independence | family, since the campaign of 1812, and the bat- 
which he asserts. But, sir, the same frankness | tle of Queenstown. Sir, it may be almost un- 
with which I make this avowal, will constrain ; necessary to repeat what I have before said, that 
me, however reluctant, to go farther, and say| I shall confine my observations very closely to 
that, in the sincerity of my heart, I think there | answering what my honorable colleague has said 
was, in the argument which the honorable gen-| relative to this military family matter ; and, sir, 
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I beg leave to have it explicitly understood, that] Sir, the purport of all the observations which 
I am drawn, most reluctantly, into the discussion | my honorable colleague directed to me, person- 
of the subject. ally, if I understood him correctly, was this: that 
I cannot, I ought not, and will not, in this man- | my humble services in General Van Rensse- 
ner, be drawn into a discussion of the general | laer’s family, in the campaign of 1812, had pro- 
topics of the campaign of 1812, or the particular | cured to me a passport, not only to the very hon- 
occurrences at the battle of Queenstown. With- | orable seat which | hold in this House, (which, 
out arrogance, I believe I may say, sir, that my | considering the district I represent, is enough to 
opportunities enabled me, to the extent of my | gratify any rational ambition,) but also to an of- 
capacity, to form as correct opinions of that cam- | fice of honor and profit in the State of New 
paign asany other man. Perhaps as wellasany | York. Sir, it is true, my title to this seat is good ; 
other man, I understood the considerations which | 1 duly appreciate it; it is the highest honor of 
induced Major General Van Rensselaer to assume} my life, and the summit of my ambition. It is 
his command in that campaign; the very great | also true, that I hold an office in the State of 
difficulties and embarrassments he had constantly | New York. Would to Heaven its income were 
to encounter, and the complicated necessities | as great as my honorable colleague intimates ! 
which compelled him, against his better judg-| All I can say on that score is, that the duties of 
ment, to move, at the time he did, against | that office are arduous, and the income some- 
Queenstown. | imagine that there would be no | thing; I complain not of the one, nor vaunt of 
great difficulty in explaining either the causes | the other. But, sir, I absolutely deny the fact, 
which produced a prospect of brilliant success | that my military services have furnished my pass- 
at the onset, or those which overcast it at the} port either to my seat or my office ; and I am not 
last. But, sir, I trust that every honorable gen- | a litile surprised that my honorable colleague, 
tleman will at once anticipate the impropriety of | with the knowledge 1 know he possesses on that 
my entering, upon this occasion, into the general | subject, should ever have hazarded an opinion so 
concerns of that campaign, or the details of that | unfounded. Sir, that honorable gentleman very 
battle. The considerations which deter me are | well knows, that long before Gen. Van Rensse- 
many and weighty. I regard them all, but more | laer was assigned to his command, I had been 
especially the sentiment, nil de mortuis nisi bo- | elected to represent the city and county of Al- 
mum; but, in the path of detail, should I be com- | bany, in this House. [tis true, that my election, 
pelled to travel it, justice to the living—nay, | and all others which took place at the same time, 
strong necessity, would compel me to tread heavi-| were vacated for a reason well known; but my 
ly upon the ashes of the dead. fellow-citizens had expressed their confidence by 
Mr. Chairman, if on this floor, or anywhere | ballot. I was afterwards again elected, but if my 
else, before a competent and Constitutional tri- | memory be correct on this subject, by a less ma- 
bunal, you will institute an inquiry into the cam- | jority ; but, on that subject I cannot speak with 
paign of 1812, or the failure of the attack upon | absolute certainty. Thus much, Mr. Chairman, 
Queenstown, I will most freely and cheerfully i for my passport to this seat; it was not gained 
tell you and the world all I know of them; and by any military services of mine in the campaign 
I think I might venture to pledge myself, sir, to | of 1812. Next, sir, I will show you, satisfacto- 
you, to this House, to the impartial people of|tily, that l had not my office in consequence of 
America, and to the world, that I will make to, those services. 
you such disclosures in evidence, as, however I presume, sir, it is kauwn to every gentleman 
they may bear upon others. shall not only exon- on this floor that, in the State of New York, ap- 
erate Major General Van Rensselaer from eve- | pointments to office are made by a Council, consti- 
ry unfavorable imputation, but such as shall tutionally composed of the Governor and four 
entitle him to the increased love, gratitude, confi- | Senators selected from the four great districts of 
dence, and respect, of all whose good opinion ought | the State—the Governor having only a casting 
to be regarded by honorable patriots. vote. Itisa fact which my honorable colleague 
Mr. Chairman, I must now beg the indulgence | will not pretend to deny, that the Council which 
of the Committee for a few minutes, while I show | appointed me to office consisted of the Governor, 
how very unfortunate my honorable colleague of course, one yery honest and candid democratic 
(Mr. TayLor) has been, iù his attempt to prove ) Senator, and three Senators of the old school, 
“that the war is popular in the State of New! whoare most conscientiously opposed to the war, 
York,” by any evidence collected from the re- and who never would have supposed any man’s 
spect paid to Major General Van Rensselaer, and j pretensions to office in the least cuhaneed by any 
his military family, for their services in the cam- | part he might have acted in it. Now, Mr. Chair- 
paign of 1812, and at the battle of Queenstown. | man, I put the question direct to my honorable 
Various considerations, not necessary to be here | culleaguc, whether he believes that the Governor 
derailed, placed me in Gen. Van Rensselaer’s | of the State of New York, or the democratic 
family, in the campaign of 1812; and as I was member in that Council, (and he isa personal 
the humblest member of that family, I will first | friend whom I much esteem) would, under any 
mect the observations which my honorable col- | circumstances, have voted fur appuinting me to 
league has applied to me, personally, and then | the office I hold? Sir, I trust the honorable gen- 
rise, in order, to those applied to the other and j tleman wili not wish an affirmative answer, No, 
higher branches of that family. Mr, Chairman, I hold not this seat, or my office 
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in consequence of any military services of mine ; | tention of the Father of his Country; the affec- 
and, to me, it is incomprehensible how my hon- | tion was reciprocal; “a soldier’s love is toa soldier 
orable colleague could ever have supposed it. I] dear.” The sacred name of WASHINGTON, on his 
trust, therefore, sir, that the honorable gentleman | commissions, he presses to his bosom as the darl- 
has not, from my election or appointment to | ing of his honor. President Adams was the warm 
office, been able to collect any evidence to sup- | admirer of this soldier; your Hamilton was his 
port his great proposition that this war is popular | bosom friend. The all intuitive mind of Goy- 
in the State of New York. But, says my hon- | ernor Jay read his merits, and appointed him Ad- 
orable colleague, the war is popular in the State | jutant General of the State of New York. In 
of New York, aud I will prove it by the appoint- | that office he was continued with the administra- 
ment of Colonel Van Rensselaer to the office of | tion of Governor Lewis. Heeven passed theordeal 
Adjutant General, of the administration of Clinton, and when party 

Mr. Chairman, I will next then proceed tu speak | rage pressed that venerable patriot to dismiss from 
of this favorite of my heart, Colonel Solomon | service this son of Federalism, he answered with 
Van Rensselaer; a name dear, I believe, to every | his inflexible, characteristic firmness: “No; he is 
soldier in the United States, and respected, [| capable officer; he knows his duty and per- 
know, by all who have ever met him in batie. | forms it—I regard not his political creed.” No, 
{In speaking of this soldier, sir, I know not where | sir, the odious act of ousting from office the perfect 
to begin, or where to end, even should I confine | disciplinarian, the pride and model of the soldiery 
myself to his merits, to his sufferings, or to his | of New York, was reserved—I am mortified to 
wrongs—they are all great. But 1 will make one | say it—to the present Chief Magistrate of that 
general observation, suggested to my mind by | State. Sir, permit me to say, that, neglected and 
the treatment which this man and others of great | abused as he has been, Solomon Van Rensselaer 
merit have received from the Government. That! has this day more military friends than any other 
country which rewards her faithful servants, will | man in the United States. I speak with confidence, 
never, in the days of calamity, call in vain to | for I can point you to the evidence which will bear 
her sons for aid, however perilous her service; f me out. He isthe very idol of the soldiery of New 
but to the Government of that country which | York; and never, sir, shall I cease to respect the 
will not reward the services of her friends, in | expression of their attachment, when they volun- 
some shape, no matter how, custom will dictate | teered to carry this hero, covered with wounds, 
that destruction is nigh, even at the door, I say, | three hundred miles upon their shoulders; and 
sir, I know not where to begin or end, in speak- | they did so carry him as far as he would permit 
ing of the merits, sufferings. or wrongs of Colo- | tiem. Nor has this love and zeal to serve per- 
nel Van Rensselaer. Sir, this man was born a | vaded your ranks only. Your jate Secretary of 
soldier; composed of a certain combination of | War, as I am credibly informed, had designated 
physical and moral essences which is invincible. j Colonel Van Rensselaer, for Brigadier General ; 
His mother presented him as the pledge of her | his pretensions, [ understand, were warmly urged 
affection to a soldier whom she loved. ‘The in-| by your present Commander-in-Chief. ‘Ihe la- 
fant was dandled upon the wounded knees of the | mented Covington, I know, last Summer, ten- 
hero of Wolloomsack, who yet lives, languishing | dered his best service to have Colonel Van Rensse- 
with wounds. T'he tale of battles was charming laer restored to the service. On his first arrival 
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to the boy, and at the age of twenty you behold jin this city, in August last, General Wilkinson 
him a gallant captain of cavalry; the favorite | told me that the service would require a corps 
pupil of the intrepid Wayne. In the last charge | of one thousand men, well mounted, and armed 
which terminated the ever memorable battle near | with muskets and sabres; and that Colonel Van 
the Miami, the young hero was shot through the j Rensselaer was pre-eminently qualified to com- 
breast. From his own lips I have it, that he was | mand such a corps. I know the fact stated to 
determined to die on his charger, in his stirrups. ! you by my honorable and eloquent colleague on 
While in this situation, a distinguished officer of | my right (Mr. Miter,) who has just addressed 
the army will tell you, that he advanced to the! you on this subject, that General Wilkinson 
supposed dying soldier, to bid him a last adieu ; | strongly solicited Colonel Van Rensselaer to en- 
speech was indeed strangled in blood, but the | ter his family as his first aid. And I believe, as 
spirit of the soldier smiled complacent at death; | the same honorable gentleman stated to you, for 
he survived, and by your laws he was entitled to | L have before heard it asserted upon high author- 
remuneration. He secured his vouchers, that | ity, that General Harrison, when the other day 
was all. Do you see his name on your pension | in this city, urged upon the President the high 
list? No, sir, he disdains it. An hour before he | and just pretensions of Colonel Van Rensselaer. 
led your troops to the heights of Queenstown, Mr. Chairman, had I expected this discussion, 
he handed me a trust, saying, “Sir, should I} 1 would have retreshed my memory from memo- 
fall in this action, break that seal and bea friend | randa in my possession, as to the relative pre- 
to my family.” Under that seal was evidence | tensions, founded on rank, of my friend with the 
of his well-founded claims upon his conntry, for | officers appointed to command your armies. But 
blood shed in her service. That claim, sir, is | E must speak from memory only, 

unsatisfied to the father of a growing family, I believe, sir, that Culunel Van Rensselaer was 
whose. circumstances are not the most affluent. | a major of cavalry when the lamented Pike was 
The merits of this young hero attracted theat- |a lad in his father’s military family. The late 
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gallant but ill-fated Covington and your favorite 
Uarrison were, at the same time, lieutenants. 
Yet, sir, after the promotion of all these officers, 
wedded as was my fricnd to his sword, and dread- 
ing the divorce as death to his fondest hopes, he 
permitted his friends to make it known to the 
Administration, that he would accept the com- 
mand of a regiment! But, sir, notwithstanding 
all the complaints of a want of officers of expe- 
rience and practical knowledge, my friend, of ex- 
perience and practical knowledge, has neither re- 
ceived compensation for the blood he has so often 
shed for his eountry, nor a standing at the head 
of even a battalion in your army! And why? 
That question, Mr. Chairman, my honorable col- 
league can answer as well as any man. On that 
subject, I believe that he and I think alike, and 
that our opinion does not differ from the one en- 
tertained by all political parties in the State of 
New York, which is plainly this—that the Chief 
Magistrate of that State, and three or four too 
influential minions at his elbow, cherish an eter- 
nal pique against Colonel Van Rensselaer, and, in 
all party treaties, never cease to insert an article 
that he shall stand proscribed. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, is the sketch of the his- 
tory, character, sufferings, and wrongs of the man 
whom a Federal council of appointment in the 
State of New York, twelve months ago, appointed 
Adjutant General of that State with a salary, I 
believe, of eight hundred dollars per annum. 
And now, sir, are we to be seriously told, on this 
fluor, that that appointment affords evidence that 
“ the war was popular in the State of New York?” 
Surely my honorable colleague must have been 
hard, hard-pressed indeed for witnesses to prove 
his grand position, before he could ever had į 
thought of summoning Colonel Van Rensselaer | 
to attend on this floor. f 

Mr. Chairman, this procedure is so extravagant j 
that Lean hardly realize the course Lam pursuing. 
But let it be remembered as my apology, that | 
am only following my honorable colleague in at 
very unexpected and extraordinary course of | 
debate. 

Mr. Chairman, I will ask the indulgence of the | 
Committee only a minute more—I have yet to | 
meet my honorable colleague at one point; and j 
that is, to show that the expression of confidence 
and respect which the people of the State of New 
York have made to Major General Van Rens- 
selaer, since the campaign of 1812 and the battle 
of Queenstown, is not competent testimony to 
support his proposition that the war is popular in 
the State of New York. 

Sir, for whom were those strong, for strong they 
were, expressions of confidence and respect made? 
Not by the friends of the war—possibly I ought 
to qualify this assertion a little. F do believe, 


that upon General Van Rensselaer’s return from | 
the Niagara frontier to Albany, he was nailed | 


with the joyful acclamations and cordial greetings 
ofall parties. But the conduct of one party upon 
a subsequent occasion, has been fully explained 
by my faithful colleague on my lett, [Mr. Gros- 
vENoR had gone fully into the subject of the New 


town. 

Sir, on this subject, I need say very little. The 
character and patriotism, rank and connexions of 
this most honorable gentleman, are too well known 
in the State of New York, the United States and 
Europe, to need my humble eulogium. New 
York loves and respects him asa citizen of first 
grade ; and the best patriots of the Union every- 
where greet him as their equal and favorite com- 
panion. His private worth has been correctly 
and eloquently portrayed by my honorable col- 
leagues over the way (Mr. Fisk and Mr. Tayor.) 
Bot having yielded this, one at least of the gen- 
tlemen, (Mr. T.) seemed to question General 
Van Rensselaer’s military talents. Sir, on the 
subject of General Van Rensselaer’s command, 
l have before told you, that I had prescribed to 
myself narrow limits. I ought not, here, to over- 
leap them, however strong the inducement; nor 
shall I do it by saying, that my humble opinion 
is, that General Van Rensselaer isa vigilant and 
able commander, patient of privations, possessing 
a sound judgment, great circumspection, and | 
know that he possesses nerve steadily toned to 
meet any emergency. I know, sir, that whatever 
his individual opinions might have been as to the 
causes or expediency of the war, he was faithful 
to his command, and kept his eyes steadlastly 
fixed upon the interest of the service and the 
honor of his country. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not tratisgress my pre- 
scribed limits in saying, that, should you revive 
the campaign of 1812, you will find abundant 
evidence that General Van Rensselaer was fre- 
quently driven to his very wits’ end to meet sud- 
den and unexpected emergencies brought upon 
him by the errors of those over whom he had no 
control. For myself, I have ever thought that 
the resources of mind which he displayed upon 
such occasions ailurded very high evidence of 
his military talents. At any rate, I frequently 
witnessed them with very great respect, Sir, 
while on this subject, 1 will not state facts, it 
would be improper, but I may suppose cases, and 
draw conclusions. Suppose, then, Mr. Chairman, 
that your commander at Buffalo, on the 11th of 
August, having in command seven or eight hun- 
dred raw troops, should have received informa- 
tion from very high authority that General Hull 
was in quiet possession of Fort Malden, and that 
an immediate co-operation with him from Buffalo 
was indispensable; suppose that upon such oc- 
casion, one of the warmest zealots for the war— 
a man then in the high confidence of the Admin- 
istration, and holding conspicuous rank in the 
Army, should have urged the crossing of Lake 
Eric, and a march of two hundred miles on the 
Canada shore, to form a junction with Hull; 
then suppose, sir, if you please, that your com- 
mander, relying more upon conclusions drawn 
by his own judgment than upon all his informa- 
tion and advice, should declare that Hull was 
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closely pressed; that it was doubtful whether he 
could hold out two weeks; that an attempt to co- 
operate with him would be inevitable ruin; that 
he would, therefore, make the best possible dis- 
position of his forces upon the Niagara to meet 
events which he considered inevitable. 

Mr. Chairman, would you not respect the cir- 
cumspection and cautious conduct of such a com- 
mander? I know, sir, that you would; because, 
as you know that General Hull surrendered his 
army on the 16th of August, you willreadily pre- 
sume that General Van Rensselaer could not 
more than have crossed the outlet of the Lake, 
subdued Fort Erie, and advanced forty or fifty 
miles upon the Canada shore, before he must 
have met the gallant and victorious Brock in his 
front, had General Sheafe, from Fort George, 
upon his rear, with his left flank upon the Lake, 
aud his right pressed by the Chippewa Indians— 
a surrender of a second army must have been in- 
evitable. Suppose, sir, that General Hull, with 
his whole army, should have taken his line of 
march into captivity in plain view, and within 
six hundred yards of your commander and his 
little army; would you not expect a serious im- 
pression to be thereby made upon the minds of 
raw troops? Suppose your commander should 
still have the address to keep his army of militia 
together, and with less than one thousand men and 
eleven pieces of ordnance, none heavier than six- 
pounders, he should still continue to preserve a 
line of thirty-five miles, fronting an enemy of 
double his numbers, commanded by an officer of 
consummate skill and valor, and well supplied 
with heavy ordnance. Would you not, sir, re- 
spect the address, constancy, and firmness, of 
your commander? Supposing your commander 
and his little army ia such condition, that had 
the valiant Brock thrown the one-half of his 
available force across the Niagara, at Chippewa, 
and the other half from the Four Mile Creek, 
upon the ridge road, what but the most desperate 
valor could have secured even a retreat for your 
troops? Supposing your commander, in the most 
perilous situation, had still presented a bold front 
to the enemy, commenced various works, appa- 
rently preparatory for an immediate descent upon 
Canada, would you not consider him entitled to 
some little credit for military skill? Suppose 
further, sir, that your Commander-in-Chief, with 
the full knowledge of all these supposed facts, 
should become alarmed and panic struck; should 
recommend the abandonment of Fort Niagara, 
in the fear that it would become a trap to the 
meu who garrisoned it, and the falling back of 
the Army upon the interior! Should you, sir, 
imagine such a state of things as this, would 
you not pay some respect to the military charac- 
ter of your commander, should you hear him 
exclaim: “ My God, what is our country coming 
‘to! We have declared war; one army has sur- 
‘rendered in disgrace at Detroit, and have been 
t marched before vur eyes. Here we have taken 
fa position to invade Canada; shall I now give 

up Fort Niagara, retreat, and throw open for 
* destruction the whole country to Genessee river? 


‘No, I cannot; I will maintain Lewistown at the 
‘ price of my life, and the hazard of everything!” 
And. last of ail, Mr. Chairman, suppose your 
commander to have been promised a foree of 
seven thousand men at Detroit, by the first of 
October, and a large reinforcement under the im- 
mediate command of the Governor of New York. 
and this, too, at the season of the year which 
must terminate military operations, and then find 
himself deceived and deserted on every side; 
would you not rather approve of your command- 
er’s making such movements upon the enemy as 
his force would enable him, rather than to bring 
the campaign to a negative and disgraceful close, 
and see your army broken up in confusion ? 

Mr. Chairman, the facts within my own know- 
ledge warrant me to consider Major General Van 
Rensselaer, since the campaign of 1812, in a sit- 
uation very similar to that of his father-in-law, 
the late illustrious General Schuyler: he had 
most faithfully served his country, but clouds of 
suspicion and jealousy concealed those services 
until they were brought to light by the faithful 
pen of your Marshall. Some faithful pen will, 
hereafter, do justice to the merits of your com- 
mander of 1812. I rest content, 

Mr. Chairman, I might pursue my subject to 
any length; but I trespass on the patience of the 
Committee. I will stop; tendering my thanks 
for the very honorable attention I have received 
while making these remarks, and resisting the 
opinions of my honorable colleague, that this war 
is popular in New York. 

Mr. McKim, of Maryland, spoke to the question 
before the House, which the gentlemen who pre- 
ceded him did not discuss, and expressed himself 
in favor of the bill. 

Mr. Winter, of New York, moved to amend 
the bill so as to strike out the words, “in addition 
to the present military force,” and substitute 
therefor, “as part of the present military force,” 
&c.—Negatived, 59 to 48. 

Mr. Ringe xy, of Delaware, moved an amend- 
ment, the object of which was to convert three 
of the regiments of infantry, now authorized by 
law, into rifle regiments, instead of making an 
addition of that amount to the army we now have 
on paper. 

Mr. Tatimanes, of Connecticut, supported this 
motion, because, though decidedly in favor of 
giving the Government a greater proportion of 
this species of force, he was opposed to increas- 
ing the force at present authorized by law, esti- 
mated at about sixty thousand men, by the addi- 
tion of three other regiments. 

Mr. Pickering, of Massachusetts, supported 
the amendment. He could not see the use in 
raising additional officers for the purpose of re- 
cruiting, when, by a law recently passed, every 
man in the nation was made a recruiting officer, 
by the bounty of eight dollars offered for each 
recruit. 

Mr. Desna said, it was not his intention, in 
rising, to say anything about the causes that pro- 
duced the war, or the workings of political parties. 
Two days had been already spent, and uselessly 
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ject-matter under consideration searcely touched. 
We are at war. Shall we take steps calculated 
for a vigorous prosecution of the war, or shall we 
uselessly spend our time (avhich, under all circum- 
stances, ought to be deemed precious) in detail- 
ing the progress and workings of political parties, 
until the season so far advances that time will 
not admit of raising a formidable force, in order 
that we may calculate that something of a decis- 
ive character may be done the ensuing campaign ? 

The question before the House is, will we grant 
three additional regiments of riflemen, agreeably 
to the demand of the Executive, through the 
legitimate organ? For one, he said, he would 
grantthem. The Executive has demanded them: 
he has the Constitutional power of conducting 
the war, and is responsible to the people for its 
management. He was disposed to grant every- 
thing, in reason, that may be thought necessary 
for a vigorous prosecution of the war, in order that 
it might be brought to a speedy and honorable 
termination. Are rifle regiments, to a certain 
extent, preferable to musketry, or are they not? 
He thought they were. The riflemen now stand 
in our army as one to fifty. Was this, consid- 
ering the nature of the war which we are engaged 
in, sufficient? Unquestionably not. Gentlemen 
know that the British depend much on their In- 
dian allies. They have not, nor will they engage 
in battle without their aid. And all gentlemen 
who are in the smallest degree acquainted with 
Indian warfare, must know that they never will 
engage in open ficld fight; that they will be under 
cover of woods; that their object, in all instances, 
is to operate on the flanks of your army; that 
they are bold and daring when opposed by mus- 
ketry, compared to what they are when opposed 
by riflemen. They disregard your bayonets. You 
may, by charging on them, dislodge them from 
their lurking places, from whence they annoy 
you; but, when you quit the pursuit, they will 
pursue in turn,and then a considerable slaughter is 
almost the inevitable consequence, as, in almost 
all instances where the rifle is well aimed, every 
shot counts. No, sir, if you expect to succced 
against the Indians, you must fight them in their 
own way—oppose rille to rifle. 

Gentlemen must be well aware that Canada, 
where our arms must operate, is principally a 
woodland country—a country abounding with 
woods and marshes—where horse cannot operate 
to any advantage, if you had cavalry of any con- 
sequence, which is not the fact. You have not 
one complete regiment of cavalry. It is true, you 
have {wo regiments, nominally, but both would 
not make one complete regiment. Indeed, a con- 
solidation is recommended, which in all proba- 
bility will take place. And would gentlemen 
think of sending an army into Canada, without 
either cavalry or riflemen to secure their flanks? 
If they would, it would bea proof of the want 
of military skill—indeed, I should pronounce it 
madness in the extreme. He said, taking into 
consideration the nature of the enemy, and the 
situation of the country your arms have to oper- 
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tions were about to be realized—that a symptom 
of relaxation had manifested itself already. He 
said that preparation for a vigorous prosecution 
of the war was everything, both as respected ob- 
taining peace, as well as a speedy and successful 
termination of the war. He trusted that we would 
not take up weeks in debating the affairs of the 
nation, as gentlemen called it—in detailing the 
causes that produced the war; whether it was a 
just or unjust war; and pointing out the progress 
and weakness of political parties—but that we 
should pass the bill immediately. If gentlemen 
wish to have an opportunity of making a display 
of their oratorical powers, let them select some 
subject better adapted—which gave greater lati- 
tude—one on which they might occasionally, if 
it should be accidentally, touch the subject-matter 
under debate. Gentlemen ought to recollect, that 
the Opposition has no responsibility. T'he ma- 
jority have the whole responsibility on their shoul- 
ders; consequently, ought to act promptly, and 
not suffer ourselves to be defeated by delay. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. RipGELy was 
negatived, 54 to 37; and the Committee rose 
and reported the bill; and the House took up the 
report, 

Mr. Rivcety, of Delaware, renewed the amend- 
ment which he had moved in Committee, spoke 
in support of it, and required the yeas and nays 
thereon. 

At this late hour, it appearing that there was 
not a quorum present, the House adjourned. 


Frinay, January 28, 


Mr. Rusa, of Tennessee, presented to the 
House an atlesied copy of an act passed by the 
Legislature of the State of Tennessee, entitled 
“An act for the more equal and equitable appor- 
tionment of the direct tax laid upon the State of 
Tennessee by an act of Congress of the United 
States, at the last session, amongst the counties 
of this State? which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Mcans. 

Mr. Eppes reported a bill for the relief of Jo- 
seph W. Page; which was read twice, and com- 
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mitted to a Committee of the Whole on Thurs- | of the war. I must confess myself, Mr. Speaker, 
day next. | partial to this organization. Such corps, con- 

Mr. Kent, from the Committee for the District | taining all the component parts of an army, may 
of Columbia, reported a bill to extend the charter | be more promptly augmented by the introduc- 


of the Farmers’ Bank of Alexandria; which was | 
read twice, and committed toa Committee of the 
Whole on Friday next. 

Mr. PLeasants, from the Select Committee, 
reported a bill authorizing a subscription for the 


tion of reinforcements to any arm, which, in the 
opinion of the commanding General, may require 
additional strength, than any other arrangement. 
And if ever the sad alternative is to be resorted 
to, of a national conscription—which has been 


Laws of the United States, and for the distribu- | alluded to by an honorable gentleman on this 
tion thereof; which was read twice, and commit- | floor, and soils the columns of the National Tantel- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole on Monday | ligencer of this day—by interspersing judiciously 


next. 

On motion of Mr. McKee, of Kentucky, the 
bill granting further time to the purchasers of 
public land to make payment for the samc, was 
passed through a Committee of the Whole, and 
was ordcred to be engrossed for a third reading. 


ADDITIONAL RIFLE CORPS. 

The House resumed the bill yesterday under 
consideration, to raise three regiments of rifle- 
men; the amendment moved by Mr. Ripcety 
under consideration, viz: to authorize the conver- 
sion of three regiments of infantry into riflemen. 

Mr. W. S. Smitu, of New York.—I cannot 
but express my astonishment, Mr. Speaker, at the 
proposition now before the House, and the appar- 
ent embarrassment of the honorable Committee 


of Military Affairs, most clearly originating from | 


the want of specific details from the Secretary of 
War. Had that gentleman, Mr. Speaker, when 
the raising of sixty-three thousand men was au- 
thorized by law, well digested the just component 
parts ofan army, and directed the minds of the 
honorable Committee of Military Affairs to the 
correct Organization of such proportions of in- 
fantry, rifle battalions, light dragoons, park and 
horse artillery, as are appropriate, the honorable 
committee would have been freed from embar- 
rassment; but, in the present stage of his military 
arrangements, it is found, that after the House 
have been enticed to vote the sixty-three thousand, 
originally stated as competent not to the exigen- 
cies of the nation, but simply within the wishes 
of the Administration, behold three additional 
rifle regiments are demanded, not excecding three 
thousand men, officers included; and I now find 
laid on my table a proposition to add to this im- 
mense mass ten other companies, under the inter- 
esting title of sea fencibles. 

Jf the honorable Secretary had have had time, 
detaching himself from the immense pressure of 
public business, and the necessity he finds him- 
self under to look forward into the womb of fu- 
turity to guard our country from further threat- 
ened military disasters, and perhaps political mis- 
fortunes, closely to have contemplated the neces- 
sity ofregularly organizing the Army, perhaps he 
might have been persuaded that the Army being 
formed into legionary corps would be best calcu- 


lated to answer the military exigencies of our | 
country; fur, whether operating on the margin ; 


of the Atlantic for defensive purposes, or on the 
northern frontier for offensive operations, they 
might have been found best adapted to the objects 


| the conscripts presented with the regularly disei- 
! plined regiments of the line, they will soon be- 
come regular soldiers, under the protection of the 
beneficial influence of your correctly formed bat- 
talions, and thus to be promptly competent to 
i render to their country the most stern and effi- 
i cient military service. But, for my countrymen, 
| I solemnly hope we shall never be required to 
submit to such a degradation, contrary to the 
principles of our inestimable Constitution, and 
insulting to the honor and dignity of the free-born 
sons of Columbia. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when contemplating the ex- 
pansion of this subject, I hope I shall be excused 
| in expressing my apprehension, that my couutry 
| cannot sustain the enormous burden proposed 
i to be imposed on it. For myself, believing the 
extension of the proposed military establishment 
i not primarily essential to the honor and dignity 
j of my country, or necessary to the preservation 

of its liberties and independence, I must be par- 
doned in withholding my sanction from the pend- 
ing bill. If the honorable the Secretary of War 
means to tread in the steps of his predecessor, the 
burden may be lessened. He, when authorized to 
raise an army of twenty-five thousand men, rais- 
ed his Major General first, and, counting down to 
the extremity of his rank and file, produced the 
j extraordinary twenty-five thousand and one men. 
Thus he pointedly marked the honorable Major 
General Henry Dearborn as an odd man—and 
odd man fie always will remain; and unless my 
guess fails me, be protected by the Administra- 
tion, however a few months past it might have 
! appeared contrary to the wishes of the Secretary 
i of War, or the flattering expectations of the hon- 

orable Major General Lewis. I have often, Mr. 

Speaker, heard of a man amongst a thousand ; 
| but it was reserved for Dr. William Eustis, late 
: Secretary of War, to designate his friend Dr. 
Henry Dearborn as one among twenty-five thou- 
sand. 

But, Mr. Speaker, your present Secretary of 


i 
| 
1 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
I 
| 


I 
| 
; 
i War, being an officer of acknowledged superior 
| talents and calculating abilities, will consider the 
| law authorizing the raising of sixty-six thousand 
: men, as that number of combatants, properly 
i armed and accautred for efficient field service ; 
the will therefore properly officer his force, and 
| agreeably to his former statement, that four thou- 
; sand men is the appropriate command of a major 
i general. It will appear from his communica- 

tions, that he has a surplus of two thousand not 

calculated to be embraced within his military 
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views; for his sixty-six thousand men, independ- 
ent of the important appointment of a licutenant 
gencral, with his necessary paraphernalia, will 
receive sixteen major generals, thirty-two briga- 
dier generals, sixty-four colonels, one hundred 
and twenty-eight lieutenant colonels, two hun- 
dred and thirty-six majors, nine hundred and eigh- 
ty-four captains, nine hundred and eighty-four 
first lieutenants, nine hundred and eighty-four 


the majority of this House; my individual pa- 
triotism, I flatter myself, never has been, nor at 
present can be doubted. 5 
My family presents four brothers, two of whom, 
with myself, bore arms, and were honored with 
distinguished commands through the Revolu- 
tionary war, from its commencement to its con- 
clusion ; and the fourth bore the commission of 
a first lieutenant in the army disbanded by Mr. 


second lieutenants, nine hundred and eighty-four | Jefferson, where he had the honor to command 
third lieutenants, nine hundred and cighty-four , the Union Brigade, But I will refrain at present 
ensigns, sixty-four surgeons, two hundred and | from further observations, reserving to myself the 
forty-six surgeon’s mates, thirty-two brigade chap- | right, at no distant day, of submitting to the con- 
lains—God save the people /—one hundred and | sideration of this honorable House two resolves, 
twenty-eight drum and fife majors, one thou- {connected with some remarks, preceding the 


sand nine hundred and sixty-eight drummers and | 


fifers, four thousand nine hundred and twenty 
sergeants, seven thousand nine hundred and 
seventy-two corporals—for corporals are not now, 
as in former service, to be considered in the rank 
and file—and sixty-six thousand rank and file; 
making the handsome aggregate of eighty-six 
thousand seven hundred and thirty-six. 

Mr. Speaker: Further to eludicate the im- 
mensity of expense contemplated, if the expense 
has ever before been calculated, and thus, at one 
view, to unfold to my constituents and to the na- 
tion at large the reason of my declining to vote 


passage of the proposed bill, authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a Lieutenant General, and shall then 
consider myself doubly complimented should I 
enjoy the very flattering attention from this hon- 
orable House, which I have, on this occasion, 
been so particularly honored with. 

Considerable further debate took place on the 
amendment, in the course of which Messrs. FAR- 
row, of South Carolina, BurweE.t, of Virginia, 
CULPEPER, of North Carolina, TALLMADGE, of 
Connecticut, supported, and Mr. TayLor of New 
i York opposed it. 

In the course of this discussion Mr. TALL- 


for these measures, T submit to the consideration | MADGE moved to recommit the bill to the com- 
of this honorable House the calculation of the re- | mittee who reported it; which motion was neg- 
quisite means, predicated upon the ground that | atived. 

the war shall be only of nine months’ duration,| Mr. Ripesry’s amendment having been so 
or perhaps a shorter space of time. As your ser- | modified, on suggestion of Mr. Desna, as to au- 
geant majors, your drum and fife majors, and | thorize the conversion of five instead of three 
inferior grades, are subjects of enlistment at the | regiments into riflemen, the question thereon was 
bounty of one hundred and twenty-four dollars per | taken by yeas and nays.—For the amendment 


man, your first advance of money must necessa- 
rily be $10.042,512. The allowance to your re- 
eruiting officers, or other persons, who may pre- 
sent an able-bodied man, $971,826, Your bounty 
in land of one hundred and sixty acres cach, at 
two dollars per acre, is $25,916,160; clothing 
and accoutrements, at seventy dollars per man, 
$5,660,160; pay for officers and soldiers, for nine 
months, at the moderate average of fifteen dol- 


lars per man, is $11,705,040 ; subsistence and for- į 


age, including expense of transportation, $10,000,- 
000; tents and camp equipage, $5,000,000—mak- 
ing a grand total, and a grand total it may well 
be called, cf $69,304,698. 

But it appears, Mr. Speaker, that the expendi- 
ture of the War Department for fifteen thousand 
men, the last campaign, exceeded twenty mil- 
lions, besides what yet remains to be paid. 
By the same ratio, eighty-six thousand men, for 
the same space of time, will exceed one hundred 
and seventeen millions; so that the statement lL 
have made, especially considering the enormous 
increase of bounty, is about one-half of the pro- 
bable cost to be incured. 

My objections, Mr. Speaker, to give the sane- 
tion of my vote to this tremendous accumulation 
of debt upon my constituents, and my country 
at large, cannot certainly be attributed to me as 
springing from the want of that glow of patriot- 
ism, which at times so interestingly animates 


97, against it 55, as follows: 


Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Archer, Bard, Barnett, 


\ Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of Virginia, Bigelow, 
; Bowen, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 


: Brown, Burwell, Caperton, Calhoun, Champion, Chap- 
pell, Cilley, Condict, Cooper, Cox, Crawford, Cul- 
peper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of 
Pennsylvania, Dewey, Ely, Eppes, Farrow, Findley, 
Forsyth, Franklin, Geddes, Glasgow, Goldsborough, 
| Grosvenor, Hale, Hall, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hopkins 
| of New York, Howell, Hufty, Hungerford, Ingham, 
i Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, Kent 
of Maryland, Kerr, King of Massachusetts, King of 
: North Carolina, Lefferts, Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, Ma- 
con, Markell, McLean, Moftit, Moore, Moseley, Pear- 
į son, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, Wil- 
| liam Reed, Rea of Pennsylvania, Richardson, Ridgely, 
Ringgold, Roberis, Robertson, Schureman, Seybert, 
Sheffey, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stanford, 
Stockton, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, 
| Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, 
White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, Winter, 
1 Wood, and Yancey. 

Naxs—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Avery, Butler, 
Caldwell, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Creigh- 
| ton, Crouch, Denoyelles, Desha, Earle, Evans, Fisk of 
Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Gholson, Griffin, 
Grundy, Harris, Hubbard, Humphreys, Irwin, Jackson 
of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Kennedy, Kershaw, 
Kilbonrn, Lyle, McCoy, McKee, McKim, Montgome- 
ry, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, 
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Pleasants, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Roane, Sevier, | invaluable charter, prejudices, partialities, and 
Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Tannchill, Taylor, | fears, were to be consulted. : 
Troup, Udree, Williams, and Wilson of Pennsylvania, It was the policy of that period. and a wise one 
Mr. Kina, of Massachusetts, then spoke at jarge | too, to grant no more than was essential to set the 
in reply to some animadversions, principally by | machinery of Government in motion, and to pro- 
Mr. Rara. of Tennessee, on a former speech; | vide for enlarging the grant by incorporating a 
and Mr. Rusa replied. The Speaker checked | power of amendment, to be used as experience 
this debate for its personal, desultory, and inap- | and propriety might require, _ 
plicable character. And this brings me to the main question :—Is it 
On motion of Mr. Rics, of Vermont, the bill | wise to authorize the imposition of a tax on im- 
was further amended, so as to leave it discretion- | ports ? 
ary with the Executive, as he may deem it ex-| In deciding this question, I assume it as a funda- 
pedient, to make use of the authority vested by | mental principle, that the various portions of the 
this bill or not; and, having been thus amended, | community should pay, in the compound ratio of 
the bill was ordered to a third reading without} wealth and numbers, an equal proportion of the 
opposition ; and was subsequently read a third | money collected for the benefit of all. And this 
time and passed. will be promoted by taxing exports, if the duties 
. fall on the grower of the produce, or manufac- 
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. | turer of the article exported ; and in that event is 
On motion of Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, the | not liable to objection, unless in its operation the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the | tax is exclusively paid by him—is beyond his just 
Whole, and took up Mr. Jackson’s motion to | quota, and therefore is oppressive. 
amend the Constitution, so as to vest in Congress | } contend that all indirect taxes, such as im- 
the power to lay a duty on Exports, to make | posts, excises, export duties, &c., fail exclusively 
Roads and Canals, and to establish a National | upon the consumer, the duty being added to the 


Bank, &c. ee j price by the dealer in the article. In relation to 
Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, addressed the Chairas | the impost, we know the fact to be as I have sta- 
follows: ted. The merchant collects it from the consumer, 


Mr. Chairman: Amongst the jarrings and ex- | and pays it to the collector; and collects it too 
citements of party spirit, it issomewhatconsolotary | with accumulated profit to himself—for he al- 
that we can occasionally discuss a subject which | ways charges these impositions as part of the price 
cannot justly involve them, and which enables | given, and adds his per centage upon the aggre- 
us lo examine it upon a broad scale; where the | gate sum. 
objects of all are to decide asthe public good] In England, notwithstanding manufactures are 
shall require—a decision which, outliving the pre- | a main branch of national wealth and industry, 
sent distinctions of party, is made upon grounds | and are fortified by all the legislative sanctions 
applicable to the fundamental principles of our | and encouragements that can be bestowed, an 
Government; which promise to exist when pres- | export duty is laid upon all the products and 
ent parties and present feelings shall only be re- f manufactures of the nation; and it has not been 
membered by the historian who may come after | found prejudicial to those interests, because of the 
us, and write for succeeding generations. The j inevitable consequence which I have stated. 
questions before the committee are unquestionably | Ina political and commercial view, the pos- 
of that character, and I shall regret to find any | session of this power is indispensable to place our 
honorable gentleman disposed to discuss them, or | Government on terms of equality with other na- 
decide on them, with a view to party feelings, or | tions. Itake it to be a correct position, that no 
local considerations, which necessarily compel us; nation is in the habit of purchasing the manu- 
always to take a contracted view of great subjects, | factures or products of another, unless at prices 
and come to a conclusion incompatible with rea- | less than they can be raised or fabricated by such 
son and sound policy. purchasers. The commercial intercourse depends 

Whilst I reverence the Constitution, aud regard | indeed as well upon the purchase of such articles 
it as the sublimest effort of man to preserve his | as of others, which cannot be raised or procured 
rights, and admit that amendments should have | on equally favorable terms in any other quarter. 
the sanctions of reason and propriety in their | Commercial treaties are made solely with a view 
favor; yet, when these require them, they should | to giving facilities to this interchange ; and whilst 
be made with promptitude and alacrity. The |a nation with whom we may treat concerning it 
cause of prohibiting the imposition of a tax on | possesses the power to subject such of the neces- 
exports, by the Constitution, is not to be collected | saries or luxuries of life which we may be in- 
from any contemporary proceedings, that I have | duced to purchase, can impose a burden upon 
seen. The writings and speeches of that period | them, which we cannot in like manner impose 
are silent upon the subject; and itis only to be} on such as we barter in exchange, it is obvious 
found in the willingness to increase the general | that we are deprived of the use of an instrument 
apprehension that the new form would tend to | of all others the best adapted to produce a perfect 
annihilate the State sovereignties, and consoli- | reciprocity. Our commerce too may be fostered 
date all into one Government. Jealousies the | by discriminating export duties, which are au- 
most unredsonable were entertained and excited; | thorized by the laws of all other commercial 
and, in obtaining the sanction of the States to this | nations. 
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It may be urged that a tax on exports, the pro- | cold calculations of the arithmetician, as in the 
duce of the soil, will fall exclusively upon the ag- | enthusiasm of warmer feclings, and the result is, 
riculturist, and should never be imposed, or the | a thorough conviction on my mind, that no sub- 
power to lay it given; and indeed this is the only | ject within the scope of legislation is so well 
argument that I can anticipate in opposition to | worthy of universal support. I could first show 
the measure, . the points, and places, and facilities of connect- 

To this objection I offer two answers— ing various sections and districts, by roads and 

Ist. In a great territory like ours, from the pa- | canals,and then detail the advantages which they 
ture of things, the agricultural interest will at all | afford over communications by bad roads and ob- 
times predominate; it will occupy the front rank | structed water courses; but, sir, all know these, 
in pre-eminence; commerce and manufactures | and if we seek for distinguished examples we 
will contend for priority inthe second grade, but | need not go far to find them. 
neither will ever usurp the place of the former; | In regard to the question of a National Bank, 
and it may be safely left with the representatives | the public mind is equally enlightened, and it is 
of the people to guard the products of the soil | now admitted on all hands that the fiscal opera- 
against impositions tending to depress their value. | tions of the Government cannot be carried on 

But, secondly, the idea I have advanced, which | without the aid of banks; and if so, common 
does not require elucidation, that the tax is paid | prudence points to the propricty of having the 
by the consumer, is a complete answer. benefit afforded by one extensive institution, in- 

Nor do I believe it will diminish the consump- | stead of a dependence upon many. Sir, itis well 
tion of exports. 'They, as already urged, are not | known that the military operations of the nation 
received of choice, but from necessity, and are | have, in some instances, been embarrassed for the 
even prohibited by others when they only hope | want of such an institution, and that expenses 
to be able to live without them. Witness the! have been incurred which would have been 
British regulations in the West Indies, and the | avoided if we had a bank upon the plan of the 
proclamations occasionally admitting into their | late Bank of the United States. In some quar- 
ports the necessaries of life. ters, the agents of Government could not sell 

I have, however, another view to present, which | bills without a discount, although the course of 
may be urged with confidence of approval, al- | trade was usually at least one per cent. against 
though it contains an admission that the tax may | those places, and in some instances, they were 
fall on the grower of the article. The proposi- | compelled to send wagons loaded with silver un- 
tion to tax exports is connected with one to open | der a military escort. A National Bank, having 
roads and canals in our country. I wish toapply | the deposites of the national treasure, could afford 
the tax to these great objects; their utility is ad- | to lend money on any emergency at six per cent., 
mitted by all—their importance is denied by none. | as the Bank of the United States often did ; or it 

Imagine, sir, this vast world of ours, compre- | might be a condition in the charter that it should 
hending the climates of all the world, connected | loan to a certain amount on such terms. 
by inland navigation and turnpike roads in all its} As it respects the people, the value of the in- 
parts; the prodnets of the Sonth and West in- | stitution would be great also. The bank notes 
terchanged for those of the North and Fast, | now havea local circulation ; out of that limit 
through the whole interior of our country, at | they will not pass, and, if remittances are to be 
prices less than the present charge of transporta- | made beyond it, the banks sell the foreign notes 
tion between those places. New cities, towns, and | they may haveat or 1 percent. premium. The 
villages, springing up as if by magic, in regions | notes of such a bank, when counterfeited, could 
where the voice of civilization has scarcely been | be sooner detected, and their circulation checked. 
heard ; see the whole interior smiling under the | Sir, I recollect thata member of this House from 
influence of a system which dispenses almost | New England, some years since, made inquiry 
equal value to the labor of man wheresoever em- | concerning a paper which he handed me, pur- 
ployed, and all the conveniences of life in every | porting to be a bank note of a Virginia bank, al- 
quarter. . | though no such bank ever existed. The bank 

The political effect of such improvements pre- | capitalists of the States would find it to their in- 
sents a prospect, too, equally flattering. The va- | terest to purchase the new stock, and convert their 
rious great divisions of our country will be con- | bank into branches of the National Bank. 
solidated in interest and in feeling; geographical | Iam fully aware, sir, that I have to expect op- 
distinctions will be broken down and forgotten. | position from gentlemen who agree with me as 
By mixing together, we shall lose those prejudices | to the utility and importance of these objects of 
which names alone have excited; we will form | internal policy; but, believing that the power is 
early attachments and connexious, and become | already possessed, refuse to sanction a construc- 
in fact, as in name, one family and one people. | tion, tending, as they suppose, to impair the va- 

What then so fit to defray the expenses of giv- | lidity of the Constitution. To such gentlemen, 
ing these advantages to the great landed interest | [ answer, that I am not disposed to express an 
asa tax upon the exports of its products? Let f opinion on these great questions, nor is it neces- 
commerce support its Navy, and let agriculture | sary to do so; it suffices to say, that the wisest 
defray the expense of opening roads and canals. | and best men in the nation at all times differed 
I could dilate much upon this fruitful theme, for | upon them. It is a historical fact, that General 
I have long contemplated it, as well with the | Washington doubted much and hesitated for sev- 
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eral days before he gave his approbation to the 
law establishing the United States Bank; al- 
though J have at no time heard of a doubt as to 
the propriety of possessing the power. _ 

It is better to acquiesce in a construction con- 
tended for by those who deny the authority, than 
to assert and exercise it. The Constitution can- 
not be destroyed by a construction tending to di- 
minish our legislative rights; whereas it may be 
by the exercise of a legitimate one, if the people 
think that the act is founded in usurpation. 

It will be recollected that the Constitution is a 
limited grant of power—indeed all constitutions 
necessarily are so—and if the power be not grant- 
ed, it cannot be exercised. Yet so jealous were 
the people of their rights, that of the twelve 
amendments made to it, one-half at least are pro- 
hibitory of the exercise of powers not granted, 
and declaratory of their reservation; and this ob- 
jection was never opposed to these amendments. 

In private life, the agent who shall honestly 

give a construction to his letter of attorney, which 
his principal denied was a just one, would not 
be esteemed as surrendering anything by asking 
for and accepting a new instrument expressly 
delegating the power. And, it will be truly un- 
fortunate, if a large majority, nay almost all, con- 
cur in the belief that the power is useful and ne- 
cessary, and yet from this diversity of opinion 
defeat the only means of insuring its exercise. 
-Look at the report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, on the petition from New York, and 
the course taken upon the question of renewing 
the United States Bank charter, and no one can 
doubt of the consequences. 

When Mr. Jackson had concluded, the Com- 
mittee rose, and had leave to sit again. 


Monpay, January 31. 


Mr. McKer, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the renewal of a land 
warrant to George Shannon; which was read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the President 
to retain in service certain volunteer corps; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Wednesday next. 

Mr. Troup, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill making provision fur the pay of two 
companies of rangers, organized for the defence 
of the frontier of the United States; which was 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Friday next. 

Mr. Arcuer, {rom the committee appointed to 
examine the state of the Office of the Clerk of 
the House, made a report; which was read, and 
referred toa Committee of the Whole on Wed- 
nesday next, 

The bill from the Senate, “to authorize the 
President of the United States to permit the de- 
parture of Paul Cuffee from the United States, 
with a vessel and cargo, for Sierra Leone, in 
Africa, and to return with a cargo ;” was read 


twice, and referred to the Committee of Com- 
meree and Manufactures. 

The Speaker laid before the House the follow- 
ing report from the Secretary of War: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, Jan. 28, 1814, 

Sir: Conformably to a resolution of the honorable 
the House of Representatives, of the 31st July last, re- 
quiring the Secretary of War to lay before the House 
a view of the unsettled accounts in the offices of the 
Accountant of this Department, and of the Paymaster 
of the Army, and to spggest measures to secure the 
accountability of public agents, and to prevent the ac- 
cumulation of unsettled accounts connected with the 
War Department, I have to report, that a satisfactory 
view of the unsettled accounts in either of these offices 
has not been, and (agreeably to the enclosed state- 
ments of the Paymaster of the Army and of the Ac- 
countant) cannot be rendered by them within any de- 
finite period of time. 

The better to secure the accountability of public 
agents, and to prevent the accumulation of unsettled 
accounts, I have the honor to suggest: lst. That an 
office be established, in which all accounts, whether in 
specie or in kind, connected with the Military and 
Indian Departments, shall be adjusted, accredited, and 
settled, conformably to rules and regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Treasury Department: and, 

2d. That to render efficient the Pay Department of 
the Army, which is now best adapted to a small and 
peace establishment, and to secure the regular and 
punctual payment of the troops, a new organization be 
adopted, to consist of a Paymaster General of the Ar- 
mies of the United States, with such Deputy, District, 
and Assistant Paymasters, as the exigencies of the 
service may require, neither of whom shall belong to 


the line of the Army. 
JOHN ARMSTRONG. 
The Spraxun of the House of Representatives. 


The report and documents were referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill for the relief of Mary 
Philip Le Due, (granting him additional compen- 
sation as translator to the Board of Commission- 
ers at St. Louis.) The report of the Committee 
of Claims on this case having been read, the Com- 
mittee rose and reported the bill, which was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


PAYMENT FOR PUBLIC LANDS. 

The engrossed bill further to extend the time 
of payment to purchasers of publie lands, was 
read a third time. 

Mr. Larrimore, of Mississippi, spoke in sup- 
port of the bill, and stated the causes which had 
combined to prevent the purchasers of public 
lands from complying with their engagements; 
and particularly supported a clause of the bill 
which was inserted in it in pursuance of a me- 
morial of the Legislature of Mississippi Territory. 

Mr. Hatt, of Georgia, moved that the bill le 
on the table, to enable him to inquire into certain 
facts which he wished to ascertain, respecting the 
sales of public lands, so far as such facts affected 
the interest of the State of Georgia in the sales 
of lands in the Mississippi ‘Territory. 

The motion was opposed by Mr. McKer, of 


1197 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 1198 


H. orR. 


Amendment to the Constitution. 


Mr. Finpcey, of Pennsylvania, incidentally ob- 
served that he was in favor of the principle under 
consideration. When a member of the Pennsyl- 
vania Convention which accepted the Constitu- 
tion, he was astonished that the power to tax 
exports was not given, as possessed and exer- 
cised by the Governments of other nations. He 
thought it proper then that Congress should pos- 
sess the power, and he thought so still. He was 
willing to afford the time required for considera- 
tion, but wished the question to be discussed, even 
if the proposition was not agreed to, in order that 
the public mind might be more enlightened on it. 

The motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the resolution to Monday next was de- 
cided in the affirmative—63 to 55. 


MR. PICKENS’S MOTION. 


Kentucky, Mr. Jennines, of Indiana, and Mr. | 


| 
ceive relief. 

Mr. TeLrarR, of Georgia, supported the post- 
ponement, on the same grounds of the interest 
which the State of Georgia has in the applica- 
tion of the proceeds of the sales of public lands in 
the Mississippi Territory. 

Mr. Roserrson, of Louisiana, opposed post- 
ponement, and supported the claim of the pur- 
chasers in that Territory, from various obvious 
considerations, to relief, by an extension of their; On motion of Mr. Pickens, of North Carolina, 
time of payment; an object which would be ina | the House took up the report of the Committee 
measure defeated by a postponement of this bill. | of the Whole on his proposition to amend the 

Mr. Fonsyrn and Mr. Texrair spoke in sup-{ Constitution, so as to establish an uniform mode 
port of the postponement, and in reply to Mr. | of election, by districts, of the Electors of Presi- 
McKer and Mr. ROBERTSON. dent and Vice President of the United States. 

Mr. Farrow, of South Carolina, spoke in sup-| Mr. P. made a few observations additional to 
port of the bill, and in reply to the gentlemen of | those made on former occasions in support of his 
Georgia. object. 

The motion to postpone the bill to Friday next} Mr. Wricut, of Maryland, spoke briefly in 
was agreed to. favor ve resolta E i 

ene OT TO PHE CONSTITUTION Mr. Grosvenor, of New York, in a short but 
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. argumentative speech, opposed the principle of 
On motion of Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, the 


the proposed amendment. 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the] Mr. Yancey, of North Carolina, in a neat and 
Whole on the state of the Union, and took up for | pertinent speech, supported, the proposition, and 
consideration Mr. Jacksan’s proposition toamend į replied to Mr. Grosvenor. 
the Constitution. 


j t Mr. Ricu, of Vermont, also made a neat speech 
No disposition appearing to debate the same, 


r on the samce side of the question; and, 
the Committee immediately rose and reported| Mr. War, of Massachusetts, made a.few ob- 
their agreement to said resolution, and the House 


servations in reply. 
took up the report. 


The question on concurrence with the Com- 
The question having been stated on concurring | mittee of the Whole in their disagreement to the 
with the Committee in their agreement to the | amendment, was decided as follows: ` 
first member of said resolution (granting to Con- 
gress the power of taxing exports )— 
Mr. Wrieut, of Maryland, conceiving this a 
subject too important to be lightly or hastily de- 


Yeas—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Avery, Bard, 
Baylies of Massachusetts, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, 
Bradley, Brigham, Brown, Kage pion ied 
Clopton, Comstock, Cooper, Cox, Crawford, Daven- 
cided, and desirous that every member should de- PE, Davis of Penn waits Denoyelles, Dewey, Earle, 
liberately weigh the vote he was to give, moved | Ely,j Eppes, Evans, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of New 
to postpone the further consideration of the sub- | York, Forsyth, Geddes,,Glasgow, Goodwyn, Grosve- 
ject to Monday next. ; nor, Hale, Hall, Hasbrouck, Hopkins of New York, 

Mr. Guotson, of Virginia, concurred in this Howell, Hufty, Ingersoll, Ingham, Kerr, Kershaw, Kil- 
view, and expressed his hope that the postpone- bourn, Law, Lefferts, Lovett, Lyle, Markell, McCoy, 
ment would take place. Moffitt, Moseley, Nelson, Oakley, Pickering, Piper, 

Mr. Jackson opposed the postponement. He Pitkin, Pleasants, Post, Potter, John Reed, William 
had not, he said, expected or wished the question Reed, Rea of oak Roberts, ea eae 
on the resolution to be taken without debate; nor wood, Smith of Pennsylvania, Sturges, Tallmadge, 
did he believe, let the question be taken when it Tannehill, Hayles, Telfair, Thompson, Uses Vose; 
would, that it Would betaken without io Gr Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, Wheaton, Wilcox, 

| 


; A W ilsi f M shusett 1 Winter. 
three days’ debate. But he wished it not to be Wilson.o assachisotts, and. Wanter 


. à i Nays—Messrs. Alston, Archer, Barnett, Bayly of 
delayed, as no more fit opportunity for discussion | Virginia, Breckenridge, Caperton, Caldwell, Calhoun, 
would oocur, and an early decision was import- 


4 IT, Á Chappell, Clark, Condict, Conard, Creighton, Crouch, 
ant if a decision took place at the present session; | Culpeper, Davis of Massachusetts, Desha, Forney, 
that, if agreed to by both Houses of Congress, the | Franklin, Gaston, Gholson, Goldsborough, Gourdin, 
amendment might be laid before some of the} Grundy, Harris, Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hun- 
State Legislatures now in session before they ad- | gerford, Irving, Jackson of Rhode Island, Jackson of 
journed. Virginia, Kennedy, Kent of New York, Kent of Mary- 
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land, King of Massachusetts, King of North Carolina, 
Lewis, Lowndes, Macon, McKim, McLean, Montgom- 
ery, Moore, Murfree, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pear- 
son, Pickens, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Roane, Rob- 
ertson, Sage, Sheffey, Skinner, Stanford, Taggart, 
White, Williams, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, 
and Yancey. 

Mr. Hatt, of Georgia, who voted in the affirm- 
ative, rose to move a reconsideration, with a view 
ty endeavor to obtain an amendment, which would 
make it acceptable to him, viz: to make the elec- 
tion uniform by general ticket, instead of by dis- 
tricts; but, before the question was put on this 
motion, the House adjourned. 


‘Turspay, February 1. 


A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill “to 
prohibit the importation of certain articles, and 
for other purposes,” in which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 

Mr. Rura, of Tennessee, presented a resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Tennes- 
see, requesting Congress to pass an act more ef- 
fectually to enforce the observance of an act of 
the said Legislature, entitled “An act to provide 
for the more equal apportionment of the direet 
tax, laid on this State by the Congress of the 
United States, among the different counties of 
this State.” —Referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to authorize the erec- 
tion of a penitentiary in the District of Colum- 
bia, and to provide the necessary funds therefor ; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. Erres, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill to authorize a loan fora 
sum not exceeding —— dollars; which was read, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Wednesday next. 

Mr. Erres also reported a bill to authorize the 
issuing of Treasury notes, for the service of the 
year 1814; which was read twice, and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole on Thursday 
next. 

Mr. E&E 
Stephen Girard ; 
committed to a 
Saturday next. : 

Mr. Eppes also reported a bill for the relief of 
Daniel Macauley and Samuel Ralston; which 
was read, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Saturday next. 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill “in 
addition to an act, entitled ‘An act allowing a 
bounty to the owners, officers. and crews of the 
private armed vessels of the United States,” in 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The unfinished business of yesterday being 
called up— 

Mr. Hatt, of Georgia, W 
he made before the House yester 


pres also reported a bill for the relief of 
which was read twice, and 
Committee of the Whole on 


ithdrew the. motion 
day adjourned, 


i a a aaa ĖŮõ 


mee eea- 


to reconsider the vote on Mr. Pickens’s resolu- 
tions. He said he was informed it was in the 
contemplation of some gentleman to originate a 
new and distinct motion embracing the object 
he had in view. 

Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, said that he 
was about to Jay on the table a motion, which 
scarcely required an introductory observation ; 
beeause it must be obvious to every gentleman 
that there was no business now on the table to 
keep Congress very long in session. The situa- 
tion of the country, in his opinion, demanded 
that Congress should be no longer in session 
than was absolutcly necessary. He, therefore, 
laid upon the table the following resolution, re- 
questing gentlemen to turn the subject over in 
their minds, and intimating his intention to call 
it up ina day or two. 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives be author- 
ized to close the present session, by adjourning their 
respective Houses on Monday the 7th day of March 
next. 

The resolution was, according to Mr. M.’s 
wish, ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Larrimore, of Mississippi 
Territory— 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be requested to state to this House such 
information as he may be possessed of relative to the 
ability and disposition of the purchasers of Public 
Lands in the Mississippi Territory to make payment 
for such lands as are, or soon may be, forfeited, in case 
they should be further indulged with time to complete 
such payments. 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 

On motion of Mr. Fisx, of Vermont, the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the following report of the Commit- 
tee of Elections, made some weeks ago, on the 
contested election of Mr. Huncerrorp, of Vir- 
ginia, viz: 

“The Committee of Elections have, according to 
order, had under consideration the petition of John 
Taliaferro, contesting the clection of John P. Hun- 
gerford, and report: That at the last session of Con- 
gress, a final report was madc in this case, and it does 
not appear that the petitioner was apprized of, or ex- 
pected that the parties would have been indulged 
with the admission of new evidence, and a further 
hearing at this session; yet, as the House had seen 
proper to refer the subject again to the committee, 
they felt bound to receive all proper testimony which 
should be presented to them, and accordingly received 
from the sitting member a number of depositions 
taken in July last, in pursuance of previous notice 
given by him to the petitioner, which support eleven 
of the votes on the poll of the sitting member not 
found on the land list nor supported by former testi- 
mony; adding these to the forty-three votes supported 
by him at the last session, gives him a majority of 
twenty-two over the petitioner. For a more particu- 
lar statement of the poll, in this case, the committee 
beg leave to refer the House to the second report 
made thereon at the last session. 

* But, after the most mature consideration the com- 
mittee have been able to give this case, a majority are 
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manner, contrary to the law of Virginia prescribing 
the manner of conducting such elections, as is more 
particularly set forth in the first report made in this 
case by the Committee of Elections at the last ses- 
sion, to which your committee beg leave to refer the 
House, and respectfully submit the following resolu- 
tions: 

“ Resolved, That the said clection was illegal and 
ought to be set aside. 

“ Resolved, That John P. Hungerford is not enti- 
tled to a scat in this House.” 


The discussion to-day principally turned on a 
point incidentally arising in the consideration of 
the report, viz: whether, as the ground now pre- 
sented by the report was solemnly decided at the 
Jast session to be insufficient to invalidate the 
election, it was competent to the committee again 
to present the same question? Mr. Suerrey, of 
Virginia, Mr. Wricnt, of Maryland, Mr. PLEAS- 
Ants, of Virginia, and Mr. Pickering, of Mas- 
sachusetts, contended that the point was already 
adjudicated, and ought not to be again brought 
in question. Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, Mr. Gno.- 
son, and Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, and Mr. 
Macon, of North Carolina, on the other hand, 
likened this question to others frequently pre- 
sented to the Legislature of private claims, re- 
peatedly decided in different ways by one or the 
other branch of the Legislature, and for the for- 
tieth or fiftieth time again presented to the Le- 
gislature, and acted on de novo by the House. 
This case, for instance, had been referred, de 
novo, and without reserve of any point, to the 
Committee of Elections, who had found it to be 
their duty to report, as they had done at the last 
session. Other points, relative to the legality of 
returns, the practice in the State of Virginia, 
&c., also entered into the discussion, which was 
prolonged to the usual hour of adjournment. 
Besides the abovenamed gentlemen, Messrs. 
Wueaton, and Warp, of Massachusetts, Mr. 
Grosvenor, of New York, and Mr. Kerr, of 
Virginia, Mr. Arcuer, of Maryland, Mr. Con- 
dict, of New Jersey, and Mr. Pickens, of North 
Carolina, took part in the debate; those in Ialic 
in favor of the report, and the others against it, 

The Committee rose at a late hour, and re- 
ported their disagreement to the report. 


Wepnespay, February 2. 


On motion of Mr. BurwerL, the petition of 
Amelie Eugenie de Beaumarchais, by James A. 
Chevallie, presented the 24th December, 1805, 
and all the papers relating to the claim of the 
petitioner, were referred to the Committee of 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. Nuwron, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, reported a bill for the 
relief of Joshua Sands, which was twice read 
and committed. 

Mr. Kenr, of Maryland, from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, reported a bill to 
incorporate the subscribers to the Union Bank of 


Alexandria; which was twice read and com- 


mitted. p 
FAILURE OF OUR ARMS. 


A Message was received from the President of 
the United States, communicating a report of the 
Secretary of War, made in pursuance of the res- 
olution of the House of Representatives of the 
31st of December, calling upon the President for 
information relative to the failure of the Ameri- 
can arms on the Northern frontier. 

‘This report comprises simply an immense mass 
of documents of about six hundred pages, em- 
bracing the correspondence of the Secretary of 
War with Generals Dearborn, Wilkinson, Hamp- 
ton, Lewis, Harrison, McClure, and other mili- 
tary commanders, and various correspondence 
between those and other officers of the United 
States Army. The Message and documents were 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. Fisx, of Vermont, from the Committee of 
Elections, made a report on the petition of Bur- 
well Bassett, contesting the election of THOMAS 
M. Bayty, now a representative from Virginia, 
favorable to the sitting member. 

On motion of Mr. Keres, it was ordered that 
Mr. Bassett have leave to occupy a seat on the 
floor of the House during the consideration of 
the report. 


The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee of Elections, when, after some 
discussion, the report was ordered to lie on the 
table. The report is as follows: 


That, at the last gencral election in the State of 
Virginia for Representatives to Congress, the said Bur- 
well Bassett and Thomas M. Bayly were opposing 
candidates in the district composed of Accomac, North- 
ampton, Middlesex, Gloucester, Matthews, James City, 
Warwick, Elizabeth City, and the city of Williams- 
burg. From the polls in the said election, 1,072 votes 
appear to have been given in the whole district in favor 
of the sitting member, and 1,015 for the petitioner, 
giving the former a majority of 57 votes; whereupon 
he was returned as elected. 

In canvassing the votes objected to on both sides, 
which were numerous, and, in many instances, in- 
volving questions of considerable intricacy, your com- 
mittee have carefully examined the evidence presented 
to them, consisting of the Jand roll of the several coun- 
tics, transcripts of records, depositions taken on reason- 
able notice, or admitted by consent of parties, and 
some parol testimony, with cases agreed, stating the 
points of fact relative to certain votes. On comparing 
these with the laws of Virginia regulating elections, 
your committee find 64 votes given to the sitting mem- 
ber by persons not qualified, and 63 votes given to the 
petitioner by persons not legally qualified, and two 
votes given to the petitioner which had been disputed, 
and therefore not counted by the officers conducting 
the election, were found to be legal, and ought to be 
added to his poll. 

The petitioner objected to the legality of the votes 
given in the county of Accomac on the second and 
third days of the election. On examining that sub- 
ject, it appears that one day only is allowed by the 
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for hol e election, with an ox- MARYLAND MEMORIAL. 
ception in the following words:* “If the electors ! e z A yi : 
who appear be so numerous that they cannot all be | Ghurae et he Hoe ne 
polled in one day, hefore sunsetting, or if, by rain, or Stat of Maryland against the ee eyed 
rise of water-courses, many of the electors have been G E wary ‘d a i | ane measures of the 
hindered from attending, the sheriff or under-sheriff | @OVernment, and particularly against the exist- 
may, by request of any one or more of the candidates, | ing war; which was read, as follows: 

aes the proceeding on the poll until the next | To his Excellency the President of the Un 

ay,” &e. 

A subsequent law requires the poll, if once continued 
over to a second day, agreeably to law, to be held open 
also for a third day. It did not appear, nor was it| „m 3 

ates : Spry : The House of Delegates of the State of Maryland 
pretended toat any mn had len, or that es immediately representing the interests and the feel. 
ihe cahe other kuca had he y iey Ni hiton the j ings of the people of the State, are impelled, by urgent 
] AUNAT á continuaned E ae oH hevonil the | impressions of public duty, to address the constituted 
t t day, with the effect of such co i$ P ey Te vas | authorities of the Union on the awful condition of na- 
a ae the election ie a d bas j tional affairs, and the exposed and defenceless situa- 
pr i idl 1 wi enced cariys an P | tion in which the State of Maryland has been hither- 
gressed very rapidly, and with no intormtssion, except |i jef by the General Government, under the impend- 
such as appeared necessary in determining the right ini calamities of war , 

i asi peah g ar. 

of disputed votes, and a smali space occupied by a | The principles on which the national compact wag 
friend of the petitioner in addressing the people ; that, founded arc too recent in the recollection of the Ame- 
toward the close of the day, voters became more rare, | 


ited States, 
and to the honorable the Senate und the House of 


Representatives of the United States, in Congress 
assembled : 


and, for half an hour previous to sunsctting, very few, | bisa re, : s ie thie id rh f Australio a this 
if any, votes were given, insomuch that the sherill pro- | POT1O¢: p , oe a 
ny & ’ AUC that the sherill pi pacity of the Old Confederation to afford the means of 
claimed several times at the door of the court-house, safety and protection to the several mombers of the 
that, unless other vee would come forward the elec- Coniederacr, produced a prevailing sense of the ne- 
: a 2 4 =- . x B 2 $ A g 
bi would ve Sonena hit, wee ik oe . | cessity of some more efficient form of Government, in- 
two Os tae cara deputies of the Tue lio Wers vested with adequate powers to provide for the com- 
t during tl e sisine in ti Je ti ft | MOn defence, and promote the general welfare. 
Binet apres ery engi, ection Asan important concer a the general welfare, i 
Ssni Fj the day. or had ast RA Satel a that | WaS also anticipated, with confidence, that, under this 
feta moment E The beef aie ‘ed mf leci Sai | form of Government, the just interests of commerce, 
to the second dae. the = eof he bois rere ; connected as it is with the agricultural interest, and 
rie o Ah 1 oead ne agone © he | other occupations of an industrious community, would 
aa eran Stone ne IETS at the PER by : © ı be faithfully and effectually preserved. 'I’o this reason- 
ST aE A A AOTRE RC IOE Jy | able hope and expectation we are chiefly to ascribe the 
rom Tiley ence yourcommitteo Ware vory clearly 1 ce oe. ahd concessions made hy the navigating 
of the opinion, that the event did not happen, on which States, and more especially by our patriotic brethren of 
rested the authority of the sheriff to adjourn over the New En landsan eira the adoption of the Fed- 
election; that the question whether more persons had | éral Constans Fhe Bia of Maryland sincerely 
appeared than could be polled ga the first day, was a į concurred in the ratification of that instrument; but 
mere question of fact, allowing no discretion whatever | her wise men who advocated her new system, it is 
‘in the officer, and that the subsequent proceedings 4 PA Date tee a 
were illegal, and that the votes reccived on the second i presumed, would have been anxiously perplexed if 


; : ‘ they could have foreseen that this Government would 
third days ougl be rejected. | aaa f : : 
ot appears images p N lie ee on those days | prove, in its operation, no less incompetent or unavail- 
f sii z : 
for the sitting member, and four votes for the peti- | 4°’ for the purposes of common defence, than the 
tioner. Deducting these from the respective polls | Confederation which preceded it; while, on the other 
and adjusting the same, it will result ‘that 955 legal | band, we eee ae ns are of policy, the de- 
votes were given for the sitting member, and 950 legal ' qn. ae ae P Protector 1 Eoas A the in- 
votes were given for the petitioner, giving to the sit- : icter of intenso suffering instead of being the benign 


ting member a majority of five votes; therefore, that ; guardian of the public security and happiness. 


UE d : | More than nineteen months have now elapsed since 
following resolution g 10S y i to belicve that a much longer period has gone by since 

= RISS 7 , . 1 this fatal measure was first contemplated. We would 
Resolved, That the sitting member is entitled to his i ask whether there is any portion of the Union, with 
seat. the exception of Long Island, more open and liable to 
the ravages of a maritime foc than the State of Mary- 
* In the case of Trigg vs. Preston, (third Congress,) | land? And situated as it is, with the scat of the Na- 
one exception taken was, that the poll in Tice county : tional Government on its confines, so accessible to a 
was closed by the sheriff at about three o’clock, P. M., i hostile force, is there any part of the continent which 
after three proclamations made, and that he refused to ' it could have been supposed would more obviously at- 
open it, though other voters afterwards appeared, and ; tract the active operations of an enemy, designing to 
demanded the right of voting. The committee ad- i harass the physical strength of the country, and to 
judged the election to have been legal, and say that ; distract and frustrate the views of its rulers in their 
“‘the sheriff appears to be vested with discretionary | avowed plan of foreign conquest? Is there, in short, 
power to close the poll at any time after three proc- | any section of the common league which, from various 
lamations made, and no voters appearing.” | considerations of prudence and of duty, the General 
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ample and vigilant preparations for defence ? 

We are next constrained to inquire, what has there 
then been done or provided, by the National Govern- 
ment, for the security of a State so peculiarly circum- 
stanced against the visitations of a war which that 
Government had chosen ils own time to declare, and 
which appears to have been familiar to its contempla- 
tion for a considerable scries of years before it was ac- 
tually declared ? 

If we do not say how little has been attempted for 
our protection, and in what way even that little has 
been rendered, it is because we wish not to publish our 
own humiliation to the world; and we would not be- 
tray the extent of our weakness to the enemy. It is 
because we are desirous of preserving a becoming 
measure of respect to the national authorities, while, 
in the exercise of a Constitutional privilege, we per- 
form a requisite duty to our constituents, the freemen 
of Maryland, by making a frank representation of 
their complaints and dissatisfaction. ‘The mere show 
of resislance, heretofore exhibited, having in fact rather 
tended to provoke than repel attack, the people on the 
exposed points of our shores despairing, after what has 
passed, of obtaining a suflicient defence from the Gov- 
ernment, are becoming, in some parts of the country, 
inclined almost to regard with fear the approach of 
those semblances of military aid which are occasionally 
sent among them; because they have perceived that 
this casual parade, instead of giving them assistance 
in the hour of danger, rather invites destruction from 
an exasperated and unresisted foe, whose fury it is 
possible they might sometimes escape unnoticed. And 
yet, the history of the Revolution will attest that, in 
the most trying times of the Republic, the spirit of 
Maryland has never been surpassed in valor, fortitude, 
and fidelity. 

Ifthe war is to be continued, the miscries we have 
already endured may be tender mercies in comparison 
with those which are to be apprehended. A character 
of ferocity, unknown to the civilized usages of modern 
warfare, seems about to be given to this contest. The 
Government of the United States has distinctly an- 
nounced its purpose of protecting the subjects of the 
enemy taken in arms while in the act of invading the 
territories of the Power under whose dominions they 
were born, and to whom their allegiance was natural- 
ly due; and this protection to British traitors is to be 
accomplished by a system of sanguinary retaliation 
which, in its consequences, may occasion the sacrifice 
of every American officer and soldier, the ignominious 
death of all our unfortunate countrymen who are now 
held as prisoners and hostages by the cnemy. 

In addition to this cause of apprehension, the ex- 
ample of useless barbarity displayed under the com- 
mand of the General of the forces that lately aban- 
doned Fort George, in Upper Canada, in committing 
to the flames the whole town of Newark, of which 
our army had been in the undisputed possession, may, 
in the course of a few months, bring upon our coasts 
the more direful vengeance which a powerful and en- 
raged enemy can inflict, and may subject our towns, 
and villages, and farms, and habitations bordering on 
the water, to all the horrors of the most ferocions and 
extensive desolation. 

We therefore earnestly entreat the national author- 
ities to take these circumstances into immediate and 
serious consideration, to provide the means and muni- 
tions of defence, and to furnish a real efficient regular 
force, to be stationed in the State, so as to save its 


ages of unrelenting hostility. The efforts of the State 
itself, for its own protection, have been already cxerted 
in a manner necessarily burdensome and vexatious to 
its people; and the State has been compelled, in the 
course of the last year, to seek resources in its own 
credit for defraying the expeuses of defensive measures, 
which it might well have been hoped would have been 
seasonably and adequately prepared under the super- 
intending care and providence of the Government of 
the Union. The aggregate amount of expenses thus 
incurred is not now ascertained, as the accounts are 
not yet all liquidated, and there are vouchers still to be 
procured. But we trust that provision will be made 
by Congress for reimbursing these expenses, and others 
of a similar nature which may be unavoidably incur- 
red; and that, as soon as a proper estimate can be ex- 
hibited, the heavy advances of moncy which the State 
may have been obliged to make, for purposes specially 
enjoined on the General Government by the terms of 
the Federal Constitution, will be promptly and fully 
remunerated. 

Having briefly urged these considerations, there res 
mains an indispensable obligation on this House, in 
compliance with the known wishes and sentiments of 
their constitucnts, to submit an earnest petition to the 
President and Congrcss of the United States for a 
speedy restoration of the blessings of peace, end an 
essential change in that mistaken policy whoso effects. 
are now so unhappily to be seen in the privations and 
afflictions of the land. Tt might be deemed intrusive, 
and it would be altogether irksome, to enter now into 
a minute examination of the causes of the present 
war. Itis believed to be at this time sufficiently as- 
certained, that the flagrant deception of the French 
Government, practised in relation to the pretended 
repeal of its predatory edicts, was chiefly instrumental 
in producing a state of things in this country which 
unfortunately led us into the existing hostilities with 
England. The documents before Congress, during 
the last and preceding sessions, it is presumed, have 
conclusively shown that the alleged repeal of the 
French edicts, by the letter of the 5th of August, 1810, 
was only a conditional proposition, as its terms im- 
plied; and that there was no authentic form of a repeal 
of an earlier date than the decree of the 28th of April, 
1811, which is expressly bottomed on the previous 
compliance of our Government with one of the condi- 
tions of the letter referred to, in enforcing the non-in- 
tercourse against Eugland, by the act of March, 1811. 
This act was in conformity with tho tenor of the Pres- 
ident's Proclamation of the 2d of November, 1810, de- 
claring “the fact,” that, on that day, the French de- 
crees were repealed, so that they ceased to violate our 
neutral commerce. It has become abundantly appar- 
ent, since the date of that proclamation, that, in point 
of fact, the French violations of our commerce were 
continued after that date, as, in point of form, it has 
also appeared that there was no absolute repeal until 
nearly six months subsequent to the issuing of the 
Proclamation; and that this formal repeal which, if 
timely used, might have produced the revocation of the 
British Orders, so as to prevent the present war, was 
not officially announced to our Government, or to its 
Minister at Paris, until more than a twelvemonth after 
the period at which it was dated. In the report of the 
Secretary of State, made to Congress on this subject 
at the last session, it is stated that the light in which 
this transaction was viewed by this Government was 
communicated to Mr. Barlow in the letter of the 14th 
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of July, 1812, with a view to the requisite explana- 
tion. The notice taken of the subject in the letter 


hear to make many observations, which have already 
occurred, until all the circumstances connected with it 
are better understood. The President approves your 
effort to obtain a copy of that decree, as he does the 
communication of it afterwards to Mr. Russell.” 


Tt is possible that Mr. Barlow might not have under- 
stood this paragraph as an instruction, “ with a view 
to the requisite explanation.” But, as the report of 
the Secretary further stated that Mr. Barlow’s succes- 
sor had been also “ instructed to demand of the French 
Government an explanation,” the people of the United 
States might have been induced to expect that this 
important matter would be fully developed; and we 
have therefore seen, with serious concern, by the late 
Message from the President to Congress, “that the 
views of the French Government have received no elu- 
cidation since the close of the Jast session.” This 
concern is heightened by the recollection that, for a 
series of years past, an unhappy mystery has hung 
over the communications with that same Government, 
whose public outrages have violated all the rights of 
this nation, and have heaped upon those who admin- 
ister its affairs every species of contumely and insult. 

A review of these circumstances, so remarkably 
characteristic of French fraud, furnishes, in the opinion 
of this House, strong additional inducements for termi- 
nating this disastrous contest with England. As soon, 
indeed, as the foul artifice of the French ruler was dis- 
closed, and, more especially, after the revocation of the 
British Orders was made known, we should have 
deemed it fortunate, if the Government had availed 
itself of the propitious opportunity of reinstating the 
relations of peace with the Power with whom we had 
beon thus embroiled. The claim of impressment, 
which has been so much exaggerated, but which was 
never deemed of itself a substantive cause of war, has 
been heretofore considered susceptible of satisfactory ar- 
rangement in the judgment of both the Commission- 
ers, who were selected by the President, then in office, 
to conduct the negotiations with the English Ministry. 
in the year 1806, and who now occupy high stations 
in the Administration. Believing that this and all 
other causes of difference might be accommodated be- 
tween the two countries, provided the agents on both 
sides are actuated by a sinccre wish for a just accom- 
modation, we cannot but feel anxious for an event 
which would relieve the people from the pressure of 
those burdens, and losses, and dangers, that are now to 
be encountered without the prospect of attaining a sin- 
gle object of national benefit. 


From the progress and oceurrences of the war, as far 
as it has been conducted, it must be obvious that the 
conquest of the Canadian provinces is not to be eflected 
without an immense effusion of blood and treasure. 
The conquest, if effected, we should be inclined to re- 
gard as worse than a doubtful boon. We want no 
extension of territorial limits; and the genius of our 
Republican Constitution is not suited to offensive wars 
of ambition and aggrandizement. 

A war of this nature is calculated to introduce doc- 
trines and habits, and evil passions, which are inimical 
and dangerous to the liberties and morals of the nation. 
To carry it on, the nation has been subjected to various 
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port bill, of 1774, is again to be realized on an infinitely 
more extended scale. Upon the poor gleanings and 
remnant of trade, the more precious for being all that 
was left, the complicated rigors of the embargo act, 
lately passed, will complete, with an unsparing severity. 
the work of destruction which British cruisers could 
not accomplish. 


The people whom we represent are suffering se- 
verely under the operation of this baleful policy, 
against which we would solemnly remonstrate; but 
when we cast our eye further, and look to its effects 
in another part of the continent; when we consider 
the still greater miseries of the people of New England, 
accustomed to live on navigation, and now deprived 
of the ordinary means of subsistence; when we reficct 
also on the aggravated causes of disgust to that inval- 
uable people, who perceive that, by the formation of 
new States out of the limits of our ancient territory, 
they must necessarily lose all share of influence in the 
National Councils, where other interests, as they sup- 
pose, have already obtained an injurious ascendency ; 
when we meditate on the possible tendency of these 
irritations, added to all the difficulties of the immediate 
and general distress, although we have full confidence 
in the faithful integrity of our Eastern brethren, yet, 
as they ure men, we are free to confess, these retlec- 
tions render us deeply and doubly solicitous that peace 
should be restored, without delay, for the relief of the 
people, and the salvation of the Union. 


Convinced, as we have been, that the war might 
have been avoided, and that peace might be restored 
without dishonor to the country, the present conjunc- 
ture seems to us highly favorable for a reconciliation 
with England, if it is fairly and honestly desired. The 
late auspicious events on the continent of Hurope have 
humbled the power of the proud oppressor of the earth. 
With the malignity of the spirit of evil, he had stood 
on his “bad eminence,” the scourge of the world, the 
disseminator of bloody discord and dissension among 
the nations. Wherever his arms or his arts could 
reach, he has been the fell disturber of the tranquillity 
and happiness of every region. If the sceptre of the 
tyrant is not irreparably broken, we may at least hope 
that limits are permanently sct to his inordinate sway. 
We trust that “ the wicked shall now cease from troub- 
ling ;”’ and viewing him as the atrocious author of ali 
the wanton and dreadful strife which pervades the old 
and the new world, we do hope that, his tremendous 
capacity for mischief being terminated or restrained, 
no barrier will remain against a renewal of friendly 
intercourse between those Powers that have been op- 
posed to each other in battle array by the violence and 
frauds of the arch-enemy ofhuman liberty. We would, 
therefore, ardently implore the constituted authorities of 
this nation, that the negotiations about to be instituted 
may be carried on with a just and earnest intention of 
bringing them to an amicable result; that the evils of 
this unprofitable and pernicious war may not be pro- 
tracted; and that peace, with all its blessings and ad- 
vantages, may soon be permitted to dawn again on our 
shores, to cheer the gloom of disquietade that now ex- 
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ists, and to dispel the darker terrors of a tempest, which 
threatens, in its continuance, to consign the dearest 
hopes, the harmony, and the liberties of this united em- 
pire, to irretrievable destruction. 
J. C. HERBERT, 
` Speaker of the House of Delegates. 

Urros S. Rein, Clerk. 

Mr. GoLpsroroucu moved that the memorial 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

A division of the question being called for, the 
question to lay the same on the table was decided 
in the affirmative, without opposition. 

On the question whether it shall be printed, 
an animated debate ensued—a brief sketch whereof 
follows: 

Mr. Waicur, of Maryland, first objected to the 
printing of the memorial, as well on account of 
the nature of its contents, as because he believed 
it to be unusual to print such papers not coming 
from the Legislature, but from one branch of it. 
He had understood a counter memorial was pre- 
pared by the other branch of the Legislature, and 
he was not willing the poison should be emitted 
without its antidote. He hoped that this nemo- 
rial, fraught with everything that could disgrace 
the branch of the Legislature from which it pro- 
ceeded, would lie until the memorial of the other 
branch was received, &c. 

Mr. Gotpsponoucn said he saw no occasion 
for the remarks which his colleague had applied 
to this memorial. Mr. G. said in presenting it, 
and moving to print it, he had wished to avoid 
everything whatever which would call forth any 
unpleasant feelings or warmth of expression. It 
was but a proper mark of respect toa memorial 
from a legislative body in any quarter of the 
country, couched in decent terms, to print it for 
the use of the members. In regard to the epithets 
applied, he could only say that the gentlemen 
who had adopted this memorial would not feel 
themselves disgraced by any harsh expressions 
which that gentleman may choose to apply toit. He 
could assure his colleague that when the counter 
memorial should come from the other branch of 
the Legislature, he should hold himself bound to 
treat it with as much respect as he would this, 
however he might dissent from its contents. He 
would not inquire into the applicability of the 
term poison and antidote to these two memorials, 
or whether these terms would be more properly 
converted from the application given them by 
the gentleman; but he did contend that it had 
been the practice to,print such papers, and that 
was the only question before the House. The 
propriety of the practice he considered demonstra- 
ble. Would any gentleman say that his own 
views of national policy were not in some degree 
affected by the state of public opinion throughout 
the Union? For his own part, he said, if he were 
to perceive that there was throughout the Union 


a general sentiment in favor of the prosecution of 


this war, he should feel his confidence in his own 
opinion against that war much lessened. It was 
obviously proper, therefore, that evidences of the 
popular sentiment so decisive as this paper should 
be placed fully in the possession of the members 


oncluded by observing that 
he wished no peculiar distinction to be shown to 
this memorial, but wished it to receive the same 
treatment as had been given to others of a simi- 
lar character. 

Mr. Wrarant said he did not distinctly under- 


stand the gentleman when he had alluded to the 


remarks he (Mr. W.) had made on this memo- 
rial, as not affecting him or the memorialists. 


[Mr. G. disclaimed entirely any personal allusion 
to Mr. Waicutr; he merely meant to say the pe- 


titioners would not feel themselves disgraced by 


any harsh epithets applied to their memorial. ] 
Mr. W. said he was happy in the explanation, as 
he did not wish to have any personal collision 
with that gentleman. 
was presented to this House, it was an undeviat- 
ing practice, before acting on it, to ascertain 
whether it was couched in respectful terms. Now, 
Mr. W. said, he had a copy of this memorial in 
his hand, and he appealed to the gentleman him- 
self and to the House, whether it was respectful, 
Mr. W. quoted from the memorial the following 
paragraph: 


Whenever a memorial 


“If the war is to be continued, the miseries we have 


already endured may be tender mercies in comparison 
with those which are to be apprehended. 
of ferocity, unknown to the civilized usages of modern 
warfare, seems about to be given to this contest. The 
Government of the United States has distinctly an- 
nounced its purpose of protecting the subjects of the 


A. character 


enemy, taken in arms, while in the act of invading the 


territories of the Power under whose dominion they 
were born, and to whom their allegiance was natu- 


rally duc; and this protection to British traitors is to 


be accompanied by a system of sanguinary retalia- 
tion,” &c. 


Yes. American soldiers are 


British traitors ! 


so called, said Mr. W., while in the hands of the 
enemy, and subject to be tried. Are we to sanc- 
tion any representation by our respect which jus- 
tifies the British Government in taking these 


men, who are bound to us by every moral and 
legal tie, and whom we are equally bound to pro- 
tect? He asked gentlemen whether they were 
disposed to sanction the murder of those inno- 
cent men by the British Goverument. Whilst 
presenting the same doctrines, this memorial 
speaks with an affectation of horror of the burn- 
ing of Newark. Had the authors of this memo- 
rial forgotten, or did they wish to conceal the 
conflagration of Havre de Grace, Frenchtown, 
and Frederick, in Maryland, by the enemy ? So 
far from finding fault with, they had not noticed 
these atrocities. Mr. W. asked if the House was 
prepared to give respect to an instrument like 
this from only hall of a State Legislature, not 
sanctioned by half the members indeed of that one 
body, for it was signed by only thirty-seven ont 
of cighty members. He hoped not; and he hoped, 
too, that instead of being suffered to lie on the 
table, it would, after consideration, receive its 
merits, and be thrown under the table. 

Mr. Prrxin, of Connecticut, was in favor of 
printing. He quoted precedents of various cases, 
in which resolutions passed by a single branch of 
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the Legislature of a State had been ordered to be 
printed. It was no reason against printing that 
the sentiments contained in any memorial did not 
coincide with those of the House. He wished 
this memorial to take the same course as had been 
given to other papers of a like nature. 

Mr. McKuw, of Maryland, said he hoped this 
address would not be printed. What was it, and 
what did it purport to ask for? It was a paper 
produced by a majority of one branch of the 
Legislature of Maryland; it was not an act of the 
State, being from onc branch only of the Legis- 
lature. He could not belfeve that the House 
would well sustain its dignity by solemuly order- 
ing the printing of a paper of this kind, which 
asked for nothing which could well be granted. 
As to its prayer for peace, and apparent censure 
of the Government for uot producing it, was it 
not known, he asked, that we had sent Commis- 
sioners to Europe with the view of obtaining it, 
and there were others on the eve of departure 
with the same object? The petition asked for 
no particular object; it was a general display of 
the sentiments of the individuals who voted for 
it, and entitled to no other weight than their in- 
dividual names could give it. As another objec- 

. tion to printing it, Mr. M. quoted the indecorous 
language it used to a nation, with whom,although 
there are points of litigation between us. we have 
amicable relations. The memorial called for 
peace ; its tendency must be to delay it, and such 
must be the tendency of that sort of opposition 
now made to the measures of the Government. 

Mr. Gotpssorovuca again spoke in support of 
his motion. He did not conceive the terms of 
the memorial to be indecorous. His colleague 
had considered the term “ British traitors,” as ap- 
plied to our own citizens taken in arms. Was 
that the fair and direct interpretation of it? He 
conceived not; and in corroboration of his cou- 
struction of it, stated as a fact that when the 
British attacked Havre de Grace, six seamen de- 
serted from them, all of whom immediately en- 
listed into our army. In the cycof the law, were 
not these men traitors? And if we hazard the 
lives of our citizens to protect such men, would 
it not in fact be protecting British traitors at the 
hazard of their lives? And on what ground, Mr. 
G. asked, had this system of retaliation been com- 
menced? Certain persons who had been consid- 
ered by the British Government as guilty of the 
crime of treason against their country had been 
sent home to their own country, there to be tried 
by a court and a jury, and receive the sentence of 
the law; and the House of Delegates of Mary- 
land had presumed to say, that to retaliate the 
punishment inflicted on them would be to hazard 
the lives of native Americans for the protection 
of British traitors. Was not this a subject with 
respect to the policy of which honest and honor- 
able men might fairly differ in opinion? Mr. G. 
said he had no doubt many honorable men in this 
nation considered the conduct of the Government 
as wrong in this respect, and that many officers 
of the Army (as the reporter understood him) 
viewed this policy with alarm. As to the prac- 


tice in relation to memorials similar to this, Mr. 
G. threw himself on the recollection of gentlemen 
for precedents, &e. As to the particular object 
demanded by the memorialists, he said they 
called upon the Government for remuneration for 
losses and protection against future ravages of 
the enemy. And were not their demands enti- 
tled to the serious attention of the House? He 
conceived they were. 

Mr. Grosynnor said that the question in itself 
was not very important, but it had been rendered 
so by the opinions and doctrines which had been 
advanced in opposition to the motion. Mr. G. 
asked upon what Constitutional grounds the ob- 
jections to the motion were founded? Indeed, 
he said, they were of so novel and extraordinary 
a nature that they required to be met promptly 
and exposed fully. ‘The very object and purpose 
of all petitions from the people or their State 
representatives was, to obtain a “redress of griev- 
ances,” to complain of the oppressive acts of 
Government, and to pray for prompt and effica- 
cious relief. The right to petition and to remon- 
strate was secured by the Constitution, under 
which alone gentlemen held their seats on that 
floor. For what were they to petition? For re- 
lief from oppressive and unconstitutional laws. 
Against what were they toremonstrate? Against 
all acts of Government which they might con- 
sider inexpedient, impolitic, oppressive, or uncon- 
stitutional. For these purposes, and with these 
views, the right to petition is woven in the very 
texture of our Government. ‘The very security 
of the right in the Constitution thus to petition, 
and thus to remonstrate, was a Constitutional 
warrant for the people, whenever they supposed 
the Government had acted unconstitutionally, 
oppressively, or improperly, to state the facts, and 
the charactec of their acts, in plain and distinct 
language, to any branch of the Government. 
The object of this memorial was, to obtain relicf 
against what the petitioners believed to be the 
improper, inexpedient, and unconstitutional acts 
of the Government; and surely, it would not be 
expected that a memorial for objects like these 
would speak in courtly and mawkish language 
of the very acts which, in their opinion, were of 
such a character. But, Mr. G. suid, he was yet 
to learn that, in this free country, the courtly and 
slavish style of Eastern despotism was the appro- 
priate language in which to address the Govern- 
ment. Respectful, decorous language was in- 
dispensable. Such language as one gentleman 
might hold when addressing another upon the 
great interests of his native country, upon the 
rights and wrongs of a free people. 

But, said Mr. G., I demand of those who op- 
pose this motion, to point out one expression just- 
ly offensive to this honorable House, in the whole 
memorial. I mean, sir, one expression unjustly 
or untruly implicating the honor, the dignity, or 
the character of this popular and independent 
branch of the Legislature. Not one is to be 
found. True it is, the House of Delegates of 
Maryland have spoken in language energetic 
and eloquent; in language dictated by the strong 
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emotions excited by the unexampled sufferings 
of the State whose legitimate organ they are. 
They have spoken the language of freemen to 
the agents of freemen. They have approached 
you with no language of adulation or sycophancy, 
but in thg tone of an independent people, consei- 
ous of their rights, and sensible of their wrongs ; 
with the language of men who, in the true spirit 
of independence, felt that they had the perfect 
right to complain, to remonstrate, and to protest 
against the oppressive and ruinous measures of 
the Government. Sir, I never wish to sce other 
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even the massive pillars of this Honse, during 


the last Summer. [t anticipates, in the language 
of truth and certainty, a reiteration of all their 
sufferings, more extensive, more permanent, and 
more bloody, if the war continues. It tells you 
that you have left them, and now leave them un- 
protected. It points you to the Constitution, 
where their title to protection, to ample and per- 
manent protection is recorded. And then, it de- 


language adopted by the people of Amcrica when | mands, in the plain, distinct, bold, yet decorous, 
speaking to thcir Government about their rights, | language of independence, it demands that you 
their liberties, and the great interests of their Re- i send them that protection to which they are en- 
public. From men of the political description of | tiled. They stand on the very dome of the 
these petitioners, no other language will ever be | Constitution when they call on you to save them 
heard. And will the immediate representatives | from the ravages of that enemy which your im- 
of the people spurn them from this House because | politic acts have created. Is here no well-founded 


they do not speak in the feminine tones and lisp- 
ing accents of lialian slaves? And will you 
smother their complaints, and their remonstran- 
ces, and their prayers, because they are not offer- 
ed on bended knees? ‘Will you stretch your cit- 
izens on the rack, and force them to writhe with 
grace, and to groan with melody? Will you 
stab them to the heart, and bid them die without 
one convulsivestruggle? Youattempt what you 
cannot perform. You aim at that which the laws 
of nature and your Constitution prohibit. No, 
Mr. Speaker, this beaten track of despotism will 
never be trodden by the free people of America. 
Never before has it been pointed out by this 
House as the only avenue through which the 
complaints and remonstrances of the people were 
to enter this hall. 

Mr. G. asked the aged members of the House, 
who were here in the year 1798, whether they 


| complaint? Is it not notorious that, during the 

whole war, the whole State of Maryland has 

been open to the enemy, while hardly a soldier of 
| the United States has been sent to their defence? 
| Is here no specific relief demanded? Do they 
| not demand that you no longer suffer them to be 
placed under the ban of the Republic? That, if 
| you will continue this mad and unnecessary war, 

you shall afford them the protection which the 
| Constitution guaranties? Can there be no prac- 

tical result? Can you not, in an offensive war, 
; defend your country from invasion and ruin? Is 
I this not practicable? Then close the war at once. 
| No longer present to the world the ludicrous spec- 

tacle of a nation grasping at conquest and ag- 
grandizement, which is too weak and apiridless to 
defend her own soil from invasion and Favage. 


| But the Emperor of France is disrespectfully re- 


proached in this memorial. Beitso. Is it, there- 


had forgotten the memorials then presented by | fore, disrespectful to this House? When did the 
several States, amongst which were Virginia and | honor, character, or dignity of this House become 
Kentucky, against the alien and sedition laws. | identified with the feelings and reputation of the 
Did not these memorials contain allegations that į fallen tyrant of France? When, and how, did 
those acts were violations of civil liberty, and i this House become the guardian or defender of 
infractions of the Constitution? And, in those | the tyrant’s fame and character? In what page 
days of terror, Mr. G. asked, did the majority of | of the history of our Revolution can you find the 
this House ever indulge the unconstitutional no- į language of adulation or complacency applied to 


tion that the memorials were indecorous, and the 
authors of them to be disrespected and abused ? 

No, sir, said M. G., these undignified doctrines 
and notions were reserved for these times, and 
for this republican majority. Tn these days, and 
by this majority, it is first discovered that the 
people of America, when they petition against 
what they most religiously consider to be op- 
pressive, impolitic, and unconstitutional acts, may 
not call those very acts oppressive. impolitic, and 
unconstitutional. But, let me examine briefly 
the specific objections to the printing ofthis peti- 
tion. If I understand them they are three. 

First. It prays for no specific relief, and, there- 
fore, there can be no practical resuit. 

Second. It speaks disrespectfully of the Empe- 
ror of France. 

Third. It charges the Government with at- 
templing to protect British traitors. 

Sir, said Mr. G., the memorial points you to 


j the acts or the character of an usurper? Or, 
‘where in the Constitution and the laws of our 
| country, where in the records of those funda- 
mental maxims of liberty of speech, liberty of 
the press, or liberty of remonstrance, do you find 
| it inculeated that truth is not to be boldly spoken 
of the tyrants and oppressors of the earth? Is 
there one reproach, one epithet applied to the ty- 
rant, which his hloody ambition and his outrage- 
ous course of usurpation do not amply justify ? 
Who will pretend it? I had thought, sir, said 
Mr. G., that the period had arrived when it was 
no longer considered a Republican duty to speak 
of the bloody oppressor in mild and adulatory 
strains. Let gentlemen not shudder at the ani- 
mated language of this memorial, the vivid pic- 
ture of the tyrant which is here portrayed. I 
will produce them an example behind which 
they may fortify their conduct, even though they 
should give the memorial to the press, 
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from Mr. Jurrerson to an American gentleman, 
in which Bonaparte is described as the vilest ty- 
rant that ever cursed the world with ambition 
and crimes. Mr. J. states that the tyrant “is 
deluging the earth with blood to obtain the repu- 
tation of a Cartouché and a Robin Hood. That 
the “ vile abominations of the scélérat of France 
exceed all human exccrations,” &c., &c.] 

Compare, said Mr. G., the memorial with the 
style of this letter, and the language of the for- 
mer rises almost to compliment. You need not 
fear, then, to print the memorial. It is not a 
crime now to speak truly of the tyrant, and, if it 
were, here is absolution from the high priest of 
your sect. But, sir, I beg gentlemen to hesitate 
before they announce to the American people 
that their complaints and remonstrances are to be 
treated with neglect if they mingle in their me- 
morials any reproaches against the arch disturber 
of the world. You will never convince them 
that it is a crime to paint in true and lively colors 
the ruthless conduct and the detestable character 
of a tyrant. And, if it be indeed a crime, either 
political, moral, or religious, the Lord in his mer- 
cy deliver a great portion of the people of this 
free country from the consequences of this sin! 
I speak both as to the past and the future, for 
there are people who have always spoken truth 
of him, and, unless I mistake the signs of the 
times, these truth-tellers will soon multiply to a 
mighty multitude among us. The letter I have 
tead is ominous. 

Let me conclude, said Mr. G., my answer to 
this objection by asking you whence arose your 
duty td protect the tyrant of France even from 
insult? But, if it be a duty, then it follows that 
you are bound to print the memorial, refer it toa 
committee, and, in the form of resolutions found- 
ed upon it, disapprove of its contents, and thus 
you will deliver the House from any expression 
reproachful to the French Emperor. 

The last objection that I have noted is, that the 
Government is denounced for attempting to pro- 
tect British traitors at the price of native Ameri- 
can blood. And it was warmly asked whether 
American soldiers, taken in arms, fighting the 
battles of our country, were to be stigmatized as 
“ British traitors 2” 

Why, sir, said Mr. G., it is never improper to 
call mien and things by their own proper names. 
If British subjects were taken in arms against 
their country, they were, beyoud all doubt, * Brit- 
ish traitors;” and if we talk about it here until 
we shake the roof of this hall, still, such, persons 
are “British traitors; and when we have ran- 
sacked the English language, and heaped every 
vile epithet we can collect upon the British na- 
tion, still, such persons will remain “ British trai- 
tors.’ The memorial. | presume, alludes to the 
following paragraph in the President’s Message: 

“« The British commander in that province, with the 
sanction, as appears, of his Government, thought prop- 
er to select from American prisoners of war, and send 
to Great Britain for trial as criminals, a number of in- 
dividuals who had emigrated from the British domin- 


Se 


— aaam: 


political society, in the modes recognised by the law 
and the practice of Great Britain, and who were made 
prisoners of war, under the banners of their adopted 
country, fighting for its rights and its safety.’ 


And then, the President states that to protect 
the persons thus sent to Great Britain for trial as 
criminals, he has ordered into confinement an 
equal number of British prisoners of war. The 
British General has retorted, and native Ameri- 
can officers are now confined in Canada; all 
waiting the fate of these “British traitors.” It 
was, no doubt, Mr. G. said, to this system of re- 
taliation the petitioners alluded, when they com- 
plain that the President was attempting to pro- 
tect * British traitors.” 

In the first place, said Mr. G., this House is in 
no way implicated by this allegation. Were, 
therefore, the charge as false as it is true, it would 
furnish no objection on our part to the petition. 
But is it not literally true? Look at the Message. 
These men, says the President, “ had incorporated 
themselves into our political society.” How? 
According to the laws of this country—under 
our naturalization laws? No. But, he contin- 
ues “in the modes recognised by the law and the 
practice of Great Britain.” 

Sir, said Mr. G., there is just enough of am- 
biguity in the language of the President to create 
some doubt of his meaning in the minds of those 
who respect the man and condemn his principles. 
If his language, however, means anything defi- 
nite, it means that the persons referred to had 
never been naturalized according to our laws, 
but only “in the modes recognised by the law 
and practice of Great Britain.” It is well known 
that that “law and practice is wholly variant 
from our own. It follows, then, that in no sense 
of the terms are these persons American citizens, 
or entitled to any protection at our hands. For, 
itis an undisputed political axiom that they never 
can be “ adopted into our political society” but 
according to our naturalization laws, passed 
under our Constitution. These men, it is appa- 
rent, never were thus adopted. What then was 
their political and national character? That of 
British subjects, beyond all doubt. When, then, 
they entered Canada in arms, they became “ Brit- 
ish traitors.” And taken in arms, the British Gov- 
ernment, to which they owed an unimpaired alle- 
giance, had the perfect right * to send them to 
Great Britain for trial as criminals,” and to punish 
them according to her own laws and usages as trai- 
tors to their king and country. When, therefore, 
the President adopted a system of retaliation to 
protect these mien from punishment, by which na- 
tive Americans are exposed to death, he did at- 
tempt to protect “ British traitors” at the expense 
of American blood. The petitioners have told you 
the truth upon this subject; proved to be truth 
by the very language of the President himself; 
proved to be truth by the uniform current of evi- 
dence which has reached us from Canada. Whe- 
ther, if these men had been incorporated into our 
political society by a process of naturalization 
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known to your laws they still would have been 
“British traitors,” is not now to be considered. Be- 
cause, to me it is apparent from the Message it- 
self, and 1 understand the fact to be, that no pro- 
cess of naturalization according to our Constitu- 
tion and laws was ever executed in favor of these 
prisoners. 

Were it necessary however to discuss such a 
case, I should not hesitate to say that, at best it 
is extremely doubtful whether any emigrations 
or naturalization can operate to sever the subject 
from his Government entirely and absolutely, 
without the assent, express or implied, of that 
Government. The law of allegiance isa municipal 
law; it is proved so to be, by all authors of celeb- 
rity; it is declared so to be by our courts—nay. 
when this subject shall come to be discussed, l 
pledge myself to prove that the present Chief 
Magistrate of our country, when Secretary of 
State, under the direction of his predecessor, has 
distinctly, clearly, and conclusively established 
it so to be, in an official document, addressed to 
our Ministers in London. If it be so, by what 
power or right can you repeal a municipal law 
of another country, and deliver her subjects from 
its binding force and operation. 

If in your Constitution there was an article 
declaring that no citizen of America should sever 
the ties which bind him to his Government with- 
out its consent, what foreign Power could, by any 
law, render your citizens aliens, and protect them 
from the punishment of traitors, when taken in 
arms against you, within your own territory ? 

And if the Constitution of England contain 
such a provision, can your naturalization laws 
abrogate that provision, and protect traitors to 
England within her own territories ? 

[The Speaker said he thought Mr. G. was tak- 
ing a range of debate which the question would 
not justify.] 

Mr. G. said, his remarks were in answer only 
to those of other genUemen—bat he would range 
no further. Whenever, said Mr. G., the time 
shall come for a full discussion of this interesting 
subject, and come it must before the close of the 
session, the honorable gentlemen, who were now 
startled at the words “ British traitor,” might find 
many mistaken in their views. The bottom on 
which they now stood would fall out from under 
them, and they might be forced to betake them- 
selves to the terra firma of sound principles and 
national law. 

But surely, Mr. G. said, if those men had not 
been naturalized, they were British subjects, and 
when in arms against their country, were “ British 
traitors.” 

They are so, said Mr. G.,and whether they 


have been among us five years or one hour, is of 


no importance in deciding the principle. They 
may be punished by the British law as traitors; 
and if the President has adopted a system of re- 
taliation, by which native American officers and 
soldiers are exposed to death, to protect those 
traitors from punishment, well may those peti- 
tioners, well may the whole people of America 
complain to this House, that the war is rendered 
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more ferocious by this bloody system of the Ex- 
ecutive-—well may they seek redress where alone 
it can be found. ; 

And now, said Mr. G., I would appeal to this 
House, whether they would act wisely, liberally, 
and constitutionally, in refusing to print a mce- 
morial, because of objections like those he had 
endeavored to answer? How will you limit 
this right to petition? Suppose all the doctrines 
in this memorial to be false and unfounded, yet 
they are the doctrines and opinions of a branch 
of the Legislature of Maryland ; they had a Con- 
stitutional right to present them to the House; 
they have done so, in language, elegant, forcible, 
perspicuous, and worthy of the manly character 
which belongs to them. Nota word disrespectful 
to this House is to be found inthe paper. Ob- 
viously, then, you cannot refuse to print it upon 
any Constitutional principle, upon any maxim of 
policy, or upon the rules and usages which have 
heretofore prevailed in the House. 

It prays relief against acts, in their opinion, 
oppressive, dangerous and unconstitutional; it 
prays protection from the enemy, which your 
declaration of war has created; it frankly and 
freely points out to you what they deem the er- 
rors, the mistakes, both in law and principle, both 
in language and conduct, in carrying on this un- 
natural war; it portrays in glowing colors the 
abominable character and conduct of the fallen 
tyrant of France, and offers you the liveliest con- 
gratulations that the world is rescued by his fall; 
itardently prays for a speedy and honorable peace ; 
it is a memorial worthy of American freemen. 
Let it be received and treated with Constitutional 
respect and decorum. 

Mr. Arcuer, of Maryland, opposed the print- 
ing. He believed to print it, would be to show it 
a respect it did not intriasically merit, and a dis- 
respect to themselves which it was not proper for 
any individual, regarding his own rights and feel- 
ings, to manifest. It was not because the memo- 
rial contained sentiments different from his own, 
that he objected to the printing it, but because it 
conveyed expressions disrespectful to this body. 
The Government was accused of giving a char- 
acter of ferocity to this war—of ferocity unex- 
ampled in civilized nations. Such an epithet 
applied by one individual to another, could not 
be otherwise regarded than as an insult; and cer- 
tainly was not less so when applied to this House. 
It was further said in the memorial, that the Gov- 
ernment, and this House as part of it, were the 
protectors of traitors, Lle asked whether the im- 
putation of so disgracefully criminal an offence 
was not indecorous aud disrespectful in the high- 
est degree? He conceived it was. But these 
were not the only expressions of that character. 
It was also said that this Government was acting 
over again the disgraceful scenes of tyranny and 
oppression of the British Government, which 
caused the Revolution. This imputation, and 
the comparison of the Embargo law to the Bos- 
ton port bill, he considered very exceptionable 
and unjustifiable. As to the abuse of the Empe- 
ror of France, he had nothing to say. He was 
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perfectly willing that the House of Delegates of | tles to be ab 


Maryland should keep him, if they pleased, for 
their own exclusive abuse—though he was wil- 
ling to agree with them that he merited all they 
had hestowed on him. Mr. A. repeated, if the 
sentiments of the address were merely different 
from his own, he should not object to show them 
the respect of ordering the address to be printed ; 
but, conceiving them disrespectful and unjustifia- 
ble, he could not consent to the motion. 

Mr. Ronertson, of Louisiana, adverted to the 
letter of Mr. Jefferson, which Mr. Grosvenor 
had quoted. Mr. Jefferson, he said, had been de- 
nounced by the Federal party, of which the gen- 
tleman from New York was a distinguished mem- 
ber; he had been stigmatized, for a series of years, 
as having been guilty of the most degrading sub- 
serviency to France; and now, the gentleman 
from New York had produced a letter from that 
great man, not for the purpose of bolstering up 
their stale and absurd charges of French influ- 
ence, but to show that this man, who has been 
denounced as the head of the French party, in- 
deed as having created itin this country, speaks 
in worse terms of the despot of France than even 
the memorial does, This letter, Mr. R. said, 
contained nothing but the impression of Mr. Jef- 
ferson, and of the Republican party, for a series 
of years past; there was nothing new in it, and 
this gentlemen themselves well knew who had 
clamored most about it; and. as proof of it, they 
now introduced this letter in support of their own 
right to abuse the French Emperor. There was 
a principle avowed by the gentleman from New 
York, to which Mr. R. said he was solemnly op- 
posed. The gentleman had said that the charge 
in the memorial, that we are supporters of British 
traitors, is sustained by the President’s Message, 
construed as he had chosen to construe it. Who 
are they, and what are the class whom we are to 
be denounced for affecting to support? Individ- 
uals permitted to leave their native country, 
whose laws do not forbid emigration, who have 
families here, and are fighting for the vindication 
and protection of everything desirable to man. 
Such men, the gentleman called traitors to the 
British Government. This principle Mr. R. con- 
sidered to be novel, and as abominable as it was 
novel. There was no such principle recognised 
in general law, or even in the particular law of 
that ferocious nation, of which these men were 
said to be natives. The names of some men of 
this character occurred to him—of Sergeant Hen- 
derson, for instance, who so nobly distinguished 
himself on various occasions on the Western 
frontier. And were such men us these to be con- 
sidered as traitors? When a man deserts the 
military and naval service of one country, and is 
found in arms against it, this individual might be 
subject to denunciation and punishment as a trai- 
tor; but not the man who has emigrated in vio- 
lation of no law, taken up his domicil, and has 


| Government adopted or gentlemen advocated 

such a principle, they would reflect upon its mon- 
strous iniquity generally, and its detestable in- 
justice relative to the particular persons in ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McKim, io reply to the remark that this 
memorial prayed for further protection, observed 
that, as it was addressed to the President as well 
as to Congress, that part of it was applicable to 
him in whose hands the military foree of the na- 
tion was vested, and not to this Honse, which had 
provided the necessary means. The gentleman 
from New York had asked, adverting to what he 
had said when up before, whether this House was 
to be the guardian of the rights or honor of a 
foreign monarch. Mr. McKim answered no; but 
they were the guardians of the rights and inter- 
ests of the American people; and if thcy sanc- 
tioned official denunciations of a monarch with 

| whom we have amicable relations, which may 

jiajuriously affect those relations, they would act 
not well their part. This was what he meant. 

| Mr. Gaston, of North Carolina, adverted to 
the general spirit of dissatisfaction prevailing, as 
he said, among the people throughout the nation, 
who are much divided as to the policy of prose- 
cuting the war, and the manner in which it should 
be prosecuted, which might be expected to pro- 
duce memorials to this body. In such memori- 
als, he admitted, there was a general respect due 
to this House. which required them to be con- 

j veyed in decent language. Much ingenuity had 
been exercised to find out some expression in this 
memorial which bound the House, in self-respect, 
to refuse treating it with the usual attention. 
The memorialists had, it was urged, stated that 
a character of ferocity was about to be given to 
this war, &c. And was not this true? Mr. G. 
asked. Permit me, said he, to say that I repre- 
sent a people situated pretty much as the inhab- 
itants of the seaboard of Maryland; that I feel 
most sensibly the truth of this part of the address ; 
that my constituents feel it, and that their appre- 
hensions are excited in a degree not inferior to 
that represented to exist in the Legislature of 
Maryland. The House of Delegates have, with 
becoming caution, forborne to say by whom this 
character of ferocity is given to the war; but they 
have stated a fact, to which the attention of this 
House and every branch of the Legislature ought 
to be conducted. It is an alarming fact, sir, that 
this war, unless checked by the timely interposi- 
tion of Providence, or the prevalence of wiser 

| counsels, is likely to desolate your whole coast,and 
leave your frontier a wilderness—the one smoul- 
dering into ashes, the other smoking with blood! 
Was it not likely that they should state this fact 
as a reason fur demanding further protection? 
Was it to be said that the statement of this fact, 

| which ought to be known and depended on, was 


disrespectful to the House? Far from it. He 


a family among us, and who hires himself. or j hoped the time would never come, when the sim- 
voluntarily engages, to fight their battles. Was|ple statement of a fact would be considered dis- 
such a person to be considered a traitor to ajrespectful to the House. But, it was said that it 
foreign country,and when taken fighting our bat- | was disrespectful to use the expression relative 
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to the protection of British traitors. Was there | Mr. C said he knew but one case in which the 
anything improper in any country’s protecting | protection of traitors was not objectionable. If 
the traitors to its enemies? Tt was the duty of | a traitor of an enemy during war flees into this 


a country to protect the traitors of its enemies, to 
a certain extent, as far as regards the employment | 
of spies, encouraging deserters, &e. But, he did 
suggest whether this principle was not carried too 
far, when sought to be secured at the hazard of 
native blood—when, to afford this protection, 
honorable native Americans are proposed to be| 
devoted to an ignominious death. This was a: 
subject to which the attention of the House and i 
the Government was properly called; and he 
hoped an occasion would be sought, during the 
present session, fora full and fair inquiry whether 
it is expedient to carry it to this extent. Ano- 
ther expression, thought to be disrespectful to the 
House, was the expression in allusion to the em- 
bargo, that “the bitter tribulation of the Boston 
port bill of 1774 is again to be realized, on an 
infinitely more extended scale.” What was this; 
but announcing a fact, which men of reflection 
must acknowledge? What was that bill? It 
locked up a single port. But, a law is now en- 
acted, which not only seals the harbor of Boston, 
but is productive of infinitely more general calam- 
ity than the Boston port bill. And, shalt this! 
mere statement of a fact be deemed improper to 
come from American freemen to ‘the National 
Legislature? If this be indeed considered crim- 
inal, let us shut up our doors, close the farce of 
legislation, and go to our homes. He hoped, he 
said, the time would never come, when, to speak 
the language of truth, or to hear it spoken, would 
be incompatible with the respect considered due 
to the Legislature. Mr. G. repeated his hope 
that this memorial would be treated with respect, 
as such treatment would not involve the expres- 
sion of any opinion on its merits, 

Mr. Cannoun, of South Carolina, rose, not to 
debate the mere motion before the House, which 
he did not consider worthy of a word, but to 
remark on a doctrine which ought not to receive 
the sanction of this House. The gentleman from 
North Carolina, by mere abstraction, overlooked 
the objectionable part of the memorial. He had j 
said (and Mr. C. agreed with him) that the peo- 
ple have a right lo state facts; and that it isa! 
fact that the war is about to assume a character 
of ferocity—a fact in which the people of that 
State, of the whole American people, and of the 
world, are interested. It was not the annuncia- 
tion of a fact, in itself true, that was objected to; 
but it was the character given to that fact, con- | 
veying a censure, not on the Government com- 
mencing in this ferocious spirit, but on the Gov- 
ernment which is acting on the defensive. This 
was the objection—that it imputed the blame, not 
to the enemy, with whom it rested, but to the 
American Government. That this memorial 
should speak thus, was surprising; that it should 
meet with an advocate on this floor, was doubly 
surprising. In what manner does the memorial 
say, this work of retaliation is to commence? By 
our protection of British traitors, And to this, 
the gentleman had said, there was no objection. 


country, we are not compelled to give him up. 
But, that we are to protect “British traitors,” by 
a course of retaliation, was what the President 
never thought of doing. To do so, would bea 
contradiction of every principle of a moral char- 
acter. The gentleman from New York had inti- 
mated that the President, in his Message, had 
announced sucha doctrine. Let the gentleman 
pointitout. Mr. C. understood the Message only 
to embrace such as had incorporated themselves 
into our political society, according to our laws. 
Another part of the address, said Mr. C.—the 
allusion tu the Boston port bill—the gentleman 
appears to think perfectly innocent. Sir, is a 
measure to be judged only by its effects? Itis 
the motive which gives character to our actions. 
If the Boston port bill had been passed for a pro- 
per purpose, it had not driven us into the war of 
the Revolution. It was the motive which then, 
as well as now, has raised the American spirit to 
resist British violence and usurpation, and I hope 
ever will. The measure of embargo, Mr. C. 
said, had been resorted to as a part of a system 
to repel encroachments by the same enemy, after 
a lapse of thirty years, as before drove us to war 
by her injustice, &c. As to the abuse of the French 
Emperor, Mr. C. said he would, with the geatle- 
man from Maryland, (Mr. Arcuur,) willingly 
leave it to the House of Delegates of Maryland 
tu abuse him as much as they pleased; but, the 
correctness or propriety of their abuse of him 
must, like all other things, be determined by its 
motive. If they merely intended to express their 
aversion to French tyranny, he would agree with 
them; and so, he believed, would a great major- 
ity of the American people. It was notin this 
point of view he was disposed to object to this 
part of the address; but it was, that, in abusing 
the French Emperor, they wished to justify the 
opposite despot over the Channel—as regards this 
country, equally terrible and more hostile. Not 
only does this memorial abuse the French Em- 
peror, but assigns his demerits directly, or by 
inference, as a cause why we should throw our- 
selves into the arms of England, our deadly ene- 
my. Mr. C. said, for these and other reasons, 
he should not give his vote for printing this 
memorial. 

Mr. Grosvenor quoted again the President’s 
Message, repeated and enforced his idea of the 
construction to which it was liable, and advanced 
many other ideas on the subject of allegiance, 
&ec. As far as you can alienate citizens from 
their native country, so far you may naturalize 
them ina certain way which your Constitution 
and laws prescribe. But, unless they have gone 
through the process required by law, there 13 no 
pretence for saying that they are entitled to pro- 
tection, at any rate without our territory. ‘The 
memorial, therefore, correctly stated, that they 
were about to sacrifice nalive citizens to protect 
those who not being citizens of the country, never 
having become so, and being found in our armies; 
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are British traitors. When this question should 
come to be fully discussed, as he hoped it would, 
gentlemen would find that the bottom on which 
they stood would fall out from under them. Mr. 
G. said he had serious doubts whether, according 
to the principles of public law, we can deliver a 
citizen from his allegiance to his native country; 
whether it was compatible with the interests of 
society that such a power should exist; and 
whether, if we adopt the principle, we can com- 
pel other nations to submit to it. He was not 
prepared to admit that the law of retaliation au- 
thorized the President to proceed as far as he had 
in this respect. At any rate, he contended that 
the doctrine he had advanced in his Message 
was founded on principles which could not be 
sustained. He pledged himself to prove that the 
President had recognised the principle in its full- 
est extent that the law of allegiance is a munici- 
pal law; and that when a nation finds its subjects 
within its own territory it may treat them as 
such, but cannot follow them into another’s ter- 
ritory. This doctrine was contained in the in- 
structions to Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney some 
years ago. Admit that principle to be correct— 
and it cannot be denied—and these men are 
traitors; and he trusted this House would never 
shrink from publishing to the world any docu- 
ment merely because it contained that fact. Mr. 
G. concluded by repeating and enlarging on 
some of his former arguments. 

Mr. Wenster, of New Hampshire, spoke a few 
words in favor of printing. Having voted to re- 
ceive the memorial, no additional respect would 
be shown by printing it, which followed nearly 
of course. If its statements were erroneous, it 
was a strong reason why it should be printed, 
that all might read it, and a day be assigned for 
its discussion. 

Mr. Erres, of Virginia, entirely agreed with 
gentlemen on the other side of the House as to 
the right of petition belonging to every body of 
freemen in a legislative or any other capacity; 
and he would go further and say it was the duty 
of the Legislature, where its terms were respect- 
ful, to receive their representation, and give it 
such course as its merits required. The present 
paper was presented for no object, as was proved 
by the omission of a motion to refer it to any 
committee, and a motion was made to print it— 
for what purpose? Could the Legislature pre- 
sent ils views in no other way to the people? 
Were his constituents to be taxed to print a me- 
morial which stamps that war which they ap- 
prove as immoral and unjust? A memorial 
which passes over all the enormities of the enemy 
and stigmatizes our own Government? If they 
wished a subject on which to display their indig- 
nation, let them turn to the scenes of Hampton 
and the River Raisin. Let them remember our 
citizens, yet bleeding of wounds received in de- 
fence of their country, handed over to be hacked 
and burnt by ferocious savages, by the authority 
of the British nation; and let them remember 
that even female beauty and innocence could not 
find protection from equally savage invaders—not 


forgetting the towns on their own shores wan- 
tonly burnt by our atrocious foe. Could they 
find nothing on which to wreak their vengeance 
but on their own Government? Because it has 
passed a law to prevent traitors from furnishing 
our enemy with the supplies which are to enable 
him again to annoy us, its conduct is compared to 
that of the British Government in 1774. The 
object of the British Government was to deprive 
us of the rights derived from God and Nature; 
and if at that day a man had said, in Boston or 
any other port, that he would fit out a privateer, 
instead of fighting the enemy, to convey spccie 
to the Indian Sea, he would have had the good 
old remedy of tar and feathers applied to his 
offence. The feelings of that day, Mr. E. said, 
had too much subsided; and it was too often the 
case that men were seen rising in this IJouse and 
levelling their artillery exclusively against their 
Government. We have been told, said Mr. E., 
that we are protecting British traitors. We well 
know that one of the causes of the war was the 
claim set up by Britain to take naturalized citizens 
from our vessels. The gentleman from New 
York had questioned whether it was in the power 
of any community whatever to absolve any sub- 
ject from his allegiance. What means our Con- 
stitution then? If you cannot absolve him from 
his allegiance, how or why naturalizehim? Did 
the men who formed this Constitution entirely 
misunderstand the powers of civilized society ? 
Did the party to which the gentleman himself 
belongs so far err when they acted under the 
Constitution, and never ceased to naturalize? 
Can it now be doubted whether there is a power 
in any community to naturalize a foreigner? 
The gentleman has come with his doubts too 
late; and has taken a most unfortunate opportu- 
pity to disclose them, when the nation is at war 
for this very right recognised in our Constitution, 
and dear to the peoplé. The gentleman had 
drawn an inference from the Message neither 
warranted nor supported by fact. It was known, 
Mr. E. said, that among those on whom the 
British Government had wreaked its vengeance, 
were men who had been twelve years natural- 
ized, who had left wives and children behind 
them here when they went to battle, and who 
were now threatened to be executed as traitors. 
And under these circumstances did gentlemen in 
this House tremble in their shoes, adopting the 
pusillanimous principle of the Legislature of 
Maryland, and address their prayers to the enemy 
beseeching him to spare them? If such a dis- 
position prevailed, it was time to give up a coun- 
try we were not worthy to inhabit. Mr. E. ad- 
verted to the President’s Message, to which he 
conceived the gentleman had given an erroneous 
construction—and exposed what he termed the 
absurdity and inconsistency of the British pre- 
tension of perpetuai allegiance. It had been said 
that a new system of retaliation had been adopt- 
ed. It was as old at least, Mr. E. said, as the 
Revolutionary war; it had then compelled our 
present enemy to give up his infraction of the 
laws of war, and unfounded claims; and nothing 
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but a want of firmness in this nation could now 
prevent the same result. When the British na- 
tion find that men in our own councils doubt the 
right to protect men regularly naturalized, who 
fight for their families and firesides, what will 
be their sentiment? In a moment of imprudence 
and frenzy they may put in execution their 
threats. No one will more than myself deplore 
the consequences; no man will weep with more 
sincerity over the patriot blood on one side, and 
the innocent blood on the other which will be 
shed; but in great questions of a whole people's 
rights, individuals must suffer. Although I would 
weep over his fate, I would not withhold the 
victim—because I would preserve the principle. 
As to this remonstrance, which, but for the noto- 
rious Allegany election—but for a single vote, 
might have been of a different character, the 
House of Delegates could find other means of 
disseminating it. It contained nothing new or 
that deserved printing; it was the mere common- 
place trash daily circulated through certain press- 
es in the country. 

Mr. Hanson, of Maryland, said he rose with 
unfeigned reluctance to take any part in this de- 
bate, because he had not been in his seat until 
after the member who last addressed the House 
had commenced. The first objection to this 
memorial he had understood was, that the lan- 
guage was indecorous to this House ; the second, 
that it reflected upon the General Government, 
in comparing the embargo to the Boston port bill. 
As to the first objection, Mr. H. said, the memo- 
rial did not contain one sentiment which any pa- 
triot in this country need not be proud to enter- 
tain, because it breathed the good old spirit of 
1776. There was nota sentiment in that address, 
he said, which he was not ready to repeat in the 
teeth of the whole mercenary tribe of writers, 
{or something to that effect,) not one which he 
would not repeat in the face of the whole host of 
instruments and pensioners of the Court. Were 
not the people, Mr. H. asked, groaning under the 
pressure of the measures of Government? Look 
atthe embargo, Had not Congress by that mea- 
sure, justly compared to the Boston port bill, 
placed the whole commerce of the country at the 
discretion of a single individual? Had they not 
raised the Executive above the Constitution and 
laws of the country, as had been done in France, 
where the gens d'armes were placed in all the ports 
of the Empire to be the means of regulating com- 


that it was illegal for a vessel to clear out to go 
from Annapolis to Baltimore. Had not the peo- 
: ple of Maryland then a right to complain, who 
| have fought most bravely wherever they have 
j met the enemy, who are always inthe front rank 

in time of danger, for where danger is, there are 
| their breasts presented? When the fleet of the 
i enemy was in the Chesapeake bay,and the whole 
coast was in danger of invasion, and exposed to 
; the ravages of the enemy, what was the conduct 
of the natiorial Executive? A memorial was 
forwarded to him, setting forth the dangers to 
which the coast was exposed; andan answer was 
given, that, in a country so intersected with bays 
and rivers, it was impossible to provide for the 
defence of every point. When no sort of assis- 
tance was given to the State of Maryland, which 
felt so peculiarly the oppression of the measures 
of Government, had it not a right to complain 2 
As to the address, the facts set forth in it were 
true, and known to be true; and if a single vote 

would have changed its complexion, had that 
been the case he presumed there would have been 
no objection to printing it; nor ought there now. 
Allusions had been made to men who were to be 
restrained, subjected to tar and feathers as traitors 
to their country. It was not difficult, Mr. Il. said, 
to see what was the real objection to the poor 
indulgence asked to be extended to this address 

from Maryland. She had rendered herself odious 
to Administration. When this war was first de- 
clared, it was expected to hush opposition; she 
was the first to oppose the attempt—she raised 
ramparts around the Constitution, told you, you 
might beat down one barrier after another, but 
when driven into the citadel she would make one 
last effort. Her citizens were determined to re- 
sist, and while they had one drop of blood, to 
stand in so noble a cause. Mr. H. concluded by 
observing that the remarks made by the gentle- 

mau who preceded him had awakened sensations 

which, the rules of the House forbade him, and 

the respect he now felt for the Chair prevented 

him from expressing. 

Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, next rose, and 
stated the reasons why he should vote for print- 
ing the address; because, although he did not 
approve, he was not afraid of it. The question, 
however, involved no Constitutional right ; Legis- 
latures had the same right as other collections of 
people to address Congress, and no other—nor 
were they in his opinion entitled to more respect. 


merce, where there was an extended system of | As to the protection of traitors, if the persons 
espionage and it was made death to evade the! spoken of were traitors, the great Bernadotte is a 
regulations of commerce? They had placed the | traitor; and so was George I. But itappeared that 


trade of this country in precisely the same situ- 
ation as the commerce on the continent of Eu- 
rope. Ail the Departments of Government, the 
Executive, the Legislative, and the Judicial, were, 
if he might be allowed to use the figure, thrown 
into a mortar, and, with this great majority for a 
pestle, his High Mightiness of the palace had beat 
and compounded them together, into a compound 
as poisonous as hellebore. A swarm of collectors, 
feeding and fattening on the bowels of the people, 
enforced a law which so far restricted commerce 


great men were not subject to the same laws as 
other men ; that, as there is a species of men above 
fashion, so there is a species of men ahove law. 
He did not believe the memorial contained the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth 5 
and yet he was willing to printit. Nor did he 
believe in the prevalence of general dissatisfac- 
tion, which his colleague had imagined; for, 
taking the representation in this House as the 
best practicable criterion, he found nearly two to 
one in favor of the measures of Government. For 
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his part, he said, he always wished to see a! memorial, and decided in the negative—yeas 68, 


the stronger they were—and, paradoxical as it] Yyas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of 
might seem, he had seen it so in this House. As | Virginia, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge 
to this character of ferocity to be given to the j Brigham, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, rc 
war, his colleaguc had not placed it to the proper í Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, 
account. Ifit did take place, it would be from | Ely, Farrow, Gaston, Geddes, Goldsborough, Grosve- 
the abominations of the most abominable Govern- | nor, Hale, Hanson, Howell, Hufty, Hungerford, Kent 
ment that ever existed, and the most corrupt, , of New York, Kent of Maryland, King of Massachu- 
living, he might say,on the corruption of its own ' setts, Law, Lewis, Lovett, Lowndes, Macon, Markell, 
vitals. Mr. M. adverted to the remarks on the: Miller, Moffitt, Montgomery, Moseley, Oakley, Pear- 
embargo, which he defended—and, as to the war, | Son, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, John Recd, Wm. Reed, 
quoted aud repeated declarations on the other side | Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, Shefley, Sherwood, 
a few years ago, that, if the Government would i Shipherd, Smith of New ¥ ork, Stanford, Stockton, 
make old-fashioned war, they would join and go ' Sturges, Taggart, ay vances Chonipson; Vose, Ward 
with them. How changed the scene, he said. i ee ee N ciet, W Beata, hite, Wilcox, 
He adverted too to the equality of operation of | % A ` 


: : as Nays—Mesers. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Arche: 
the embargo, which precluded the idea of its PFO" | Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, Brown, 
ceeding from local feeling. If it was wrong, it i ; 4 


t ! Burwell, Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clark, 
Was as wrong to those who were its greatest ad- | Clopton, Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, 
vocates as to its greatest opponents. As to its! 


€ . į Creighton, Crouch, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoy- 
being the work of back countrymen, it was done! elles, Desha, Earle, Eppes, Evans, Findley, Fisk of 
for the common good; and when in the Revo- | Vermont, Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Frank- 
lution the back countrymen went to Boston and | lin, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gourdin, Griffin, 
shed their blood in its defence, a different senti- | Grundy, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hubbard, 
ment prevailed there. It was never complained : Humphreys, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irving, Irwin, Jackson 
of the brave Morgan, when he went there, that { of Virginia, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kilbourn, King 
he was a back countryman. He adverted to the | of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, McCay, McKee, 
ravages at Hampton ina feeling manner—higher } McKim, McLean, Moore, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, 
crimes than were there committed he could not! Ormsby, Parker, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylva- 
imagine. Astothe right of naturalization, every | nia, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Roane, Robertson, Sage, 
nation, civilized or savage, red or white, had ex- i Sevier, Seybert, Smith of I ennsylvania, Strong, Tan- 
ercised it. He concluded by saying that truth | neni Taylor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New 
would prevail over everything—he had seen it! nde illiams, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wright, 
prevail when we had a sedition law in the coun- j 97° +ancey. t 
try; and he had no fear for it now. ; 
Some observations were made by Mr. W. Reen Trursnay, February 3. 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. Erres, concerning the; Mr. Grenvy presented a resolution of the Le- 
fact alluded to of a privateer clearing out from | gislature of the State of Tennessee, requesting 
Boston with specie. Mr. Renn, by inference, en- j the Representation from that State in Congress, 
tirely discredited the statement; which Mr.! to endeavor to procure a public road to be opened 
Erres said he had no reason to doubt until it! from some point between the mouths of Pearl and 
was contradicted by evidence. i j Chefuncty rivers, by the way of the Cotton Gin 
Mr. Carnoun spoke in explanation. He added | Port, on the Tumbigbee, to the lower end of the 
that he was glad on one account, and sorry on | Muscle Shoals, on Tennessce river.— Referred to. 
another, that the gentleman from New York had i the Secretary of War. 
spoken so distinctly on one point; that persons| Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on the 
who had the plighted faith of the United States | Judiciary, reported a bill to prescribe the mode of 
should not be protected; that persons who, under | authenticating the public acts, records, and judi- 
sanction of our laws, have forsworn foreign alle- | cial proceedings, of the several States, and for de- 
giance, and become citizens, should not be pro-! claring the effect of certain judicial proceedings; 
tected while fighting under our banners beyond | which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
| 
i 
| 


our territorial limits. If this doctrine was enter- Ì mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 
tained by the gentleman, he hoped it was confined! On motion of Mr. Irvixa, of New York, the 
to himself and had not many advocates, even in} Committee on the Judiciary were instructed to 
his own party. . Inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
Mr. Gastron, not imputing to Mr. Eppes the! for the better organization of the district court for 
intention of any personal allusion to him in his | the New York district, and that they have leave 
remarks on what he called the pusillanimous ; to report thereon by bill or otherwise. 
fears of the Legislature of Maryland, explained; Mr. Grunpy, of Tennessee, from the Commit~ 
what he had meant on that subject; not that his! tee on Foreign Relations, reported a bill to pro- 
constituents feared to meet the enemy in fight,| vide for the return to their own districts of ves- 
but they feared the progress of a system of cold- | sels detained by the Embargo in districts other 
blooded retaliation, the idea of which must make | than those where they are respectively owned or 
all men of humane or generous feelings shudder. | belong.—The bill was twice read and referred te 
The question was then taken on printing the |a Committee of the Whole. 
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ses (prohibiting the importation of British manu- that the provision, whatever be the amount of it, 

factures of any description, and of the article of | Ought to be general. Partial provisions adapted to 

rum, altogether) was twice read, and referred to the merits of particular cases, us they arise, would 

the Committee of Foreign Relations inconsistent with military usage, with the prac- 
g a š 


T'he bill from the Senate. in addition to the act tice of the Government of the United States, and 
allowing a bounty to the owaeis and erewsof would give rise to jealousy and discontent; the perfee-' 
a ga ; sa 


iyat Lyesselecwh : dand velerted tion of human wisdom and justice could not so appor- 
private armed Vesseis; was twice read and relerred | ion pecuniary reward to military service, as to pre- 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


i A x . .,. | vent this evil. ‘The committec, therefore, cannot re- 
‘The engrossed bill for the relief of Mary Philip | commend to the House to consider of the expediency 
Le Due, was read a third time, and passed. 


a of granting augmented compensation to particular 
Mr. Loverr, of New York, after some verbal | corps, who may have performed distinguished services. 
explanation of his object, which sufficiently ap- 


Among those who, during the present war, stand pre- 
pears from his motion, moved the adoption of aj eminent in this respect, are the gallant volunteers of 
resolution to the following effect: 


Kentucky. The alacrity with which they repaired to 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 


the standard of their country; the zeal and firmness 
instructed to inquire whether John Clark, a Midshipman with which they persevered through a toilsome service, 
in the Navy of the United States, was slain on board 


no less than the glorious and successful issue of that 
the Scorpion, onc of the vessels of the squadron under | SCTVICC, Blve the volunteers a just title to the liberality 
the command of Captain Oliver H. Perry, in tho action and gratitude of Congress. Your committee, however, 
with a British squadron on Lake Eric, on the 10th of 


whilst they concede to those claims a compensation 
September last; and, if so, to report to this House the for property lost, and a provision for the widows and 
reasons, if any, why equal honors should not be be- orphans of those who have been killed, or have died, 
stowed upon the services and memory of said John | 10. the service of the United States, cannot, consistently 
Clark, as upon those of other officers of like rank, with their opinion of the public welfare, recommend 
who fell in that battle. an increased compensation, proportioned to extraordi- 


After some explanatory conversation betweeen Ieee ganic yore: 
Mr. Lownoxss, of South Carolina, who disavowed VOLUNTEER CORPS. 
for the committce any intention to slight the | On motion of Mr. Troup, of Georgia, the 
memory of any one who had fallen on that |IJouse resolved itself into a Committee of the 
memorable occasion, and Mr. Lover, the mover | Whole, on the bill authorizing the President to 
agreed that his motion for the present should lic | retain in service certain volunteer corps. 
on the table. i Mr. Troup stated the object and design of this 
Mr. McKee, from the Committee on the Pab- | bill. By a law passed in 1812, the President was 
lic Lands, reported a bill for attaching to the | authorized to accept the service of fifty thousand 
Canton district, in the State of Ohio, the tract of | volunteers. Under this law, as many men as 
land lying between the foot of the Rapids of the | made up about six regiments, had been called into 
Miami of Lake Erieand the Connecticut Reserve ; | actual service, viz: oue regiment in New Hamp- 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- į shire and Maine, two in New York, one regiment 


mittee of the Whole to-morrow. _ partly organized in Virginia, two in the State of 
COMPENSATION OF MILITIA. i Louisiana and the Mississippi Territory. Their 


j terms of service were daily expiring—but a cer- 


Mr. Trovr, of Georgia, from the committee to | tain number yet remained in service. It had 


: if isla- . . : 
whom was referred the memorial of the Legisla- ; been understood that a certain portion of them, 
ture of Kentucky, made a report, and also re- | 


; hee amounting to perhaps a thousand men, were wil- 
ported a bill to amend the act providing for the ' ling to engage to serve during the war under their 
widows and orphans of militia slain, and for mili- | own officers. Many of the officers had proved 
tia disabled in the service of the United States. | themselves worthy, and entitled themselves to the 
The report is as follows: j approbation of the Government. The object of 

That a bili has been reported, providing compensa- ! this bill was to enable the Government to accept 
tion for horses killed in battle, or lost in the service of | the services of such men as were thus disposed to 
the United States; that a bill is herewith reported, : serye during the war. 
making provision for the representatives of militia killed, i Nọ objection being made, the Committee rose 
or who have died in the service of the United States; | anq reported the bill, 7 
that, with respect to so much of the memorial as prays ' 
compensation proportioned to extraordinary services | 
and sacrifices, your committee respectfully submit, that authority to the Government, still farther to in- 


militia cavalry, or mounted volunteers, in the service |. i Ta > 7 
of the United States, are entitled to the same pay, sub- | crease the Army. He had hoped they had no in- 


sistence, and forage, as cavalry in the regular army, | clination to call for further force, and unrestricted 
and are moreover entitled to 40 cents per day for the | as this bill was he could not vote for it. He re- 
use and risk of horses, when furnished by themselves. | peated the sentiment he had expressed the other 
The committee express no opinion of the reasonable- day, that if we were to have an army, he wished 
ness or adequacy of this compensation ; they find for | it to bean efficient one, and such a one as should 
the compensation of militia service a general legal pro- do honor to the nation. But hecould not see the 
vision existing, and they are not instructed to inquire | necessity for this bill in its present shape. 


Mr. ‘Tatumanee, of Connecticut, then objected 
to granting in this manner a vague and unlimited 
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Various amendments were proposed by Messrs. | 
TaLLmapar, Pickering, ard BiceLow. the object 
of which were to limit the force thus to be re- 
tained to such volunteers as were actually in ser- 
vice, to a limited number, &c., all of which were 
rejected, being opposed by Messrs. Troup, Hox- 
pureys, and ALEXANDER, as unnecessary, as the 
provisions of the bill could only embrace the 
avowed object, to retain in service as many vol- 
unteers now actually organized and serving, as 
will consent to serve during the war. 

On one amendment proposed by Mr. TALL- 
MADGE, to add a proviso: “ That the whole num- 
ber so to be called into service should not exceed 
one thousand men,” the yeas and nays were ta- 
ken, and there were—for the amendment 42, 
against it 82, as follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Bayly of Virginia, Bigelow, Boyd, 
Bradbury, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Culpeper, Dav- | 
enport, Dewey, Ely, Geddes, Hale, Hanson, Hopkins ; 
of New York, Howell, Hufty, Jackson of Rhode Island, 
King of Massachusetts, Law, Lovett, McKee, Moffit, 
Montgomery, Markell, Moseley, Pickering, Post, Wm. 
Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, Shipherd, Smith 
of New York, Sturges, Taggart, Tallmadge, Vose, 
Wheaton, White, Wilcox, and Winter. 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 
Bard, Barnett, Bowen, Bradley, Brown, Burwell, But- 
ler, Caldwell, Chappell, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, 
Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, Davis 
of Pennsylvania, Desha, Earle, Evans, Farrow, Find- 
ley, Fisk of Vermont, Visk of New York, Forney, 
Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Glasgow, Goodwyn, Gour- 
din, Griffin, Hall, Hawes, Hubbard, Iumphreys, Hun- 
gerford, Ingersoll, Irving, Irwin, Kennedy, Kerr, Ker- 
shaw, Kilbourn, King of N. Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, 
Macon, McCoy, Mclean, Moore, Murfree, Newton, 


late conflagration. To institute a general inquiry 
into this subject, Mr. F. offered the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
in what manner the contracts for supplying the Army 
of the United States have been made and executed, 
and to what extent the General Officers have interfered 
in such contracts prejudicially to the public interest 
and the rights of individuals. 

Mr. Prrxin, of Connecticut, having inquired 
the particular object of the mover, and whether 
his motion included cases in which higher prices 
had been paid by the purchasing commissaries 
than was usual or proper— 

Mr. Fisx stated his object to be, to ascertain 
whether further provision was not necessary to 
secure the accountability of public agents in- 
trusted with the expenditure of public money, 
particularly in relation to the contracts for sup- 
plying the Army; and to restrain commanding 
officers from appointing issuing commissaries to 
furnish duplicates of supplies already furnished 
by other persons according to previous contract. 
As the law now stood, commanding officers were 
clothed with a general authority, without restric- 
tion, or personal or pecuniary responsibility, to 
appoint additional commissaries. In his opinion, 
the motion did embrace the case stated by the 
gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. Gnunpy, of Tennessee, said he had no ub- 
jection to this motion, but he suggested whether 
the main object of providing a remedy for the 
evil could be attained unless the committee were 
authorized to report by bill. 

Mr. Branury, of Vermont, expressed his satis- 
faction at this motion, for he was convinced there 


Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of, was something wrong in the existing provisions 


Pennsylvania, Rhea of ‘Tennessee, Rich, Roane, Rob-| on this subject. 


A case had occurred in Ver- 


erison, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Skinner, Smith of Penn-| mont, and created some dissatisfaction there, in 


sylvania, Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Strong, Taylor, 
Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, and 
Yancey. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 

ARMY CONTRACTORS, &c. 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, adverting to a report 
from the Secretary of War, on the table, respect- 
ing the unsettled accounts in the War Depart-| 
ment. said that the report called the attention of 
the House to the expediency of making some} 
provisions in order to secure the punctual per-j| 
formance of the public business and the more 
perfect accountability of public agents. Casting 
his eyes over these statements, he perceived one 
case not noticed, which had fallen under hisown 
observation. Healluded tothe manner in which 
the public moneys were employed in purchasing 
supplies. He stated a particular case. that had 
occurred at Black Rock; although the contractor 
was prepared to furnish the necessary supplies, 
the commanding General had ordered his issuing 
commissaries to purchase supplies to the amount 
of thirty thousand dollars, which were transport- 
ed to Black Rock, where they remained from 
December, 1812, until they were destroyed in the 


which a contractor who had engaged to supply 
the United States troops, was ready, as he repre- 
sented, to furnish the necessary supplies; the 
General commanding conceived he had a power, 
whether there had or had not been a failure of 
the contracts, to appoint issuing commissaries, 
and had done so. Mr. B. said he had also heard 
of other cases on the Niagara frontier. The 
public interest, he thought, must suffer from col- 
lisions between the contractors and issuing com- 
missaries making purchases under the authority 
of the General at the same time. 

Mr. Hat, of Georgia, hoped the resolution 
would pass, but on different grounds from those 
assigned. He thought that contractors had more 
frequently failed in their duty than Generals had 
done injury by taking the supplies out of their 
hands. He spoke from evidence, that such had 
been the conduct of contractors, on important 
stations, that the Army was not supplied. On 
this subject, he had received a letter from one of 
the aids of Gen. Floyd, which he read, stating, 
in substance, that no more volunteers could be 
obtained unless a stronger assurance was given 
of the necessary supplies being furnished; that 
no army ought to be placed in a situation of de- 
pendence on contractors for supplies; that three 
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committee to propose to the House a remedy for 
the evil. 

Mr. Suerrey, of Virginia, said he did not think 
the motion went far enough. He had no doubt, 
it would appear, on examination, that in one case 
at least, where a General Officer had directed sup- 
plies to be purchased, and the account therefor 
was settled at the War Department, that twelve 
or fourteen dollars per barrel had been allowed 
for flour; and the contractor had produced evi- 
dence that, instead of twelve or fourteen dollars, 
this commissary had not paid more than seven 
or eight dollars per barrel. The inquiry, there- 
fore, it appeared to him, ought to be extended to 
the conduct of these purchasing commissaries. 

Mr. Fisx thought the terms sufficiently com- 
prehensive to combine all that gentlemen wished. 

The resolution, however, was so amended as to 
authorize the committee to report by bill or oth- 
erwise; and thus amended, was agreed to with- 
out opposition. 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, Mr. Bravvey, Mr. 
Suurrey, Mr. Miter, and Mr. Haut, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 


Fray, February 4. 


Mr. Rura presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of ‘Tennessee, requesting the 
representation from that State to endeavor to 
procure the passage of a law appropriating a sum 
of money to remove the obstructions to the safe 
navigation of the river Tennessee, in the Muscle 
Shoals.—Referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. Ruea also presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Tennessee, requesting 
the representation-from that State to procure a 
road to be opened from the town of Reynoldsburg, 
in the State of Tennessee, through the Chickasaw 
and Choctaw nations of Indians, to intersect the 
road from Calberv’s Ferry to Natchez. in the Mis- 
sissippi Territory.—Referred to the Secretary of 

ar. 

Mr. Rura also presented sundry resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Tennessee, request- 
ing the representation from that State to procure 
the extinguishment of the Indian title within the 
chartered limits of their State, making the west- 
ero boundary the Mississippi river; if not, so 
much within the chartered limits of the State, as 
will make the river ‘'ennessee the boundary be- 
tween the citizens of that State, and the Chick- 
asaw and Cherokee Indians. Also, in the event 
an extinguishment cannot be obtained, that they 
use their endeavors to obtain some means whereby 


Ordered, That the first of said resolutions be 
referred to the Secretary of War; and that the 
second and third ofthe said resolutions be referred 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill for the relief 
of William Stothard and Josiah Starkey, in which 
they desire the concurrence of the House. 

On motion of Mr. Ronerrson, of Louisiana, 
the Committee were instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of revising and amending the fifth 
section of the act, entitled “An act providing for 
the final adjustment of claims to lands, and for 
the sale of the publie lands, in the Territories of 
Orleans and Louisiana, and to repeal the act 
passed for the same purpose,” and approved Feb- 
ruary 16, 1811, and that they have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Lownpess, of South Carolina, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution : 

Resolved, §c., That the President be requested to 
present a sword to the nearest male relative of Mid- 
shipman John Clark, who was slain gallantly com- 
batting the enemy in the glorious battle on Lake Erie, 
under the command of Captain Perry, and to commu- 
nicate to him the deep regret which Congress feols for 
the loss of that brave oflicer. 

The resolve was twice read, and was subse- 
quently ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill from the Senate for the relief of Wil- 
liam Stothart and Josiah Starkey, was twice 
read and committed. 

A report was received from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office respecting the abili- 
ty, &c., of the purchasers of public lands in the 
Mississippi ‘Territory to make payment therefor; 
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

The engrossed bill “ authorizing the President 
of the United States to retain in service certain 
volunteer corps,” was read a third time, and 
passed without debate, and without a division. 

The engrossed bill further to extend the time 
of payment to purchasers of public lands, was 
read a third time, this being the day to which 
it had been postponed. 

Mr. Forsyrn, of Georgia, moved to recom- 
mit the bill to a Committee of the Whole, for 
the purpose of reducing the extension of time 
from three years to one year, and for the purpose 
of considering the propriety of extending relief 
to those also whose Jands have within a few 
days reverted to the United States. He had no 
objection to affording these persons a reasonable 
indulgence; but so Jong an indulgence was un- 
necessary, and he doubted not would prove inju- 
rious to the publie interest. 


McKern, of Kentucky, Jenninas, of Indiana, Lar- 
TIMORE, of Mississippi, and Farrow, of Seuth 
Carolina; ‘and was supported by Messrs. For- 
sytn, of Georgia, and Prrxin, of Connecticut, 
The motion was decided in the affirmative, and 
the bill recommitted. 

On motion of Mr. Ormssy, of Kentucky, the 
bill for the relief of Mary Wells passed through 
a Committee of the Whole, and was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. Tayor, of New York, the 
bill to amend the act laying a duty on notes of 
banks, bankers, &c., passed through a Commitee 
of the Whole, and was, after being amended, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. Arcuer, of Maryland, the 
bill for the relief of William Piatt was passed 
through a Committee of the Whole, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. McKer, 
of Kentucky, resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole, on the bill this day referred to 
it, extending the time of payment to purchasers 
of public lands. Amendments were proposed to 
it, restricting its provisions, by Mr. FORSYTH, 
which gave rise to animated debate, in which 
Messrs. McKee, Larrimore, and ROBERTSON, 
opposed, and Mr. Forsyta supported the amend- 
ments; which were agreed to in Committee, but. 
on being reported to the House, were disagreed 
to. And the bill, as it first stood, was then read 
a third time, and passed. 

NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. Cauuotn, of South Carolina, moved that 
the Committee of the Whole be discharged from 
the further consideration of the report of the 
Committee of Ways and Means on the petition 
from New York for the establishment of a Na- 
tional Bank, and that the same be recommitted 
to the same committee, with a view of making 
a further motion on that subject.—Agreed to. 

Mr. C. then said that it would be found that 
the Committee of Ways and Means had decided 
against that report, on the ground of unconsti- 
tutionality of establishing such a bank as that 
asked for in the petition. Mr. C. wished to in- 
struct the committee to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of establishing a National Bank within the 
District of Columbia, the power to do which it 
could not be doubted came within the Constitu- 
tional powers of Congress. For all practicable 
purposes he believed such a bank would be as 
useful as that which was proposed. To come at 
his objcet, Mr. C. proposed the following motion: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expedicncy of estab- 
lishing a National Bank, to be located in the District 
of Columbia. 

The resolution was agreed to without opposi- 
tion. 

TURREAU’S LETTER. 


Mr. Grosvenor, of New York, moved for the 
cousideration of the resolution now lying on the 
table, (offered a few days ago by Mr. ROBERTS, 
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of Pennsylvania.) to inquire how a certain trans- 
lation of a letter addressed by General Turreau 

to the late Seerctary of State came into the pos- 

session of A. C. Hanson, a member of this 

House. 

Mr. InaersoLL, of Pennsylvania, stated that 
the author of that motion (Mr. ROBERTS) was 
now absent from his seat, he believed from indis- 
position, and suggested whether it would be 
proper on that account to press the motion. 

Mr. Grosvenor said he should not press it 
now but for considerations of an urgent nature, 
which made it his duty to do so. As to the ob- 

| jection to taking it up, under the circumstances 
stated, it was certainly not as great an indelicacy 
as was the proposition of the motion itself, by 
the mover, in the absence of Mr. Hanson from 
the House. 

The question on proceeding now to consider 
said resolution was decided in the negative by 
yeas and nays—for its consideration 60, against 
it 80. 

Mr. Hanson, of Maryland, said he held in his’ 
hand a resolution which, after a very brief expla- 
nation, he felt incumbent on him to submit to 
the House. It would be recollected, he said, 
that some days ago, during his absence fram the 
House, a resolution had been introduced by a 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, containing an in- 
sidious and direct implication against the honor 
and veracity of a member of this House, It was 
at that time ordered to lie on the table, but not 
without a pledge from gentlemen to take it up 
and act on it whenever the pressing business of 
the House did not longer interfere to prevent its 
discussion, Now, as the character of a member 
was implicated in that transaction, this subject 
ought not to be suffered to lic one hour longer on 
the table, and with his consent itshould not sleep 
another minute. His own honor, the dignity of 
this honorable body, the deeply wounded honor 
and reputation of the Chief Magistrate, all uni- 
ted to forbid any attempt to delay the further 
consideration of this subject. It was but rca- 
sonable, Mr. H. said, that he should have an im- 
mediate opportunity to disprove a false and ca- 
lumnious imputation. With these observations 
he submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That this House on the day of —~ 
will receive testimony at the bar of this House of the 
manner in which the translation of a letter written by 
Mr. Turrean, to the Secretary of State, on or about 
the 14th.day of June, 1809, came into the possession 
of A. C. Hanson, a member of this Housc, and also 
of the time and manner when the original was with- 
drawn from the Department of State. 


The question of proceeding to consider the 
said motion was decided by yeas and nays—for 
consideration 66, against it 82, as follows: 

Yxzas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of 
Virginia, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, 
Brigham, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Cox, 
Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, 
Forsyth, Gaston, Geddes, Goldsborough, Grosvenor, 
Hanson, Hopkins of New York, Howell, Hungerford, 
Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, King of 
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Massachusetts, Law, Lefferts, Lovett, Macon, Markell, l In France, the galleries of Notre Dame are blazoned 
Miller, Moflit, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, | with these splendid trophies. The chapel of the 
Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, William Reed, Ridge- : Hotel of the Invalides, is richly embellished, and ex- 
ly, Ruggles, Schureman, Sheffey, Sherwood, Ship-; hibits, to numerous visiters, the many standards which 
herd, Smith, of New York, Stanford, Stockton, Stur- | that gigantic Power has, at different times, taken from 
ges, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vase, Ward of Massani its enemies. It affords no common satisfaction to the 
chusetts, Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson | disabled tar, or the supcrannuated soldier, when he in- 
of Massachusetts, Winter, and Wood. | forms the inquisitive stranger that he gloriously fought 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Agel in the battle which may have gaincd some of them. 
ty, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, Brown, | For the time he forgets his former sufferings, and his 
Butler, Caldwell, Calhoun, Chappell, Clopton, Com- | present disabled condition ; his consolation rests upon 
stock, Condict, Conard, Crawford. Creighton, Davis of! the power and glory of his country, so fully demon- 
Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, Evans, Farrow, Í strated by the sight of the numerous ensigns which 
Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New York, For-i were taken from other nations. Other instances, in 
ney, Franklin, (ïholson, Glasgow, Griffin, Grundy, į favor of the practice, could have been furnished ; but 
Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, In- j your committee are persuaded, that the order of the 
gersoll, Ingham, Irving, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, Kil- | illustrious Congress of our Revolution alone, will jus- 
bourn, King of North Carolina, Lowndes, Lyle, Mc- ; tify the propositions which they intend to submit for 
Coy, McKee, McKim, McLean, Montgomery, Murfree, ; Legislative consideration. As early as the 23d of June, 
Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, Piper, | L778, it was “ Resolved, That the Board of War be di- 
Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of ‘Tennessec, | rected to collect the standards and colors taken from 
Rich, Roane, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, Scybert, Skin- | the enemy, by the Army of the United States, since 
ner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Strong, | the commencement of war.” Had this order been 
‘Taylor, Telfair, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Wil- | strictly observed, and somewhat extended, the present 
liams, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and Yancey. proceedings would be unnecessary. Far from any 


So the House refused to consider the resolu- 
tion. 


NAVAL AND MILITARY TROPHIES, i 


Mr. SeysgeRT, from the committee appointed, | 
on the 20th of December last, ” to inquire into! 
the present condition and distribution of the flags, 
standards, and colors, which have been taken by 
the forces of the United States from their enemies, 
made a report; which is as follows: 

The committee to whom was referred the resolution ; 
directing them “to inquire into the present condition 
and disposition of the flags, standards, and colors, which 
have been taken by the forces of the United States 
from their enemies; and whether it would be expe- | 
dent to make any provision in relation to them, with | 
leave to report by bill or otherwise,” report : 

That the collection, preservation and exhibition 
of such flags, standards, and colors, as have been 
taken by the land and naval forces of the United 
States from their enemies, is sanctioned by the practice : 


regulations having been adopted, in pursuance of the 
recited resolution, your committce lament the peculiar 
negligence which ensued. ‘The Secretary of War now 
tells us, that of the standards and colors which were 
taken by the Army of the United States, during the 
war of the Revolution, only six remain in his office. 
He cannot give any information concerning others ; 
even their place of deposite is unknown to the Depart- 
ment! The Navy Department possesses no know- 
ledge of any flags which are taken “anterior to the 
declaration of the present war.” Such as have been 
captured, with the public armed ships of the enemy, 
subsequent to the 18th of June, 1812, “have been 
carefully preserved.” Thirteen of them have been al- 
ready received, as will more fully appear by the an- 
nexed statement: of these, three belonged to the heavy 
frigates of the enemy, viz: the Guerriere, Macedonian, 
and Java. The Navy Department is also in possession 
of a Royal Standard of Great Britain, which was taken 
at York, and a Union Jack and flag, which were cap- 
tured at Fort George. The flags of five small vessels 
which were captured, have not been received. Your 


of European nations, and more especially by the pro- | committee regret that the Journals of Congress do not 
ceedings of the Congress of our Revolution. It is be- j exhibit statements of all standards and colors which 
lieved there cannot be a difference of opinion on this! were taken during our Revolution by the Army and 
subject; it is natural to rejoice at the victories and the | Navy of the United States. ‘The carly attention of 
glory ofourcountry. In Europe, the trophies which have ; the Legislature to this subject inclines them to believe 


been gained in war, are preserved with uncommon care. į 
As monuments of national power they have ever been 
cherished by all civilized nations. Tu England they 
are highly prized. Not content that they should con- 
stitute the ornaments of their military institutions, 
such standards are deemed proper subjects for the de- 
corations of the temples which they have consecrated 
to the purposes of religious worship ; the sacred chap- 
els, in common with the royal palaces, are the places 
in which are displayed to every subject and traveller 
the banners which the British forces have won from 
their enemies. It must be recollected, that the stand- 
ard of our fourth regiment of infantry, which the en- 
emy received at the lamentable surrender of Detroit, 
was in haste conveyed to Europe. Immediately after 
its arrival in London, the public prints informed us, 
that it was triumphantly displayed in the Council 
Chamber at Whitehall. Such is the British practice. 


they were very numerous. ‘The capture of Earl Corn- 
wallis alone furnished twenty-four of them. In all 
probability, as many were taken with General Bur- 
goyne. 

By some the exhibitions which are contemplated may 
be considercd as too trivial for legislative provision. 
Your committee would coincide with them in this opin- 
ion, did the practice only afford a momentary gratifi- 
cation to the curious. Experience must have taught 
European Governments that national benefits were de- 
rived from the course which they have adopted. It is 
presumed that essential consequences proceed from the 
practice, more especially when a nation shall be en- 
gaged in war. Such trophies excite the spirit of a na- 
tion; the result is national character. ‘The arrival of 
an cnemy’s flag is sufficient to rouse the population of 
London or Paris. On such occasions the finest na- 
tional feelings are developed; and to the honor of our 
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fellow-citizens be it said, they have not been found to | approve the labored calculation of the enemy; with 
want this species of national sensibility when the flags ; her confound reason and common sense, and attribute 

of the Guerriere, Macedonian, and Java, &c. were ex- j simple truths to fallacious causes? or shall we give 

hibited to them. It was indifferent whether they con- | into a practice so generally cherished hy other nations? 

sidered themselves of the war or of the peace party, | Our successes on the occan constitute the Pride of our 

each was ambitious to rank the victor with himself. | country; they have secured to us the respect of foreign 

The national taste and propensity is strongly marked ! nations. In Europe we again hold that rank which 

by the cagerness with which all view representations | our ancestors had obtained by their many hard fought 

of our late unparallelled naval victories. If, then, the | conflicts, which we had nearly forfeited. Have we 

art and genius of the painter can thus excite our na- | not accomplished more than did Spain with her “in. 
tures, may we not look for much more when we have | vincible Armadas,” than did Holland with her De 
the physical facts placed before us instead of fancy? | Witts, Van Tromps, and De Ruyters; than France 
‘These flags, the trophies won by our gallant tars, dem- | could achieve when she was in the zenith of her naval 
onstrate to us and the world, that the invincibility of | power; than did Great Britain with her Nelsons, Rod- 
the British naval power has been very much exagger- i neys, Howes, and St. Vincents? The naval annals of 
ated. In battle will the recollection of them sustain | England furnish no instance in which every vessel be 
our sailors, and impart additional skill and valor in | longing to a hostile flect was captured. 

support of the cause of our country. The value of| Some may doubt our possessing a number of stand- 
standards does not depend upon the gaudy colors which | ards sufficient to warrant their public exhibition. Had 
they exhibit, no more than upon the nature of the stuff} we but few of them we should not deny our sanction 
of which they may be fabricated. ‘Phey have been, at | to the principle. Your committee regret that special 
all times, regarded as the insignia of fame and power. | order had not been taken by Congress immediately 
Their surrender is the act of submission. ‘The last | after the receipt of the first present of this kind; we 
wish of the proud bearer, is the preservation of his | allude to the colors which were taken by General 
eagle; too often is the loss of it sealed with the loss of | Montgomery from the 7th British regiment, at Cham- 
life. In Europe, where military operations are on a | blee, on the 18th of October, 1775. The French pride 


large scale, though the result of a battle should prove 
destructive to thousands of thosc who were engaged, 
the capture of a single standard constitutes a promi- 
nent feature in the details of the action, and adds much 
to the brilliancy of the achievement. Colors taken 
from the enemy, were considered a present worthy the 
nation, to General Washington, for his signal services 
in the capture of Earl Cornwallis. ‘The records of the | 
proceedings of Congress, during the whole of our Rev- 
olution, mention but two instances where this highly 
honorable and distinguished mark of approbation was 
voted. In fine, we have declared the flag shall guar- 
anty the safety of our citizens. Can a higher value 
be set upon it? Can we attach more honor to it? 

It may be asked, what will be the effects of a public 
display of the flags which have been taken from our 
enemies? This view is considered to be important. 
No one can doubt that the Government and the people 
of England would rather we should have taken mil- 
lions of their merchandise, than that we should have it 
in our power to exhibit the flag of a single sloop of 
war, which was gained by equal force. If the enemy 
will expose to the view of the British nation and every 
traveller who may visit them, the one or two which 
they have captured from us, shall we conceal the many 
we have taken from them, and thus lead others to 
doubt our possessing any! Shall we permit the nu- 
merous trophies of our Revolution to moulder into dust 
by a voluntary concealment, without any cflort for 
their preservation? If this shall have happened to the 
proud monuments of our independence, shall the fate 
of those which are now perfect, and which have been 
so lately won on our own coast, on that of South 
America, off the Azores, on the Lakes, in short, in all 
latitudes where our tars have come in contact with 
the enemy, be the same? Is not the preservation of 
these flags a duty which we owe to the people of the 
United States! Are the achievements of that gallant 
little navy, which a few months ago was the object of 
derision with the statesmen and the people of England, 
but now the cause of their fears, to be buried in obli- 
vion? Shall we put at rest the inquiry which the 
glorious deeds of our sailors have excited in the Par- 
liament of Great Britain? Shall we, at our expense, 


themselves on their ability to exhibit the two which 
they have taken from our present enemy; for so lately 
as the year 1800, they had only two of the naval flags 
of Great Britain. ‘hough the War and Navy De- 
partments can immediately furnish but twenty or 
twenty-five of these flags, it is probable the place of 
deposite will be ascertained, so as to put within our 
power many of those which were gained during our 
Revolution. Where are those which were won during 
our dispute with France in 1798? The same may 
be asked of those which the defeats of Derne and 
Tripoli should furnish. he only object which res 
mains for consideration is the place most proper for the 
exhibition. 

This should be public and easy of access, at the 
same time that it should be perfectly secure from vil- 
lanous attempts. These flags should be placed so as 
to be seen by every citizen who might wish to observe 
them. It will be of advantage that they should be no- 
ticed by every foreigner who may visit the United 
States. Can any objection be made to the spacious 
national apartments which are devoted to legislative 
purposes? What ornaments can be more suitable? 
Go abroad, and you may see the walls of the British 
House of Lords decorated with representations of some 
of the celebrated battles which were fought by the 
troops of Great Britain. At home we find the princi- 
ple already established by one branch of the Legisla- 
ture of the United States: in the Senate Chamber we 
observe engravings of some of the battles of our Revo- 
lution; and had time allowed the execution of the 
original design of the architect, the precedent would 
have had existence in the Chamber of the Representa- 
tives of the United States. It was contemplated that 
the frieze, over the capitals of the Corinthian columns 
which sustain the dome, should present, in relievo, a 
regular series of the battles which secured our inde- 
pendence. Such decorations might gratify the artist, 
and afford an opportunity to display his talents; but 
in a national view, little or nu effect would be produced. 
It must be conceded that much more will be commu- 
nicated to the spectator by the display of the captured 
standards. No one can pretend that any difference 
exists between the representations which we have no- 
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enemy, as will warrant the public exhibition of the one 
and preclude that of the other: these subjects arc most 
immediately connected, and their tendency must be the 
same. The public exhibition of these trophies is a 
tribute due to the very superior skill and valor which 
achieved them; the sight of thein will bring to recol- 
lection every circumstance of cause and effect; they 
will constitute valuable records of illustrious portions 
of our history ; they will form a collection of the proud- 
est monuments to commemorate the brilliant deeds of 
a rising generation. 


Mr. Seypert also communicated to the House 
the following documents: 


Comumurrer Room, Dee. 1813. 


Sir: The following resolution has been adopted by 
the House of Representatives of the United States, 
viz: 

“ Resolved, ‘That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire into the present condition and distribution of the 
flags, standards, and colors, which have been taken by 
the forces of the United States from their enemies, and 
whether it would be expedient to make any provision 
in relation to them; with leave to report by bill or 
otherwise.” 

The committee to whom the above resolution has 
been referred has instructed me to state, that they con- 
template the collection, prescrvation, and public exhi- 
bition, of the subjects thercin embraced. On the 23d 
of June, 1778, Congress “ Resolved, That the Board of 
War be directed to collect the standards and colors 
taken from the enemy by the Army ofthe United States, 
since the commencement of the war.” ‘The commit- 
tee request such general information as the Navy De- 
partment can furnish on this subject. It is particularly 
desired to know, whether any order or practice has 
been at any time adopted, under the resolution of June 
23d, 1778. The committee are anxious to ascertain 
the number of naval flags which remain of those that 
were taken during our Revolutionary struggles, their 
present condition, and manner of preservation, Can 
the names of the captured vessels to which these flags 
belonged be ascertained, together with their rates; and 
the names of the victorious and vanquished command- ; 
ers? he same information is requested concerning 
such flags as have been taken by the forces of the j 
United States during their dispute with France, in | 
1798; concerning those which were gained from Trip- 
oli, and such as have been taken since the commence- 
ment of the present war with Great Britain. 

With sentiments of respect, I have the honor to 
be, &c., 


{ 


29 


wry 


ADAM SEYBERT, Chairman. 
Hon. Wx. Jones, Sec’y of the Navy. 

Navy Devanrtrurnt, Jan. 25, 1814. 
Sim: In reply to the inquiries contained in your let- 
ter of the 22d ultimo, I have to remark, that the reso- 
lution of Congress of the 23d of June, 1778, directing 
the collection of standards and colors taken from the 
enemy, appearing to relate to those only which were 
taken by the army of the United States, it is not sup- 
posed that “any order and practice have been, at any 
time, adopted,” fin pursuance of that resolution, con- 
cerning naval trophies of a similar kind. ‘I'he records 


and documents'of this Department aflord no light re- | 


specting such flags as are inquired for by the commit- 
tee, anterior to the declaration of the present war, nor 
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are there any such flags or standards in any depository 
of the Department, that were taken prior to this time. 
Those which have been captured from the enemy by 
the public armed vessels of the United States, and re- 
ceived at this Department since the 18th of June, 1812, 
have been carefully preserved, and are now suspended 
in the office of the Secretary of the Navy, subject to 
such ‘disposition as Congress may provide for their 
better security and exhibition. The enclosed paper 
embraces all the particulars in relation to them within 
the power of the Department to present to the com- 
mittee. 

I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, W. JONES. 


The Hon. Avam Sexzent, Chairman, &c. 
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N. B. In addition to the flags which belong to the 
captured vessels above named, there are, in this De- 
partment, a Royal Standard of Great Britain, taken at 
York on the 27th of April, 1813, a Royal Mace taken 
from the Parliament House, at the same tine and 
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the Committee for the District 


place, and a Union Jack and flag, taken at Fort George 
on the 27th of May, 1813. These were transmitted 
to the Department by Commodore Chauncey. 

It is believed that this statement includes all the 
flags of the public armed vessels of the enemy that have 
been taken by the public armed vessels of the United 
States, since the commencement of the present war, 
excepting those of five small vessels captured by Com- 
modore Chauncey on Lake Ontario, and those of the 
brigs Detroit end Caledonia, taken by Lieutenant El- 
liott on Lake Eric, which have not been received. 


Judiciary, reported a hill to define more explicitly 
the duties of the Judges of the General Court of 
the Territory of Indiana; which was read twice. 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Monday next. 

An engrossed joint resolution, “ directing a 
sword to be presented to the nearest male relative 
of Midshipman John Clark,” was read the third 
time and passed. 

An engrossed bill to amend the acl, entitled 
“An act, laying duties on the notes of banks, 
bankers, and certain companies; and notes, bonds, 
and obligations, discounted by banks, bankers, 
and certain companies; and on bills of exchange 
of certain descriptions ;” was read the third time, 
and passed. 

An engrossed bill to satisfy the claim of Mary 
Wells, executrix of William Wells, was read the 
third time and passed. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of William 
Piatt was read the third time and passed. 

The bill to compensate Michael Hogan for the 
occupation and damage done to his house by cer- 
tain United States troops, passed through a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, was reported to the House, 
and ordered to a third reading. 

The House resolved itself intoa Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill further to amend the act 
regulating pensions to persons on board private 
armed vessels. The bill was reported with sun- 
dry amendments, which were concurred in by the 
House; and the bill ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

On motion of Mr. Irvinc— 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be directed to inquire into the expediency 
of amending the law laying duties on sales at 
auction of merchandise and of ships and vessels, 
with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for attaching to the Can- 
ton district in Ohio, a tract of land lying between 
of Congress.—Referred to the Committee of the | the foot of the Rapids of Miamiand the Counee- 
Whole to whom is referred the report ofaselect | ticut Reserve. 
committee on the memorial of sundry inhabitants} On the suggestion of Mr. Grosvenur— 
of Baltimore upon the same subject. Mr. McKur explained the object of the bill. 

Mr. Jennings presented a protest of the Legis- The public lands of the United States, he said, 
lative Council of the Indiana Territory. against | are divided into several districts, in which offices 
the proceedings of the Governor of that Territory | are opened for the purpose of making sales of 
in re-dividing the Territory into Council districts. | those lands. The tract mentioned in the bill was 
Referred to Mr. Jennincs, Mr. Montcomenry, | not at present included in any district, and it was 
Mr. Winter, Mr. Humrneeys.and Mr. Stunces. for the purpose of bringing it into the market that 

Mr. Newron, from the Committee on Com- it Was now proposed to attach it to the Canton 
merce and Manufactures, reported a bill for the | district to which it is contiguous, &c. 
relief of Samuel Ellis; which was read twice,| Mr. Hatt, of Georgia, declared his disapproba- 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on | tion of the bill. He said Congress was now trou- 
Monday next. bled with constant applications from the purcha- 


Wan DEPARTMENT, Jan. 13, 1814. 
Sin: Of the standards and colors taken hy the army 
of the United States, during the war of the Revolution, 
six remain in this office; others, it is understood, were 
deposited in Philadelphia while Congress sat in that 
city. Whether they were or were not brought to this 
place with the public offices, cannot be ascertained. 
I have the honor to be, with great respect, your most 
obedient servant, 
JOHN ARMSTRONG. 
Hon. W. Srynent, Chairman, &c. 


Mr. Ssynerr, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to provide for the collection, preser- 
vation, and public exhibition, of such flags, stand- 
ards, and colors, as shall have been or may here- 
after be taken, by the land and naval forces of the 
United States, from their enemies; which was 
read twice aud, together with the report, com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole on Monday 
next. 


Sartnrpay, February 5. 

Mr. Porrer presented a petition of sundry dis- 
tillers in the town of Newport, in the State of 
Rhode Island, praying that the act laying duties 
on stills may be repealed; or, that the said duties 
may be reduced; or, that the tax may be laid 
upon the quantity of liquor distilled, and not upon 
the capacity of thesstill; or, that the stills may 
be taxed for the time only in which they are ac- 
tually employed.—Retferred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. Fisk, of New York, presented a petition 
of sundry owners of mills, in the counties of 
Orange, Ulster, and Dutchess, in the State of New 
York, complaining of the oppressions of Oliver 
Evans, in the exercise of his patent right to cer- 
tain mill machinery, and praying the interference 


1245 


1246 


FEBRUARY, 1814. 


H. or R. 


sers of public lands for extension of credit; and 
he was, for one, unwilling to increase the number 
of those public debtors or to bring more of the 
lands into market before those already sold are 
paid for. He concluded his remarks by moving, 
for the purpose of destroying the bill, that the 
first section be stricken out. 

After some observations from Mr. McKee in 
reply, the question was put on Mr. Ha.w’s motion 
and lost, without a division. 

The bill was reported to the House without 
amendment and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


POST OFFICE ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. Incersouu submitted the following resolu- 
tion and specifications : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to cause to bo laid before this House such 
information as may be obtained under the following 
particulars of inquiry respecting the General Post 
Office Establishment of the United States. 


Mr. I. observed, that it would be recollected 
that he had the honor some wecks ago to submit 
a resolution to the House for the purpose of in- 
quiring into the expediency of a better organiza- 
tion of that anomaly under the Constitution, the 
Post Office Department, and for bringing it nearer 
than it is to the Constitutional principles, regu- 
lating other Executive departments in respect to 
their appointments to office. Under that resolu- 
tion a committee had been appointed, who re- 
ported a bill for referring the appointments in the 
principal distributing post offices to the President 
and Senate. Owing tothe pressure of other busi- 
ness, however, this bill had never been called up 
fora third reading. ‘The Army bills, and other 
public considerations of more moment, had occu- 
pied the time of the House in preference. Mr. L 
said he did not regret this delay, as further reflec- 
tion and conversation with gentlemen on both 
sides of the House had satisfied him that such an 
act as the one proposed would tend but in a very 
inadequate measure to remedy the evils existing— 
of which many had been presented to his notice 
in the course of general incidental examination. 
There must be a radical reform. He therefore 
proposed to institute inquiries, with that view; 
relinquishing, with the leave of the House, or at 
least suspending the prosecution of the act re- 
ported, which would not answer the purpose. by 
itself, of even beginning the reform. 'To con- 
sume no more time than was absolutely neces- 
sary, Mr. J. said he would trouble the House no 
longer than to state, very briefly, such explana- 
tions as might be due to each item of the inquiry 
he contemplated. 

1. The names, places of residence, and number of 
all the postmasters of the United States, together with 
the salary and emoluments of each, and the aggregate 
compensation of the whole. 

Under this head, Mr. I said that he himself had 
obtained the requisite information, so far as it 
concerned the number of postmasters. There 
appeared to be now three thousand and fifteen. 
But his wish was to possess the House formally 


to say, at any rate, that they amount to much 
more than is supposed. 


2. The number of clerks in cach and every post 
office of the United States, including those in the Gen- 
eral Post Office, together with the salary and emolu- 
ments of each, and the aggregate compensation of the 
whole. 


What the number of these clerks may be, or 
the amount of their emoluments, Mr. I observed, 
he did not know; but he had understood that 
their numbers were discretionary, or rather arbi- 
trary, and their emoluments too; if so, it was 
high time certainly to limit both. 

3. The amount allowed and paid out of the public 
funds for house rent, or room rent, stationery, fucl, and 
all other expenses, stated or contingent, in cach and 
all of the post oflices in the United States, distinguish- 
ing each item in each office, as well as exhibiting the 
whole amount in them all. 

This matter, Mr. I. said, especially required the 
interference of Congress. If he was not misin- 
formed, it was the usage to allow certain post- 
masters, he did not know particularly which, a 
contingent fund of $7,000 a year, in addition to 
the $2,000 salary; out of which contingent fund, 
those intrusted with it had a diseretionary power 
to appropriate what they pleased for rent, fuel, 


clerks, stationery, and all other expenses. The 
consequences might be readily imagined. Very 


little of this fund was ever returned as surplus; 
and, in one place which Mr. I. had heard of, 
$1,200 a year were regularity retained in payment 
for a room, which he knew, he said, not to be 
worth, at the most, more than $500, if even the 
half of that. 

4. The amount, annually, of charges incident to the 
transportation of the mail, in the consumption, loss or 
destruction of bags or other articles provided at the 
public expease. 

5. The amount of all contracts for the transportation 
of the mail of the United States, with the names of the 
contractors, and aggregate expense. 

6. The amount of all contracts for extra services, 
together with the names of the persons employed, and 
their extra allowance during the last four years. 

7. The regulations, if any ; instructions, if any; and 
practice that prevail respecting franking by postmas- 
ters; and the deduction, as far as can be ascertained, 
which the public revenue sustains from their franking. 

This, said Mr. I, is a most important item. 
Unless he was mistaken, the abuses of this privi- 
lege of franking were enormous. For instance, a 
gentleman residing at one place, with an estate 
at a distance in another, asks the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to establish a post office near his estate; the 
Postmaster General complies; a steward or other 
agent performs the duties, which are seldom very 
heavy. The product to the Treasury, in the 
course of a year, may be ten or twenty dollars. 
Yet the gentleman with the privilege, living ata 
distance, never attending to the ofice, franks let- 
ters and packages to any extent he pleases. 
Again: a deputy postmaster is placed on an elec- 
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tioneering committee—or even without that ex- 
cuse, he franks all the communications which a 
committee, or & caucus, or a printer may request 
of him. Abuses of this sort, Mr. I. bad heard of, 
to a most unwarrantable extent. He had not, 
however, no doubt, been acquainted with half the 
extent of the cvil. 

8. Information of the particular duties performed by 
the Deputy Postmaster General, and by the Assistant 
Postmaster General, as distinct from the duties per- 
formed by the Postmaster General; in order that it 
may appear whether the permanent existence of all 
three of those offices is indispensable to the public 
service. 

Mr. I. was not prepared, he observed, to ques- 
tion the propriety of that arrangement which in- 
dulged the Postmaster General with two princi- 
pal deputies, besides seventeen clerks. But he 
thought no harm, at all events, could result from 
an investigation into this subject. Assistants had 
not long ago been refused to the Secretary of 
War, at a moment when his official duties were 
immensely increased. Such a thing was not 
known in any of the other Departments. A bill 
had lately been reported, pursuant to a resolution, 
for compelling the Attorney General to reside 
permanently at the Seat of Government. If the 
Postmaster was entitled to deputies and assistants, 
why not gratify the Attorney General with them 
too? Yet nobody dreamt of such a thing. 

But Mr. I. said, that his only object at present 
was inquiry, which to be sure could do no harm. 
He was persuaded that it would be attended by 
beneficial consequences. The system would be 
renovated. Many abuses would be extirpated. 
The public money would be economised. Ap- 
pointments to important offices would be regu- 
lated on Constitutional principles. Perhaps the 
answers called for by this resolution could not be 
afforded in time to legislate on the subject this 
session ;:more especially, as it appeared to be in 
contemplation, very wisely as he thought, to make 
it short by an early adjournment. But, either 
at this or a succeeding session, he had no doubt 
that the information to be obtained under this 
resolution would convinee Congress of the neces- 
sity of their interposition and cnable them to 
make it effectual for the bettcr organization of 
the Post Office Department. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

MODIFICATION OF THE EMBARGO. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to provide for the return 
to their own districts of vessels detained by the 
embargo in other districts than those to which 
they belong. The hill was reported to the House 
with several amendments, which were concurred 
in by the House. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Kixe, of Mas- 
sachusetts, further to amend the bill. by striking 
out the word “provisions,” in the 12th line, and 
the following words contained in the 12th, 13th, 
and 14th lines: * which were on board the same 
when the masters received notice of the act as 
aforesaid,” 


A division of the question was called for by 
Mr. Murrres, and, on the question to strike out 
the word “ provisions,” it was determined in the 
negative—yeas 51, nays 69, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Baylies of Mass., Bayly of Virginia, 
Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, Cilley, Cox, Cul- 
peper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, 
Gaston, Geddes, Grosvenor, Hale, Howell, Hunger- 
furd, Jackson of Rhode Island, Kent of New York, 
King of Massachusetts, Lewis, Lovett, Markell, Miller, 
Moflit, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, John 
Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, Sheffey, Ship- 
herd, Smith of New York, Sturges, Taggart, Tall- 
madge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, 
Webster, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson of Mas- 
sachusctts, Winter, and Wood. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Avery, Bard, Barnett, 
Bowen, Brown, Butler, Caldwell, Chappell, Clopton, 
Comstock, Condict, Conard, Crawford, Crouch, Davis, 
of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, Earle, Evans, 
Farrow, Findley, Fisk of New York, Forney, Gholson, 
Goodwyn, Griffin, Grundy, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Irving, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, 
Kilbourn, King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, 
Macon, McCoy, McLean, Murfree, Nelson, Newton, 
Parker, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
of Tennessee, Rich, Roanc, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, 
Sevier, Seybert, Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, 
Smith of Virginia, Stanford, Tannehill, Telfair, Udree, 
Williams, Wilson of Pennsylvania, and Yancey. 


The question was then taken on the residue of 
the amendment proposed by Mr. Kina, and was 
also determined in the negative. 

A motion was made by Mr. PICKERING, to 
amend the bill by striking out the second section, 
when the House adjourned. 


Monpay, February 7. 


A new member, to wit: from Georgia, ALFRED 
Cournpert, elected to supply the vacancy occa- 
sioned by the resignation of William W. Bibb, 
appeared, was qualified, and took his seat. 

Mr. Srurces presented petitions from sundry 
inhabitants of the State of Connecticut, who are 
non-resident proprietors of lands and houses in 
the State of Ohio, to the same effect with the pe- 
tition of sundry inhabitants of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, presented on the 31st ultimo, which 
were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. McKim presented a petition of sundry mer- 
chants and ship owners in Baltimore, praying 
that a bounty may be allowed to the owners, offi- 
cers, and crews, of private armed vessels, for the 
destruction, at sea, of enemy’s property.—Refer- 
red to the Committee on the Naval Establish- 
ment. 

The Srraxer laid before the House the annual 
report from the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittce of Ways and Means. 

Mr. Arcner, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Jesse Jennet; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 
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The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill “to provide for the return to their own dis- 
tricts of vessels detained by the embargo, in dis- 
tricts other than those where they are respectively 
owned or belong.” ; 

The question pending on adjournment, to strike 
out the second section, (restricting the number of 
seamen on board the said vessels, and prohibiting 
the transportation of passengers, other than the 
owner, supercargo for the same, or for the cargo.) 
was again pul. 

Mr. PicxertneG, of Massachusetts, supported, 
and Mr. Grunpy opposed the amendment; which 
was rejected by yeas and nays—yeas 56, nays 83, 
as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of 
Virginia, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, 
Brigham, Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cox, Cul- 
peper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, 
Ely, Geddes, Goldsborough, Hale, Howell, Hunger- 
ford, Kent of New York, King of Massachusetts, Lewis, 
Lovett, Macon, Markell, McKec, Montgomery, Mose- 
Jey, Nelson, Oakley, Pearson, Pickering, Pitkin, Post, 
John Recd, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, Sherwood, 
Smith of New York, Stanford, Sturges, Taggart, Tall- 
madge, Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Ward 
of New Jersey, Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson of 
Massachusetts, Winter, and Wood. 

Nays-—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Bowen, Brown, Butler, 
Calhoun, Chappell, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, Con- 
dict, Conard, PP awford, Creighton, Crouch, Davis of 
Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, Earle, Eppes, Evans, 
Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Fisk of New 
York, Forney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Good- 
wyn, Gourdin, Grundy, Hanson, Harris, Hasbrouck, 
Hawes, Hubbard, Humphreys, Ingersoll, Ingham, 
Irving, Irwin, Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Vir- 
ginia, Kennedy, Kent of Maryland, Kerr, Kershaw, 
King of North Carolina, Lefferts, Lyle, McCoy, Me- 
Kim, McLean, Murfrec, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, 
Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea 
of ''ennessec, Rich, Roanc, Roberts, Sevier, Skinner, 
Smith of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Strong, 
Tannchill, faylor, Telfair, Troup, Udree, Williams, 
and Yancey. 

Other amendments of a minor character were 
proposed by Mr. Brapnury of Massachusetts, 
Mr. Vose of New Hampshire, Mr. J. Reep of 
Massachusetts, Mr. Pirgin of Connecticut, and 
Mr. Warp of Massachusetts, going to extend the 
provisions of the bill, or relax its restrictions, so 
as to permit the vessels permitted so to return, to 
carry passengers, to carry provisions and naval 
stores, (interdicted by the bill,) &c. These amend- 
ments, Which gave rise to a display of more de- 
sultory argument and declamation than the sub- 
ject would appear calculated to excite, were sup- 
ported by the movers, aided by Messrs. BAYLIES, 
Grosvenor, and others, and opposed by Messrs. 
Gronpy, Farrow, McKim, McKes, and Fisk, of 
New York. They were all negatived, two or 
three of them having been decided by yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. Krne, of North Carolina, also proposed an 
amendment authorizing the President to instruct 
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the Collector of Wilmington, in North Carolina, 
to authorize certain individuals engaged in the 
erection of salt works to transport by water the 
lumber necessary for thesame. This motion was 
amended, on motion of Mr. Woop, of Massachu- 
setts, so as lo include a provision applicable to 
the importation of lumber for like purposes, from 
any port of Maine to any port of Massachusetts. 
Thus amended, Mr. King’s motion was rejected 
by 62 to 61. 

After the rejection of all these amendments, 

Mr. Witson, of Massachusetts, rose to propose 
an amendment to the bill of more general char- 
acter than the several amendments which had so 
far been proposed to the bill. He wished to try 
the principle whether the House was disposed to 
continue the interdiction of trade from one port 
to another of the same State. With this view 
he moved to add the following as a new section 
to the bill: 

“And be it further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to instruct the collectors 
aforesaid to clear out all vessels with their cargoes from 
any port in any State to another port in the same 
State.” 

Mr. W. made a short speech in support. of his 
motion. He adverted to the importance of this 
question. He said it had been deemed of suffi- 
cient moment to be made the subject of a part of 
the communication from the Governor to the 
Legislature of a respectable State, and for the 
different branches of that Legislature to take it 
into consideration. It appeared to him, for this 
reason, as well as those which he afterwards enu- 
merated, to be the province of this Legislature to 
take the subject into their serious consideration, 
Among other arguments against the expediency 
of interdicting the coasting trade, he stated the 
fact that in some districts of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, that between Penobscot and Schoodic, 
for instance, there was not, in the most prosperous 
years, more than one-fourth enough provision 
raised for the consumption of the district; and, 
if they meant to support life, the law lately passed 
left to them no other alternative than that of 
breaking the law, or leaving the soil. A great 
Constitutional question also presented itself, whe- 
ther Congress had a right to interdict the inter- 
course between ports in the same State. On re- 
{erring to the Constitution, no such power was 
to be found. A power was indeed given to reg- 
ulate commerce with foreign nations, between 
the different States, and with Indian tribes—and 
| the expression of these seemed to exclude all other 

power on this head, and of course to exclude the 
power of regulating commerce within the States; 
and he was the more inclined to believe this con- 
struction correct, because the grant of power to 
| regulate commerce with the Indian tribes would 
| have been superfluous if all power to regulate 
commerce within the States was given. li was 
a fact, he said, that some of the islands with 
which, under the embargo law, all commerce was 
interdicted, were entitled to send representatives 
to the State Legislature, who were thus prevented 
| from attending the seat of Government. Some 
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of these towns contributed to send a Represent- 
ative to this floor; and such was the absurdity 
of our laws, that, if a Representative were to be 
chosen from one of these islands, he. could not 
attend the duty, because he was prohibited from 
moving. The Constitution never contemplated 
such a case as this. As to the distance of these 
islands from land, Mr. W. said, the whole Brit- 
ish navy could lic between some of these islands 
and the main land. Mr. W. made a number of 
other observations, and concluded by inviting a 
fair discussion and decision on this motion. 

Mr. Grunpy, of Tennessee, said it was from 
no disrespect to the gentleman last up that he 
declined going into the discussion he bad invited. 
Although the question had been distinctly de- 
cided by the House, Mr. G. said he did believe 
there were many individuals in and out of the 
House who were of opinion that Congress did 
not possess the power to interdict the coasting 
trade. He was aware of the expression of the 
sentiments of the Governor of a respectable State, 
and of the resolutions of the Legislature, which 
would probably be consequenton it. Whenever 
they should come before this House, it would 
then be in the power of those who entertain no 
doubts on the subject to show the justice of their 
opinions. If the House were now to enter into 
an investigation of this subject, the passage of 
this bill, which gentlemen had represented as im- 
mediately necessary, would be much delayed. 
He believed it would take a week to discuss the 
question just proposed, if seriously taken; and it 
was well known that, but for this bill, the loan 
bill would have been even this day taken up. It 
was evident, therefore, that this was not the mo- 
ment for discussing the question; and it was, 
therefore, for his part, that he declined entering 
into it, 

On motion of Mr. Oaxtuy, of New York, the 
House then adjourned. 


Tuespay, February 8. 

Mr. Oax.ry, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill for the better organization 
of the Courts of the United States within the 
State of New York; which was read twice, and 
committed toa Committee of the whole House 
to-morrow. 

Mr. Lownnes, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the bill from the Senate, “in 
addition to an act, entitled “An act allowing a 
bounty to the owners, officers, and crews, of the 
private armed vessels of the United States,” with 
amendments; which were read, and, together 
with the bill, committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

The engrossed bill giving pensions to the or- 
phans and widows of persons slain on board the 
public or private armed vessels of the United 
States; the engrossed bill for attaching to the 
Canton district in Ohio a tract of land lying be- 
tween the foot of the Rapids of Miami and the 
Connecticut Reserve; and the engrossed bill to 


compensate Michael Hogan for the occupation 


and damage done to his house by certain United 
States troops; were severally read a third time, 
and passed. 


MODIFICATION OF THE EMBARGO. 

The Honse resumed the consideration of the 
unfinished businéss, being the bill *to provide 
for the return to their own districts of vessels 
detained by the embargo in districts other than 
those where they are owned or belong.” 

The amendment moved by Mr. Wixson, of 
Massachusetts, viz: to amend the bill by append- 
ing thereto a new section, requiring the President 
to instruct the collectors to clear out all vessels 
from one port to another of the same State, being 
still under consideration—and no debate arising 
thereon— 

The question was taken on this proposed 
amendment, and decided in the negaltive—yeas 
49, nays 74, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of 
Virginia, Bigelow, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cox, Culpeper, Daven- 
port, Davis of Massachusetts, Dewey, Ely, Hale, Hop- 
kins of New York, Howell, Hungerford, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, King of Massachusetts, Law, Lewis, 
Markell, McKee, Moffit, Montgomery, Moscley, Pear- 
son, Pickering, Post, Potter, William Reed, Ruggles, 
Shefiey, Smith of New York, Stanford, Stuart, Sturges, 
Taggart, Tallmadge, Thompson, Vose, Webster, 
Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, 
and Winter. 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ar- 
cher, Avery, Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Bradley, 
Brown, Calhoun, Chappell, Clark, Comstock, Conard, 
Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, Cuthbert, Davis of 
Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, Tarrow, Findley, 
Fisk of New York, Forney, Forsyth, Gholson, Good- 
wyn, Grundy, Iall, Harris, Hasbrouck, Hawes, Hub- 
bard, Humphreys, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irwin, John- 
son of Virginia, Kennedy, Kerr, Kershaw, King of 
North Carolina, Lefferts, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, 
McLean, Murfree, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pi- 
per, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Ten- 
nessce, Roane, Roberts, Sage, Sevier, Seybert, Smith 
of Pennsylvania, Smith of Virginia, Tannchill, Tel- 
fair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Williams, 
Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wood, and Yancey. 


Mr. Kine, of North Carolina, moved to amend 
the bill, by adding to it a new section, to the fol- 
lowing effect: 

“'That the President be and is hereby authorized 
to permit the transportation by water of such lumber 
as may be necessary in the erection of salt works, pro- 
vided it should appear that the same have been pre- 
pared before the passage of the embargo act, and pro- 
vided the owners of the same shall give security in 
double the value of the vessel and cargo that the lum- 
ber thus transported shall be applied exclusively to the 
erection of salt works.” 

This motion was negatived, without a di- 
vision. 

The SPEAKER having declared this vote before 
| Mr. Kine was aware of it. and he not being there- 
fore allowed to move a division of the House on 
the question . 

Mr. Kine then moved that the bill be recommit- 
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to a Committee of the whole House. This ques- 
tion was decided in the negative, by yeas and 
nays, by a majority of about two to one. 

The question being then stated, that the Dill be 
engrossed fora third reading— 

Mr. Porrer said he was opposed to the bill, 
because it did not give the desired relief to indi- 
viduals; and the contemplated relief to the Gov- 
ernment, in the last section, in the transportation 
of stores, could as well be done in public vessels. 
He said, if the Government wished or expected 
the people to have confidence in their measures, 
they must have more stability themselves; as in 
proportion to the instability of the Government, 
were the want of confidence, murmurs, com- 
plaints, and disaffection, of the people. What, he 
asked, was the fact, as it respected the embargo 
recently passed, in great haste, but with a full 
knowledge of the situation of every part of the 
nation? By the time it was made known through- 
out the United States, a bill was passed for the 
relief of the people of Nantucket. An agent from 
that place, waiting on Congress to get relief from 
their taxes, which he found impracticable, as he 
was here, would accept of something, neither 
asked nor thought of by his employers; a bill was 
therefore passed for their relief, who at the time 
must have been much better off than the people 
in the Eastern country generally. As he, Mr, P., 
had heard, that about the time that bill passed, a 
large quantity of flour was advertised for sale at 
that place,and by the time that bill reaches them 
they will expect another. Under such circum: 
stanees, what confidence can the people have in 
any acts of the Government? ‘This bill, merely | 
giving an opportunity to carry home empty ves. 
sels, is no advantage to many of the people con- 
cerned in them—particularly to those in Massa- 
chusetts—as the men belonging to them have 
mostly gone home, some hundreds of miles, by 
land. This bill gives them liberty to travel back. 
and take their vessels home, taking as many sail- 
ors to work them as in the opinion of the col- 
lector is necessary; giving bonds in the sum of 
five hundred dollars each, to deliver them at the 
port of destination. And, if a poor sailor is wil- 
ling to go on board, and work his passage home 
to his family, he cannot be admitted by this law 
to that privilege, unless he can procure bonds, in 
the sum of five hundred dollars, that he will go 
home to his family, and not run away; and not 
even then, if the collector should be of opinion 
that they have men enough to work the vessel 
without. As this bill, therefore, gives them litile 
or no relief, it will encourage them to expect 
something better. As they cannot suppose this 
bill was passed to aggravate their sufferings, you 
therefore keep them in idleness, waiting in sus- 
pense, to their ruiu, instead of seeking some other 
employment for the support of themselves and 
families. 

Mr. P. said, he was unwilling to 


tion; and, if the pre 
instead of emigration from the Eastern States, 
he expected to see the people removing from the 
frontier settlements to them, as itis natural for 
them to go where they can live the easiest and 
best, and get the most. He said, the operation of 
the present system upon the Eastern and South- 
ern States was very much as it would be inthe 
United States, generally, if we were to permit 
large importations of foreign goods, and prevent 
the export trade entirely. The consequence would 
be, if we could not export our produce to pay for 
our importations, it would very soon drain all the 
money out of the country, What, he asked, was 
the situation of the United States, in the present 
state of things? The Eastern States purchase 
the raw material cheap from the South, manu- 
facture it, and send it back to them to consume, 
with all the expenses of manufacturing and trans- 
portation both way, with such profits as they see 
tic having no foreign goods to compete with them. 
The Southern people cannot pay with their prod- 
uce; the consequence is, their produce must 
remain on their hands without a market, and the 
Eastern people are getting away all their money, 
which is very evident from the present tendency 
of the specie trom the Middle and Southern 
banks to the Eastward. And although, he said, 
the Eastern States had suffered much by the loss 
of their commerce, and were not doing as well as 
they had been, yet, by the very bign price on 
the very great quantities of foreign goods they 
had on hand, and by their industry, and the ad- 
vantage at present given to their manufacturing 
establishments, their situation, when compared 
with many others, was very good. 

© Mr. P. said, he was for commerce unshackled 
and unrestrained, or embargo rigidly enforced. 
Let the people have something that they can de- 
pend upon: if you give them commerce, Jet them 
have it free, and time to enjoy it; if you give 
them embargo, let them have it, and they will 
calculate accordingly. Let them have something 
certain and speedy, that they may know what to 
depend upon. 

Mr. P. said, it had been very unpleasant to him 
to see many of his constituents and friends, after 
spending their time and money tn building, lad- 
ing, and maaning ships, for foreign voyages, and 


believe that | just ready to unfurl their sails, prevented from 
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going to sea by an embargo, to their ruin. And, 
at this time, when those people, having placed 
confidence in the frequent professions of those in 
power, concerning manufactories, and had placed 
much of their property in that business; and 
when the Administration, upon mature reflec- 
tion, having a full knowledge of the situation of 
every part of the nation, had adopted a system, 
and the people had prepared themselves for the 
continuation of it, supposing the Government had 
sufficient reason for adopting it, and that it wouid 
continue as long as those reasons existed—he 
hoped the Government would have a proper re- 
gard for their character for stability and consis- 
tency, and not adopt a course of policy equally 
as destructive to them as the restrictive system 
was in the first instance. 

Mr. P. said, although he had always been op- 
posed to an embargo, and was not concerned in 
either commerce or manufactures, he hoped this 
embargo would continue during the war, that the 
people may know what they have to depend upon, 
and the Government may have a fair trial of their 
system. And he believed, if it was rigidly en- 
forced, that every man in the nation must soon 
see that it has been wholly inoperative upon any 
nation except ourselves; that it had destroyed 
the revenue and the best interest of this country, 
and the President would have no excuse to rec- 
ommend another at any future period, by believ- 
ing, if this had not been evaded or relaxed, it 
would have had the desired effect. 

Mr. P. said, it was of very great importance to 
the people, that they should know how to adapt 
their industry to the views of the Government 
and situation of the country; and, for his part, 
he was tired of changing one expedient for ano- 
ther, and that it was better for the people to have 
the laws stcady—their rights few, steady, and 
defined—than to have many in imagination, and 
be kept in a state of suspense and uncertainty, to 
their ruin. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

ADDITIONAL RIFLE CORPS. 

The bill which passed this House a few days 
ago for the conversion of five regiments of infan- 
try into riflemen, was returned from the Senate 
with an amendment, striking out the material 
part of the bill, and substituting a provision to 
raise three regiments of riflemen in addition to 
the military force now authorized by law. 

And the question having been stated on con- 
curring in said amendment— 

Mr. Troup, of Georgia, advocated the adoption 
of the Senate’s amendment. He recapitulated 
the arguments which had been urged in this 
House when the subject was before under con- 
sideration, and drew a conclusion that it would 
be best upon the whole to accept the amendment 
of the Senate. In reply to the argument then 
urged, that the bill proposed an augmentation of 
the expenses of our Military Establishment, which 
ought to be avoided, Mr. T. said that four regi- 
ments of volunteers, fast year in service, having 


now passed out of service, the addition of three 
new regiments, as proposed by the Senate, would 
still leave a diminution of the total of our author- 
ized military force. It was, he understood, in 
contemplation to introduce a bill to authorize a 
consolidation of all the regiments; and if such a 
proposition should succeed, no doubt the Presi- 
dent would, as soon as practicable, consolidate 
all the force actually in service, and rid the pub- 
lic of the burden of supporting as many unem- 
ployed officers as should appear to be supernu- 
merary. On this consideration, he conceived it 
would be advisable to adopt the amendment. It 
was also known that the fortunes of Europe 
have changed. If the result should be a general 
continental peace, to which Great Britain would 
now be a party, a vast British force now em- 
ployed on the Continent would be liberated from 
that service, and some part of it at least, might, 
during the next Summer be employed on our fron- 
tier; and, in that event, it might be a matter of 
painful regret to the Legislature that there had 
been an omission of a provision of this character 
for the general defence. The responsibility for 
the proper prosecution of the war rested with the 
Executive Department of the Government, by 
whom a call had been made for these three regi- 
ments, in addition to the present Military Estab- 
lishment. There would be a great advantage, he 
added, in the opportunity afforded by the proposed 
amendment of selecting the officers and men to 
compose these regiments from the parts of the 
country most accustomed to the use of the rifle, 
and it would not be casy, from the officers now 
in service, to make such a selection; and there 
appeared to be a confidence that they would be 
easily raised. Such was the popularity of this 
description of force, that three regiments of rifle- 
men could be more expeditiously raised than one 
of infantry. The effect of this measure, there- 
fore, would be at once to place at the disposition 
of the Government three thousand men; an ob- 
jeet which, under present circumstances, was of 
no little moment. 

Mr. Suerrey, of Virginia, said it would be 
very extraordinary, if true, that of nearly six 
thousand officers in the public service, and doing 
nothing for their wages, we cannot select an hun- 
dred men fit to command three regiments of rifle- 
men. If so, the country was in a more deplora- 
ble situation than even gentlemen in the minority 
had been in the habit of supposing. But such 
was the amount of the argument; for it had been 
alleged that, although there were officers enough, 
more than there was any use for, yet they would 
not suit the purposes of this bill, for which new 
officers must be appointed. Mr. S. said he did 
not think so meanly of the officers now in ser- 
vice. From what quarter did the gentleman ex- 
pect to obtain men fit to command in these rifle 
regiments? From Georgia, Tenncssce, Ken- 
tucky, and Ohio. . Now there was not a man in 
our present Army from those States, who was 
fit for anything, that was not competent to com- 
mand in rifle corps; and, instead of one or two 
hundred, the required number to officer these re- 
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giments, there were five, if not ten times the 
number of officers in the present Army from those 
States. It did appear to him, he said, that when 
members saw crowding upon them loan bills tothe 
amount of he did not know how many millions; 
treasury note bills for he did not know how many 
millions more, some attention ought to be paid 
to the principles on which the present majority 
had come into power; to husbanding the public 
resources, not squandering them. ‘The gentle- 
man had told the House that our military force, 
even with the proposed addition, would not be 
greater than it was last year. Mr. 8. said it 
would be greater by the number of officers at 
least. Last year officers enough had been ap- 
pointed, if he mistook not, for an army of sixty- 
three thousand men, and their number was not 
reduced. This amendment, if agreed to, will add 
to the Military Establishment, on paper and at 
the Treasury, three thousand men. He rose 
principally to call the yeas and nays on this ques- 
tion. He could not persuade himself, he said, 
that there are not among the thousands of men 
who eat the public bread without rendering any 
service therefor, a sufficient number competent to 
do duty in rifle regiments, without appointing ; 
others. He, therefore, could not vote for the | 
amendment. 


things, from the preponderance of France, we 
had infinitely more now to fear from Great Brit- 
ain. While our sympathies have been directed 
to the fate of Spain, Holland, and Italy, Britain 
had, either openly or clandestinely, possessed her- 
self of all the naval power of the world. Her 
recent successes on the Continent called upon us 
to take a view of the situation of our own coun- 
try, now differing materially from what it had 
been. While we had been amused by alarms 
sedulously excited as to the growing power of 
Bonaparte, Britain had possessed herself of all 
the power necessary to enable her to operate. 
She is the Power which we ought to fear; against 
which we ought to be on our guard. Instead of 
using her resources in Europe in future, why 
might they not be employed to subsidize foreign 
troops for service in this country? Why might 
not the troops in Spain be transported to the 
United States? What was to prevent it? The 
ocean is free to her ships, and she has no use in 
Europe now for the immense force and expendi- 
ture heretofore employed. Under a full view of 
these considerations, he should vote for the Sen- 
ate’s amendment. So far from refusing the de- 
mands of Government, all he feared was, that 
there would not be a sufficiency of proper feeling 
throughout the country on this head; and that 


Mr. Rozentson, of Louisiana, said he should | enough force would not be asked for the security 


vote for the Senate’s amendment, because al- 
though every observation made by the gentleman 
last up might be true, yet he believed it his duty 
to vote for it as an augmentation of the Army. 
Although the men now in power might not have 

come into it on principles of economy, they came | 
in on broader principles, the general good and the 

safety of the country, which is now a stronger, 
and ought to be a more operative principle than 
that of economy. The view which had been | 
taken of this subject by the chairman of the | 
Committee, ought to excite the attention of the | 
House. He had adverted to the present state of 
Europe, and demanded whether, under present 
circumstances, a larger army was not necessary 
for the protection and safety of our country. 


of our liberties from impending danger. 

Mr. WEBSTER, of New Hampshire, opposed the 
amendment of the Senate. For his part, he said, 
he was not panie-struck with the late increase of 
the power of the enemy. He did not feel the 
firmness of his nerves shaken, particularly when 
he reflected how capable this country is to meet 
any exigency which might arise. He could wish 
that some of the considerations now so feelingly 
impressed on this House, had suggested them- 
selves to gentlemen before the measures were 
taken which placed usin our present state of war. 


| He did not know, he said, that the naval force of 


Great Britain was greater now thanit was when 
we entered into this war; and, however that 
might be, he did not feel that the salvation of 


What certainty was there, that with the immense ; this country rested on the question, whether three 
armies now under the control of England, and | regiments of infantry should be converted into 
her great Navy, she would not make an attempt | riflemen, or the riflemen should be raised in ad- 


on this country infinitely more hazardous to our | 
f 


existence as an independent people than we can 
anticipate? It was impossible to take a view of 
the present omnipotence of the British Govern- 
ment, without feeling a conviction of her power 
to injure us. While there remained a Power in 
Europe in some measure competent to counter- 
act her stupendous force, it might not have been 
necessary to feel in relation to that Power as pru- 
dence at present dictated. Our attention had, for 


a length of time, been diverted from the course of ; 


Great Britain, and fixed almost exclusively on 


the disposition of him who had been called the | 


tyrant of the world, to produce in Europe a 
power destructive of the liberties of Europe, and 
ultimately of this nation. What was the present 
state of things? How much soever we might 
have had tu fear, under any imaginary state of 


dition to the present military establishment. Mr. 
W. said he should be sorry if he could suppose 
that the safety of the country, its capacity to de- 
fend itself, depended on this question. Gentle- 
men now spoke as if they were afraid of being 
overrun; as if at this early period we were hard- 
ly able to defend ourselves. He trusted the Gov- 
ernment would now see the necessity of defensive 
measures. He felt humiliated, as a member of 
the community, to hear it said great efforts are 
necessary to defend ourselves. If such efforts 
were necessary, it was not the fault of the coun- 
try; it did not arise from the want of resources, 
but from the wanton misapplication of those re- 
sources. Mr. W. said, he could see no reason for 
the amendment proposed, which would only have 
the effect to raise additional officers, without 
promising any benefit to the public sorvice in 
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pense. 
Mr. GuoLson, of Virginia, rose principally to 
reply to a remark which fell from Mr. WERSTER. 
. Mr. G. said he felt a confidence that the resources 
of the nation had not been wantonly but judi- 


ciously applied. When it was recollected that 
England, with her hundred ships of war on our 
coast, had not been able to gain a foothold in our 
territory since the declaration of war, he did 
think that the remark, that our resources had 
been wantonly misapplied, was not justified by 
facts. An efficient protection had been extended 
to our maritime frontier; and the protection af- 


forded to New York was not inferior to that given i 
Mr. G.. said he did : 


to any port even in France. 
not feel at all alarmed for the safety of the coun- 
try. If Lord Wellington and his hundred thous- 
and men were transported here to-morrow, they 
would be repelled with disgrace. 
the country was amply sufficient for all the pur- 
poses of defence, and for the purpose, he trusted, 
of also chastising an invading enemy. 

Mr. Grosvenor, of New York, spoke at some 


f freely expend both in opposition to any invading 
enemy. But the people would not agree to carry 
on this offensive war, about the causes of which 
its very advocates disagree; they were not satis- 
fied that the blood of the nation ought to be pour- 
ed forth to attain objects not essentially import- 
ant; and which, if important they were, are not 
within our grasp at this time. Mr. G. again 
turned his attention to the bill, and said, there 
were thousands of men appointed to military 
office living like leeches on the Treasury, who 
were unemployed ; and he saw no reason for add- 
ng to their numbers, as proposed by this bill. 
Mr. Rara, of Tennessee, spoke in favor of the 
‘amendment. IIe paid all respect to the advice 
of gentlemen in opposition to it, but at present he 
; could not take it, because he was compelled to 


The power of : pursue his own opinion ; which was favorable to 


l every measure calculated to support a war which 
! he religiously believed to be just, and undertaken 
| in a good cause. 

| Mr. Rozertson, of Louisiana, again spoke, 


length against the amendment. After going over | partly in explanation, and partly in reply to those 
the ground taken by Mr. Snerrey, against add- j who had followed him. He disavowed any as- 
ing to our present army, he stated that, whatever | sertion, as imputed to him, that the officers now 
might be the circumstances of the country, they j in service were not to be trusted. He denied, 


could have no weight unless it were proved that 
the men authorized by law to be raised could be 
recruited. We had notin service altogether more 
than perhaps 15,000 regulars, whilst officers were 
appointed and receiving compensation for four 
times the number. He protested also against the 
doctrine that this force was to be voted because 
the Executive had required it. On all subjects 
coming before them, they ought to judge for them- 
selves, as the Constitution required. The only 
question ought to be, not does the Executive re- 
quest this or request that, but, does the country 
require this or require that? He then noticed 
the remarks on the present aspect of European 
affairs. I have long thought, said Mr. G., that 
this war would lead you into the difficulty the 
gentleman from Louisiana suggests. 
lieved you would carry into effect your project. 
Iam glad that gentlemen are waking to their 
senses on this subject; that they are now think- 
ing of making provision for defence instead of 
conquest. Once the subject was differently view- 


ed, Once we were to march with a few regi- ; 
ments into Canada, and sweep British power from ; 


the continent. In theory, Mr. G. said, we were 
coming to our senses, but our practice was against 
our theory. Although the object of the war never 
could be attained, we were pushing on in the 
same old blustering manner, laying embargoes, 
raising armies, &c. Mr. G. ridiculed the idea 
which had been held out of the efficiency of the 
protection afforded to the maritime frontier; 
quoted the address of the Republican Legislature 
of North Carolina to disprove it; cited the ex- 
posed situation of Maryland and other States 
bordering on the ocean; and said, in short, that 
there were not ten points from Maine to Georgia 


but what were exposed, and lay at the mercy of 


* 


I never be- 


i also, that he had contended for the infallibility of 
Executive recommendations. He had been very 
much misunderstood, too, he said, if he had been 
understood to feel any panic or affection of the 
nerves at the magnitude of British power. But 
was it not well to understand the character of 
; your enemy? The gentlemen on the other side 
‘had frequently expressed their fears of the pre- 
| dominance of France. Were they panic-struck 
at the power of the Corsican tyrant? Were their 
nerves affected, and were they fearful of his 
might; or did they take a clear view of his pow- 
er, and sce cause for apprehension in its magni- 
tude? Whether fearful or not of British power, 
it was proper to pay some regard to the extent of 
!a power, greater perhaps than ever had been pos- 
sessed by any Power since the days of civiliza- 
‘tion began. The situation of things on which 
| the present war was predicated was very different 
j from the present; and was it not wise to make 
i preparations to mect it? Mr. R. declined on this 
occasion entering into the subject of the expendi- 
ture of public money as ill-timed, &c. 
; Mr. Guotson also spoke in explanation, and 
| vindicated his remark as to the defence extended 
į to the maritime frontier. To be sure a few vil- 
; lages in Maryland had been destroyed, but who 
lever thought of defending harmless villages, in 
no way connevied with military operations? 
! What Government but that of Great Britain ever 
thought of making war upon them? He madea 
number of remarks illustrative of the general de- 
fence provided by the Government, and of the 
comparative assistance extended to Maryland and 
| Virginia, and the relative co-operation of the State 
Governments, &c., and concluded by repeating 
ithe opinion he before expressed relative to the 
| defence of the important posts on the seaboard. 
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ion) have an object in this language. 
Who introduced this discussion? Not we, but 
said the arguments of these gentlemen, in rela- | the gentleman from Louisiana. The truth was, 
tion to the protection of the frontier, would be | Mr. G. said, that the Government had deserted 
much better if our memories were worse. Who | the seaboard and carried its troops on a Quixotic 
did not recollect the predictions so often reite-| expedition into Canada. He did indeed wish to 
yated during the first session of the twelfth Con- i divert their attention from Canada, but not by: 
gress, that within six, or at furthest twelve months indirect means, but by open and avowed ones. It 
after the declaration of war, our scacoast would | was an object, he said, not within their reach 5. 
be depopulated, our towns destroyed, our cities | an object, in the pursuit of which the blood of the 
burnt, and the inhabitants driven beyond the! people had been and would be poured out with- 
mountains? Were these predictions realized?| out the slightest benefit to the country. The 
Or rather, were they not in every respect falsified ?! House were now told this war had assumed a 
So great had been the impression produced in | new aspect, that Britain wasall-powerful. Gen- 
England by the inactivity of the vast British | emen ought to haveanticipated it. He well re- 
armaments on our coasts, that it had excited the! collected, he said, the time when war was declar-- 
attention of the Parliameut, and produced much l ed; it was about the time when the conqueror: 
censure. This inactivity, however, Mr. C. be-| carried his army into Russia, when, through the- 
lieved, arose not from any deficiency of that spirit | subjugation of continental Burope, England was. 
and enterprise which has always been considered | to be reached and prostrated. It was at that mo- 
the characteristic of British seamen, but was} ment we declared war against Great Britain. 
owing to the danger of attempting any thing| And what was now our situation? How long 
against our fortified posts. Mr. C. was, therefore, | was this war to be continued, plunging the nation 
surprised at the allegations of the defenceless state | still deeper and deeper in disgrace ? 
of our seacoast. The language of gentlemen had} Mr. Canuoun replied.—He said the gentleman 
a meaning, however. They had ever striven to j had very improperly charged the miuority with 
make our efforts against Canada abortive. One į bringing on this discussion. The gentleman 
way to do so, was to call out more than the pro- | himself, on this, as on every other occasion, in- 
portion of military force to the scacoast, and leave | troduced this topic of the defenceless state of our 
the Government destitute of the necessary force ; cities; and he would now state a few facts on 
to carry on operations in the North. They would | this head which should put the gentleman down. 
then have an opportunity to say that our arms | He then entered into a view of the defence of 
had failed. They were actors at the same time| various parts of the coast, and the results of at- 
they were prophets; and verified their own pre- | tacksattempted by the enemy. As to New York 
dictions by using every effort to bring them about, | in particular, he had been informed by a distin- 
in order that they might take advantage of them. | guished naval commander, so far from not being 
It was very difficult to give entire protection toj able to resist two seventy-fours, that few towns 
every part of our seacoast; but in the main the jin the world presented so respectable a defence. 
protection had been fully adequate to the enter- | The defence of our seaports, he concluded, was 
prises of the enemy against it. The object of the | not to be credited to British forbearance. He 
accusation and clamor on this head was evident-| declined entering into other topics broached by 
ly to divert the public attention from Canada, | Mr. Grosvenor, though he did in no wise agree 
and weaken our efforts in that quarter. : with him. To me, said Mr. C., it is matter of 
Mr. Grosvenor made another speech of con- j astonishment to see American citizens, in this 
siderable length, expatiating principally in sup- ; body or elsewhere, get up and tell you that all 
port of the position he had taken, when up be-| your objects have failed ; that your situation is 
tore, relative to the defenceless state of our sea-; hopeless; and, that instead of treating the subject 
board. Among other observations, he said that! with patriotic feeling, instead of exhibiting des- 
many of the towns on the seaboard were subject! pondency at that degradation of their country 
to destruction at any moment by a single frigate; which they fancifully imagine, they really ap- 
and, merely because the enemy had forborne to, pear to repeat it with delight and exultation. 
destroy them, the gentleman contended they j How, said Mr. C., do you test a friend ? By his 
were properly defended! This was, he said, a : sympathy in your joys, his condolenceand depres- 
slender reliance. Were these towns defended ; sion at your sorrows. How then do you provea 
against the probable consequence of attack ? Mr. patriot? By his sympathy with his country’s 
Q. denied that there had been sufficient defence;! cause. If that country be in prosperity, his face 
and entered into a particular examination to! beams with joy ; if in adversity, it is clouded with 
show that there had not been. New York, he} sorrow. Does the latter comport with the man- 
said, until lately, had been in such an ill state of | ner of gentlemenin speaking thus of the situation 
defence, as not to have been defencible against two į of their country ? No, sir; their countenance 
seventy-fours—and entered into an examination | and manner are wholly different. Mr. ©. was 
of ihe defenceless state of the fortifications and! not however of the same opinion with the gen- 
defences at other places, &c., by all which he sup- | tlemen. He still thought the country, if united, 
ported his first position of the deficiency of de- | possessed the means of accomplishing all the ob- 
fence assigned to the maritime frontier. The | jects of the war, protecting our seamen, and ren- 
gentleman from South Carolina has said that we dering our commerce secure. As to the con- 


Mr. CaLuouy, of South Carolina, spoke in re- | (the Opposit 
ply to Messrs. Grosvenor and Werster. He 
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quest of Canada, he hoped we possessed ample 
means to reduce all the British provinces on this 
side the water, and he feared not of accomplish- 
ing the object if necessary. 

Mr. WEBSTER again spoke.—He said he wished 
the gentlemen of the majority could on the pres- 
ent occasion have met the allegation of a neglect 
to defend the maritime frontier with some better 
reply than that the war had not been as disastrous 
as some gentlemen had apprehended it would be, 
that some part of the coast was yet safe, that it 
was not all laid in ashes, &c. Instead of this, 
we ought to have been told of great rights secured. 


the appropriation for fortifications to the subsis- 
tenceofthe Army. When specific appropriations 
were so disposed of under the color of law, it could 
surely be of little useto make them. He opposed 
the amendment on the ground of an unnecessary 

| increase of the military expenditure of Govern- 

i ment, already so great. 

| The question was then decided affirmatively 
on concurrence with the Senate—yeas 81, nays 
67, as follows: 

| Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Archer, Avery, 


What object had been effected by the war? None, | Bard, Barnett, Beall, Bowen, Brown, Butler, Cald- 
notwithstanding all the sacrifices of treasure and | well, Calhoun, Chappell, Clark, Clopton, Comstock, 
blood, and losses by the embargo, &e. Mr. W.! Condict, Conard, Crawford, Creighton, Crouch, Cuth- 
enumerated some defenceless positions in the | bert, Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Desha, Earle, 
East, and said he could mention many others if} Eppes, Farrow, Findley, Fisk of Vermont, Forney, 


he thought proper. And it was because the re- 
sources of the-nation had been wantonly misap- 
plied—for such he called it. to leave your own 
soil defenceless in search of foreign conquest, &c. 
If there was any one object of Government higher 
than all others, it was the protection of our own 
soil; and if the Government did not grant it, it 
failed in the end for which Government was in- 
stituted. As to the resistance afforded by the in- 
habitants, which appeared to be relied on, Mr. 
W. said, men would defend themselves if there 
were no Government. : 

Mr. Fisk, of Vermont, expressed himself favor- 
able to the amendment; and in voting for it, he 
said he bore in mind the advice given to the ma- 
jority the other day by a gentleman from Rhode 
Island, that, as they were responsible for the con- 


i Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Goldsborough, Grundy, 
i Harris, Hasbrouck, Hubbard, Humphreys, Ingham, Ir- 
| ving, Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Virginia, Ken- 
! nedy, Kerr, Kershaw, King of North Carolina, Lef- 
i ferts, Lowndes, Lyle, McCoy, MeKim, Montgomery, 
: Murfree, Nelson, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, Pickens, 
Í Piper, Pleasants, Rea of Pennsylvania, Rhea of Ten- 
nessee, Rich, Roane, Roberts, Robertson, Sage, Sevier, 
Seybert, Skinner, Smith of Pensylvania, Tannehill, 
Telfair, Troup, Udree, Ward of New Jersey, Wil- 
liams, and Wilson of Pennsylvania. 

Nays—Messrs. Baylies of Mass., Bayly of Virginia, 
Bigelow, Boyd, Bradbury, Breckenridge, Brigham, 
Caperton, Champion, Cilley, Cooper, Cox, Culpeper, 
Daven port, Davis of Mass., Dewey, Ely, Geddes, Good- 
wyn, Gourdin, Grosvenor, Hale, Hawes, Hopkins of 
New York, Howell, Hungerford, Kent of New York, 
King of Massachusetts, Law, Lewis, Lovett, Macon, 


duct of the war, they should “do their own bu- | Markell, Mclean, Moffit, Moseley, Oakley, Pearson, 
siness in their own way.” He discussed and re- i Pickering, Pitkin, Post, Potter, John Reed, William 
plied to some of the objections against the Sen- | Reed, Ridgely, Ruggles, Schureman, Sherwood, Ship- 
ate’s amendment, and answered to some remarks | herd, Smith of New York, Smith of Virginia, Stan- 


which came from gentlemen on the other side. 
As to the war, it was absurd enough to hear those 
charging the Government with leaving the sea- 
board destitute of military force, who had declared 
on this floor that they had heretofore and would 
again discourage enlistments. It was equally so 
to hear those complain of defenceless seaports, 
who within his recollection, a year or two ago, 
voted against a large appropriation for fortifica- 
tions. As to the failure to afford protection to 
our citizens, Mr. F. said, it was in pursuance 
of the great duty of affording protection to our 


| ford, Stockton, Stuart, Sturges, Taggart, ‘l'allmadge, 
| Thompson, Vose, Ward of Massachusetts, Webster, 
Wheaton, White, Wilcox, Wilson of Massachusetts, 
Winter, Wood, and Yancey. 
On motion of Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, 
The House proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by him the other day, for adjourning 
Congress on the 7th March next. 
Mr. Macon varied the motion to the 21st day 
| of March, as he perceived the 7th would be per- 
haps too early a day. 
Mr. Grunpy then observed, that as varying the 


citizens that this war was commenced, and he j day entirely varied the motion, some reflection 
trusted it would be prosecuted till that object was | would beneeessary before decision ; and the usual 


secured. He would sooner see the Government 
at anend than give up any positive and established 
right. We might tamely submit to encroachment 
from day to day till every right was frittered 
away. 

Mr. Tatumance, of Connecticut, concluded the 
debate. He protested against the position of Mr. 
Fisk, that rather than give up any right, he would 
give up all rights. 
Went quite beyond the mark. He took occasion 
to advert to Mr. Fisx’s allusion to the vote on 
the bill appropriating for fortifications, and quoted 
a document on his table to show an instance in 


That doctrine, he thought, į 


hour of adjournment having arrived, on his mo- 
tion, the House adjourned. 


Wepnispay, February 9. 


Mr. Grunpy presented a resolution of the Le- 
| gislature of the State of Tennessee, requesting 
| their representation to use their best endeavors 
to prevail upon Congress to propose to the seve- 
ral States, tor their adoption, an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, so as to 
reduce the term of service of Senators in Con- 
gress from six to four years——Committed to a 
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Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. Erres reported a bill for the relief of the 
owners of the cargo of the brig Patriota; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Friday next. 


PAUL CUFFEE. 


Mr. Newton, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, made a report on the 
bill from the Senate “to authorize the President 
of the United States to permit the departure of 
Paul Cuffce from the United States, with a ves- 
sel and cargo, for Sierra Leone, in Africa, and 
to return with acargo;” which was read: When, 
a motion was made by Mr. Go_psBorovcs that 
the report and bill be committed to a Committee 
of the Whole, and that the report be printed. 

A division of the question on the said motion 
was called for, and, being taken on the commit- 
ment, it passed in the affirmative. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Post to add 
to the motion to print the report, the words, 
“ond that the memorial of Paul Culfee be also 
printed.” And the question thereon being taken, 
it was determined in the negative. The report 
was then ordered to be printed, and is as follows: 

“That, in the opinion of the Committce, it would 
be impolitic, at a time when the Government of the 
United States has been compelled, from imperious ne- 
cessity, to prohibit the coasting trade, to prevent the 
enemy from obtaining supplies of provisions, and 
thereby from keeping a considerable naval force on 
the coast of the United‘ States, to relax the prohibi- 
tions of the embargo law, on the application of an in- 
dividual, for a purpose which, how benevolently soever 
conceived, cannot be considered in any other light 
than as speculative—the efforts heretofore made and 
directed by the zeal and intelligence of the Sierra 
Leone Company having failed to accomplish the ob- 
ject designed by its institution. When exemptions 
from the operation of a law are made, the justice of 
which is not seen by every citizen, the wisdom of 
which is questionable, and the necessity of which is 
not palpably evident, discontent, if it did not exist, 
would be produced; and if it did oxist, it would, by 
such policy, acquire expansion and vigor. 

«Jn what manner soever the act from the Senate be 
contemplated, the committee sce difficulties which 
cannot be overcome by any suggestions of their inge- 
nuity. They, therefore, from this view of the subject, 
feel themselves constrained to recommend the rejection 
of the act to authorize the President of the United 
States to permit the departure of Paul Cuffee from 
the United States, with a vessel and cargo, for Sierra 
Leone, in Africa, and to return with a cargo.” 


MODIFICATION OF THE EMBARGO. 

An engrossed bill authorizing the President to 
permit vessels to return to the ports where their 
owners reside, was read the third time. 

Mr. Post said he was opposed to the restric- 
tive system in every part, but, as a majority had 
determined on the embargo, he was against any 
partial repeal of it. He wished the efficacy of 
the measure might be tried without relaxation. 
Every motion to relax the system, was a strong 
evidence that ihe embargo law was wrong, but 


he wished a fair experiment might be made of 
it; being convinced that the result would prove 
its injurious effects. He should, therefore, vote 
against the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SuipHerp said, much as he desired to see 
his fellow-citizens emancipated from the severe 
restrictions with which they were now, in many 
parts of the Union embarrassed ; yet, for certain 
reasons, he should feel himself constrained to vote 
against the passage of the bill before the House. 

In my opinion, said Mr. S., the voting for that 
hill, will be an implied recognition of the con- 
stitutionality of the embargo law, which has been 
passed this session—an admission which he could 
never make; and, although he approved of the 
reasoning of his honorable colleague, (Mr. Post) 
yet, this stronger reason operated upon his mind, 
and which would induce him to vote against this 
bill. 

Is the embargo law Constitutional ? said Mr. 
S.; a law which locks up your harbors and in- 
terdicts all intercourse, by water, from port to 
port, from dock to dock, although in the same 
State? If itis, Congress have the Constitutional 
right not only to confine our citizens to the land, 
but to any spot thereof, which they may choose. 
They may confine every man to his farm, his 
yard, or wherever they please. Every ferry may 
be cmbargoed, every boat and canoe may ‘be 
chained to the shore. 

Sir, said Mr. S., I deny that we have any such 
right; and I venture to pronounce, that we broke 
over the Constitutional provisions, when you 
passed the embargo laws. We created an en- 
gine of tyranny, an engine of oppression. We 
exercised powers which were never intended to 
be vested in us. Look at your Constitution, and 
show me in what part of that instrument you 
find auy provision—a line, a word, that author- 
izes Congress to prohibit the coasting from one 
portin a State to another in the same State. 
You may look, sir, but you look in vain; you 
search, but you find no such clause. 

_ Will gentlemen pretend, that without Consti- 
tutional powers, they havea right to legislate? I 
trust not. 

Omission, Mr. Speaker, in our Constitution is 
prohibition. Any law enacted by Congress, which 
cannot be comprehended within some special or 
general provision of the Constitution, is a void 
law. 

Sir, said Mr. S., 1 do not mean here to express 
any opinion, whether an embargo law, prohibit- 
ing the coasting from one State to another within 
the United States, or the probibition of vessels to 
depart from ports in the United States, to foreign 
ports, is Constitutional. It is enough for my pre- 
sent purpose, that we have not the right to inter- 
dict the passage from port to port in the same 
State. 

Bring in abill to repeal this part of your law, 
and I will vote for it; but the present recognises, 
impliedly at least, a power to enact such a law— 
a power I deny—a power I never wish to see ex- 
ist in my country—a power which is wholly in- 
compatible with liberty. 
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Again, said Mr. S., I object to the bill on our 
table. Itisin form and title intended to grant 
relief to the citizens on the seaboard ; but it fails 
in substance—it grants nothing of importance— 
it is an insult and mockery to the feelings of those 
who have been pinched and ground by the odious 
restrictions upon the navigation of the United 
States. It is but saying you may choose your 
place to dic—for die you must—die you shall. 

Miserable privilege. which is granted by the 
bill! You may remove your empty vessel from 
port to port—but, although you starve, you are 
not to carry provisions; you are not to take pas- 
sengers, although they may be obliged to travel 
hundreds of miles on foot. The bill, therefore, 
will not essentially meliorate the wretched con- 
dition of your citizens; it will not alleviate the 
sufferings of your citizens. Are they hungry, it 
will not feed them; have they a vast distance to 
travel, your bill will not transport them. For 
these reasons, also, I am opposed to the bill. 

Again, sir, said Mr. S. the bill gives to your 
collectors too much power; it allows them to 
grant favors at discretion; to dispense and dis- 
pose of Exccutive favors at pleasure; to exercise 
discretion as to the proper objects to be favored 
under the law. Now, sir, I am opposed to any 
such discretionary powers to be invested in these 
men. It is too well known, that many of them 
are none of the best; and, at a time, when par- 
tiality is exercised ; indeed, when it is almost the 
governing principle of men in power in the Ex- 
eculive Department, I wish to define the powers 
of such officers. Allow them to execute, but I 
beseech you to stop there; do not allow them to 
judge; give them not these high prerogatives— 
this improper patronage, which will give them 
the opportunity to favor one and depress another. 

Sir, said Mr. S., I have another objection to the 
bill. It gives no rights that do not now exist; 
rights guarantied to the good people of this coun- 
try by a paramount law, the Constitution of our 
country; a nice little instrument, which yet 
guards our liberty. That instrument, Mr. Speak- 
er, gives your citizens the privileges, and all of 
them, which the bill before us purports to grant; 
and not only those, but it goes vastly farther. In 
that, sir, I trust my suffering fellow-citizens will 
find a sanctuary for their rights; with this in- 
strument in their hands, they need not ask the 
Government to permit them to coast along their 
shores; but they may, and will be justified, in 
overthrowing by force, the collector who shall 
have the foolish temerity to attempt a prevention 
of the exercise of this right. 

Mr. Farrow spoke against the bill. 

Mr. Warn, of Massachusetts, observed that no 
man in or out of the House detested the embargo 
more than he did; and he coincided in opinion 
with gentlemen, that the part restricting the coast- 
ing trade, so as to prevent the sailing of vessels 
from one port in a State to another port in the 
same State, was unconstitutional. He, however, 
differed with his friends, who thought that the 
passage of the bill under consideration would 
sanction the idea, that Congress had the power 


to pass the embargo law. If he could suppose it 
would amount to a recognition of the right of 
Congress to pass the embargo law. he would vote 
against the bill under consideration; but he could 
see no reason for such an inference. As well 
might it be said, that gentlemen ought not to 
vote for repealing the law, beeause the law itself 
was unconstitutional, and therefore of no effect. 
Believing that the bill could do no possible injury, 
and that it might possibly do some good, he should 
vote for it. 

Mr. Humpnreys spoke in favor of the bill. 

Mr. Hanson said, he did not rise with a view 
to induce a protracted discussion of the bill. 
From the disposition shown by the House, it was 
apparent the majority would not participate in the 
debate. Indeed, when a distinct point had been 
raised, to lead to an examination of the constitu- 
tionality of some of the provisions of the embargo 
law, the sub-chairman of the Committee of For- 
cign Relations, in his usual spirit of procrastina- 
tion, declined meeting the question of constitu- 
tionality. Mr. H. said, he was happy to perceive 
the evidence given of a concurrence of sentiment 
among the honorable gentlemen with whom he 
was accustomed to act. When the bill was in 
committee, he had voted against every proposi- 
tion toamend it. His vote seemed to require some 
explanation. To be brief and explicit, he would 
say that he was immovably opposed to any mo- 
tion partially relaxing the vigor of the embargo 
act. He was unalterably averse to these idle at- 
tempts to mend what from its nature was not 
amendable. This little tinkering plan was worse 
than fruitless. For himself, Mr. H. had no hes- 
itation in saying, he would not impliedly sanc- 
tion, by a vote to amend, an act which, after 
mature reflection, and bestowing upon the sub- 
ject all the thought from its important character 
it was entitled to, he was prepared to pronounce 
unconstitutional. As such, it was not binding 
upon the people—it was an act of usurpation. 
Mr. H. would not consent to compromise with 
usurpation in any shape. He could not bring 
himself to vote affirmatively on any proposition 
which did not eradicate the evil—which did not 
include an absolute repeal of the ohnoxious act. 
He was free to repeat, that that aet had no bind- 
ing force, and it was left to the people to say, 
ander all circumstances, whether it ought to be 
obeyed and submitted to. Gentlemen need not 
be startled by this declaration. They should rec- 
olleet, that the principle of resistance was inher- 
ent in all free Governments. It belonged to the 
very nature of all social compacts, was immuta- 
ble, fundamental, and permanent. He trusted 
nothing he had uttered would be construed into 
an intention to inflame the passions of the people 
in the section of country which particularly felt 
the pressure of this unconstitutional act of the 
Government. The Union he should ever cher- 
ish; he valued it as he did the apple of his eye. 
But it should be always borne in mind, that there 
was a puint beyond which oppression could not 
go; when submission would cease to be a virtue, 
much less a duty. There was a point beyond 
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after much calm deliberation and manly consul- 
tation. That it wasa question which there was 
wisdom and virtuous firmness in the freemen of 
this Republic to decide, scasonably and judi- 
ciously. 

Mr. Pickerina said, that several amendments 
had been offered to the bil! which he considered 
correct, but which had been rejected. As the 
bill now stood, he saw little, if any, advantage 
that could be derived by any individual. The 
great object of the bill was to allow a facility to 
the Government to trausport military stures to 
carry on the war. As he was confident of the 
inexpediency and injustice of the war, he could 
vote for no bill which in any manner aided it. 

The question was taken, and the bill passed— 
yeas 100, nays 40, as follows: 


Yras—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Archer, 
Bard, Barnett, Baylies of Massachusetts, Bayly of 
Virginia, Beall, Bowen, Bradbury, Breckenridge, 
Brigham, Brown, Butler, Caperton, Caldwell, Cham- 
pion, Chappell, Clopton, Comstock, Conard, Craw- 
ford, Crouch, Cuthbert, Eppes, Evans, Findley, For- 
ney, Forsyth, Franklin, Gholson, Goldsborough, Good- 
wyn, Gourdin, Grundy, Hale, Hall, Harris, Hasbrouck, 
Hopkins of New York, Hubbard, Humphreys, Hun- 
gerford, Ingersoll, Ingham, Irving, Irwin, Jackson of 
Rhode Island, Jackson of Virginia, Johnson of Vir- 
ginia, Kennedy, Kent of New York, Kerr, Kershaw, 
King of Massachusetts, Lefferts, Macon, McCoy, Me- 
Kim, Montgomery, Murfree, Newton, Ormsby, Parker, 
Pickens, Piper, Pleasants, John Recd, Rea of Penn- 
aylvania, Rhea of Tennessee, Rich, Ridgely, Roane, 
Roberts, Ruggles, Sage, Sevier, Shefley, Sherwood, 
Skinner, Smith of Pennsylvania, Sinith of Virginia, 
Stanford, Strong, Sturges, Tannchill, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Troup, Udree, Vose, Ward of Massachusctts, 
Ward of New Jerscy, White, Whitchill, Wilson of 
Massachusetts, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Wood, and 
Yanecy—100. 

Naxrs—Messrs, Avery, Bigelow, Boyd, Bradley, 
Cilley, Culpeper, Davenport, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of Pennsylvania, Denoyelles, Dewey, Farrow, 
Fisk of New York, Geddes, Grosvenor, Hanson, 
Hawes, Howell, Lewis, Lovett, Lyle, Markell, McKee, 
Moffit, Moseley, Pearson, Pickering, Post, Potter, 
Schureman, Shipherd, Smith of New York, Stockton, 
Stuart, Taggart, Tallmadge, Wheaton, Wilcox, Wil- 
liams, and Winter—40. 


THE LOAN FOR 1814. 


On motion of Mr. Erres, of Virginia, the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole, on a bill to authorize a loan of dol- 
lars. The bill having been read through— 

Mr. E. rose to move to fill the blank in the biil, 
and to state the reasons for its amount, and why 
the loan bill had been introduced at this stage of 
the session, before the appropriation bills were 
reported, and of course before it could be precisely 
. ascertained what the amount of those appropria- 
tions would be. He then made the following 
statement of— 


Would leave on the first of April - 


For the civil list, including the principal 


For the Military Establishment - - 
For the Neval Establishment - - 


Estimated receipts and expenditures for the first quar- 


ter of the year 1814. 


Cash in the Treasury Ist January, 1814, including the 


sum subject to previous appropria- 
tions, about - z a - - 84,700,000 
From customs and public 
lands - - - - $1,800,000 
Internal revenue - - 700,000 
Direct. tax, amount payable 
by the States which have 
assumed, about - - 1,159,000 
Loan of seven and a half mil- 
lions - - - - 3,650,000 
Treasury notes - - - 1,070,000 
— 8,379,000 
$13,079,000 
Estimated Expenditures. 
Civil, diplomatic, and mis- 
cellancous - - - $450,000 
Military expenses - - 6,000,000 
Naval expenses - - - 1,800,000 
Public debt: 
‘Treasury notes - - - 1,014,000 
Dividend payable on the Ist 
of April, on the funded 
debt, in addition to mon- 
cys of sinking fund in 
hand, about - - - 1,000,000 
co 10,264,000 


- $2,815,000 


From this statement of the receipts and ex- 


penditures of the first quarter of the year, it ap- 
pears important that the loan should be put in 
operation, so as to insure, from that source, a suf- 
ficient sum in aid of the revenue, to meet the 
expenses of the next quarter. 


The expenditures of the year 1814, are estimated as 
follows : 

and interest 

- 13,900,000 

24,550,000 

6,900,000 


—a 


of the public debt - - x 


$45,350,000 


Amounting, altogether, to - - 


The funds to meet this expenditure, are estimated as 


follows : 
Revenue derived from customs and the sales of public 
lands - - - - - - $5,600,000 
Internal revenue and direct taxes - - 3,500,000 
Balance of the loan of seven millions of 
dollars -~ - - - - - 8,650,000 
Balance of Treasury notes -  - - 1,070,000 
Cash in the Treasury on the 31st day of 
December, after deducting three mil- 
lions five hundred thousand dollars, 
estimated as sufficient to satisfy appro- 
priations made prior to that day, and 
leaving, applicable to the service of 
the year 1814 - - - - - 1,180,000 
16,000,000 
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So that there remains to be provided for, 
by loans - - - - - - $29,350,000 


To meet this deficiency, it is proposed to 


. authorize a loan for - - - - $25,000,000 
Treasury notes for - - += = 5,000,000 
Making, together, the sum of - $30,000,000 


The estimate for the Military department be- 
ing made on the full complement of 63,422 offi- 
cers and men for the year, and one month having 
already expired, it is presumed that a deduction 
from the expenses of the Military department 
may be made, sufficient to cover the additional 
bounty recently authorized, and that six hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars will be sufficient to 
meet any other expense which may be author- 
ized during the present session of Congress. ‘he 
sum to be borrowed is much Jarger than any loan 
heretofore authorized in this country; ıt is fully 
equal to two years revenue in the most flourish- 
ing period of our commerce. Our experience, 
however, has shown thata faithful application 
of the funds of the nation in times of peace, will 
enable us to pay off, within a reasonable period, 
any debt which may be contracted during war. 
In eleven years, during the present and former 
Administrations, forty-six millions of dollars of 
the principal of the publie debt were paid off. 
Without taking into view, therefore, the progress 
of population and wealth, we are authorized to 
say, that the resources of the nation, without any 
system of internal taxes, are sufficient, in times 
of peace, to discharge, in twenty-two years, a 
debt of ninety-two millions of dollars principal. 
During the five years of the present Administra- 
tion, the preparation for war, and the war, have 
caused an increase of the debt; that increase, 
however, is greatly below what the enemies of 
the Administration have endeavored to make it. 

The increase of debt in every country, where 
the interest is regularly paid, (and in this it al- 
ways has been,) will be the difference between 
the principal borrowed and the principal paid. A 
statement, therefore, of the principal paid and 
the principal borrowed, during the five yeats of 
Mr. Madison’s Administration, will show the ac- 
tual increase of the debt: 


Principal paid. 
1809 - - - - - - $3,586,479 26 
1810 - - - - - - 5,163,476 93 
1811 Š . - - - - 5,543,470 89 
1812 ¥ - a - - - 5,235,668 00 
1813 - - - - - - 4,022,700 00 


- $23,551,795 08 


Principal paid - - - 


Principal received from loans during the same period. 


1809 - = = = + - $0,000,000 00 
1810 - + = = «= = 2,750,000 00 
1811 - = = = = = 0,000,000 00 


1812, eleven millions loan - 5 
1813, sixteen millions loan, annuities 
included - - - - 18,109,377 00 


10,184,700 00 


1813, seven and a half millions Ifin, 
($3,850,000,) annuities inclu- 
ded - - - - - $4,362,600 00 
Treasury note, 1812 - - - - 5,000,000 00 
Treasury note, 1813 - - - - 3,930,000 00 


- $44,336,677 51 


The principal borrowed - - 
- 23,551,795 08 


The principal paid - - - 


- $20,784,881 43 


Leaves - - - - 


The above amount is the actual increase of 
the debt from the commencement of Mr. Madi- 
son’s Administration to the end of the year. This 
estimate includes the premium paid by way of 
annuity or discount, and the addition which has 
been stated, is of a debt bearing six per cent, 
interest. 

It may, perhaps, on the present occasion, be 
expected that something should be said as to the 
prospect of obtaining a lvan. In proportion as 
you increase the sum to be borrowed, you will 
always increase the difficulty of obtaining money. 
The quantum in market, whether specie or stock, 
will always have an important bearing on the 
value of the article. The ability of a communi- 
ty to lend, must depend on its income or on the 
value of its productive industry and its circulat- 
ing medium. What is that amount in the Uni- 
ted States? It is with some degree of diffidence 
I attempt such an estimate. If, however, in ma- 
king this attempt, I shall succeed in calling to 
this subject the attention of others better quali- 
fied to develope the resources of the nation, I shall 
rest satisficd. 

The improved land on which the direct tax, 
under the act of 1798 was collected, was 163,- 
476,686 acres, and valued, at that time, at $479,- 
293, 253, rather more than three dollars per aere. 
It is presumed the same land may now be aver- 
aged at six dollars per acre, which will give— 
For the valuation of improved land - $982,480,000 
The dwelling-houses under the same 

act, were valucd at $140,683,994. 

They may now, with safety, be es- 

timated at double that sum - - 
The unimproved lands, after deduct- 

ing all the claims on them, amount 
to four hnndred millions of acres, 
at two dollars per acre = - - 
The other personal property, including 
slaves, is estimated at - - - 
The {capital embarked in commerce 
previous to the war, allowing for 
exports and imports - - - 
The bank capital, at present, amounts 
to eee we ee 
Turnpike, canal, toll-bridge, insurance 
stock, &c. == - - - - 


280,000,000 


800,000,000 


300,000,000 


100,000,000 
75,000,000 
30,000,000 


Total - - +  -$2,567,480,000 


The income arising on this capital may be estimated 
as follows : 
Profit on improved land, two per cent. 


on $982,480,000 - -  - + $19,649,600 
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On personal property, including dwel- investiture of money it is more safe than in the 


ling-houses, $580,000,000, at four banks, inasmuch as individuals may fail and the 
per cente - + - = = $23,200,000} nation caunot. Fora merchant whose capital, 
Fifteen per cent, on the capital em- in consequence of the present situation of the 
ployed in commerce = =- > 15,000,000 | country, is withdrawn from commerce, it is a 
Eight per cent. on $75,000,000, the better investiture than in manufactures. The 
amount of bank capital - = $ 6,000,000 | money invested in manufactures cannot be with- 


Turnpike, canal, insurance, and other 

stock, six per cent. on thirty mil- 

lions of dollars - - 4 - 1,800,000 
Product of all other occupations, in- 

cluding manufactures, as stated in 


drawn without loss, in the sale of the buildings 
and machinery necessary for carrying them on. 
The stock, however, of the United States could 
at once be converted into money at considerable 


the last census -  - + ~~ 172,000,000 profit, and his capital again restored to its former 
phe channel. If, therefore, peace shall take place, to 
Total - + «= 237,649,600 | Which, I confess, I look forward with some degree 


of confidence, the present loan combines all the 
advantages of “safety.” “profit,” and a com- 
mand at will of the capital invested. If, on the 
contrary, these expectations shall be disappointed 
and the war continue, our limited commerce 
must leave unemployed a large surplus capital. 
It is true that the increasing demand for our own 
manufactures may afford employment for a part 
of this capital. To those, however, who have 
formed commercial habits, and look forward to 
resuming their accustomed occupations, such an 
employment of capital gannot be desirable. The 
stability of our credit, founded on a punctual com- 
pliance with our engagements, must be gratify- 
ing to every American. During twenty-seven 
years the faith of the nation has never been ques- 


In the year 1797, the whole value of the au- 
nual produce of the industry of the United States 
was estimated, by an able and intelligent writer, 
on a population of four millions and a half, at 
thirty-seven millions and a half, or $168,000,- 
000; vide Cooper’s Political Arithmetic, page 47. 
According to the same estimate, for our present 
population, it would be three hundred millions. 
This estimate would be 62,000,000 above what I 
have rated it at,and induces me to repose some 
confidence in the estimate I have made. 

The writers on political economy differ as to 
the proportion between the amount of the cir- 
culating medium and the productive industry. 
Their calculations vary from one-fifth to one-) tioned—our credit has grown with our strength. 
thirtieth—one-thirtieth, the minimum of Smith, | Our resources are ample—to bring them into ac- 
on two hundred and thirty-seven million eight} tion requires nothing but union and ener y. 
hundred and forty-five thousand six hundred,| Mr. Bicenow.—Mr. Chairman, I shall vote 
would give something more than $7,000,000 for | against filling the blank in this bill with twenty- 
the necessary circulation of the United States. | fiye millions, or with any other sum. I shall not 
His maximum, one-fifth, would give something | do it, because I believe that it will not require so 
more than $47,000,000. If then $47,569,120 is! large a loan to defray the expenses which the 
sufficient for the actual circulation, the whole of | measures of the present session will create, or be- 
the circulating medium above that sum might; cause I do not believe that the income of the land 
be locked up or drawn from circulation without! and other property in the United States would 
producing inconvenience or pressure. But mo-} amount to that sum. 
ney borrowed by the Government is not drawn| J shall vote against it, on the principle that it 
from circulation, but is instantly thrown back on | is to obtain money to prosecute a war of invasion 
the community, and becomes a part of the gen-} and conquest—a war which has been as unwisely 
cral circulation. managed, as it was improvidently declared. I 

The question then is, what is the amount of| shall vote against it,on the principle that the 
circulating medium? The Bank capital has| measures which preceded and produced it were 
been stated at $75,000,000; on this capital we | radically wrong. 
may calculate with safety on a circulation in} To explain to the Committee my ideas on this 
notes and discount of $100,000,000. From this | subject, it will be necessary to glance at events in 
sum deduct $47,569,120, the maximum of what | Europe for some years past; events, the magni- 
is deemed necessary for circulation, and the sum ! tude and varicty of which have been of a nature 
remaining, viz: $52,430,880, constitutes the abil- | not to afford the mind time to examine and eon- 
ity of the moneyed capitalists to loan—of this | template the causes and effects of one, before it 
sum we propose to borrow $30,000,000. Tlaving | has been astonished with another. An attempt 
shown the ability to lend, the only question re- | to look back, and trace the various effects of each 
maining is, will it be the interest of those who f in producing the measures pursued by the Ad- 
hold the moneyed capital to advance it to thej ministration of this country, as it respects thetwo 
Government? A moneyed capitalist will al-| great belligerents, would be a task to which I 
ways pursue his interest. In deciding this ques- | certainly have not the vanity to aspire. But, as 
tion, the calculation will be made on peace or! such a course is highly necessary to enable us 
war. No prudent man will loan his moncy with- | to form a correct opinion of the policy pursued 
out taking into view both these events. In the | by the Administration, aud the propriety of con- 
event of peace, an immediate rise in the price of | tinuing that policy, I will state some of the most 
stock affords a certain prospect of profit. Asan | prominent events in Europe, and attempt to show 
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that the measures caused by the 

influence have been erroneous, an 

error is acknowledged, and the procedure cor- 

rected, the better. [cannot expect, sir, with my 

feeble powers, to produce conviction, but I do 

hope to be able to provoke inquiry and investi- 
ation. 

T'he first great error (I speak of errorsin regard 
to our foreign relations) which I shall notice, was 
the refusal of the late President to lay before the 
Senate the treaty of Messrs. Monroe and Pink- 
ney, concluded with Great Britain in December, 
1806, and received by him in March, 1807, before 
the adjournment of that body. Sir, that be might 
have wished a better treaty, I have no doubt; and 
I bave as little doubt, had the state of Europe 
been different, it would have been laid before that 
body, and been ratified. 

Upon this subject, I wish gentlemen to pay 
particular attention to dates. T 

On the 21st November, 1806, the French Em- 
peror, then at his imperial camp at Berlin, the 
eapital of Prussia, which he had yictoriously en- 
tered, after the battle of Jena, issued his famous 
Berlin decree. This decree declared the British 
islands in a state of blockade, prohibited all com- 
merce and correspondence with them, declared 
all merchandise belonging to England, or coming 
from its manufactories and colonies, lawful prize, 
&e. It was at this time Napoleon attempted to 
put in execution the gigantic project of blockad- 
ing the islands of Great Britain, not by a naval 
force, but by compelling or flattering all other 
nations to unite with France in the total prohibi- 
tion of all intercourse with Great Britain. This 
decree, and this intention of the French Emperor, 
were known to the President before the treaty of 
Monroe and Pinkney arrived. . To have ratified 
that treaty, would have permitted commercial in- 
tercourse between us and Great Britain, been in 
direct violation of the Berlin decree, and have 
counteracted the designs of the French Emperor, 
thus explicitly expressed. Add to this, that Great 
Britain was then expected to be crushed, by the 

ressure of the war and taxes upon her subjects, 
aided by the mighty genius and power of Bona- 
parte, and little doubt can remain of the real cause 
of the refusal of Mr. Jefferson to lay the treaty 
before the Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, the minority have been repeat- 
edly charged with defeating, by their opposition, 
the beneficial and happy results which would have 
otherwise been produced by the measures of the 
Administration. 

Did the minority oppose the treaty of Monroe 
and Pinkney? Did they influence the President 
to refuse to lay it before the Senate? No sir, the 
act was his own, and that of his Cabinet, of which 
the present President was one; and what share 
he had in the transaction, I leave for him aud the 
present Secretary of State to adjust and settle, if 
it has not already been done. But, had this treaty 
been adopted, aud a prudent course of measures 
pursued, it would, in all human probability, have 
saved the country from the whole group of em- 
bargoes, non-intercourses, and non-importations ; 


vations, and blood. 

True it is, Mr. Chairman, the minority did op- 
pose the embargo of 1807. They opposed it, sir, 
because they saw in it a manifestation of the 
same policy which caused the refusal to lay be- 
fore the Senate the treaty of 1506. They saw in 
it a co-operation in the continental system of Na- 
poleon. 

Let us, now, Mr. Chairman, look at the state 
of Europe when Mr. Jefferson recommended the 
embargo, on account of the increasing danger 
with which our vessels, our seamen, and mer- 
ebandise were threatened on the high seas, &c. 

On the 14th June, 1807, was fought the famous 
battle of Friedland. in which the French were 
victorious over the Russians. In consequence of 
this battle, on the 14th July following was con- 
cluded the treaty of Tilsit, between France and 
Russia, by which the latter engaged to probibit all 
commercial intercourse with Great Britain, &c. 
Austria was still bound to France by the humili- 
ating treaty of Presburg. Prussia, by proclama- 
tion, had prohibited all intercourse with Great 
Britain. Portugal, in August, 1807, soon after 
the Treaty of Tilsit, was threatened by France 
with invasion, if she did not in three weeks pro- 
hibit all commercial intercourse with Great Brit- 
ain, prevent the departure of Englishmen from the 
kingdom,and confiscate all British property therein. 

True, we have no official document to prove 
that France, at this time, made a similar demand 
upon the Government of the United States. But, 
when we look at the conduct of France towards 
other nations, that she compelled them, by force 
of arms, or by intrigues, to submit, have we any 
reason to doubt on this subject ? 

Such was the state of Europe at the meeting of 


| 


| Congress, in December, 1807. On the 18th of 


that month, Mr. Jefferson recommended a gen- 
eral embargo; a bill was hurried through both 
branches, and, on the 22d of the same month, the 
act was passed, unlimited as to duration. This 
law, if not in compliance of a demand, was in 
conformity to the views and wishes of Napoleon. 

But it may be said, it was a measure of an im- 
partial character, as it respected the two belliger- 
ents, In theory it might be, but not in its practi- 
cal operation. The object of France was the 
destruction of Great Britain, by a total interdic- 
tion of her commerce with all other nations. The 
United States, by the embargo, joined with France 
to facilitate the accomplishment of this object. 
The embargo, in theory, might be called a muni- 
cipal regulation, but, practically, it was an act of 
hostility against Great Britain. 

Does the measure, then, deserve the character 
of impartiality? Great Britain, at that time 
struggling for existence against France, Russia, 
Austria, Prussia,and Denmark, felt no disposition 
to engage in a war with the United States. She, 
therefore, chose not to consider the embargo an 
act of hostility. France, viewing it as an act of 
cu-operation in her continental system, highly 
applauded the measure. . 
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The French Minister for Foreign Affairs, (Tal- | 


leyrand,) in a report to his Imperial Majesty, Na- 
poleon, of September 8, 1808, thus speaks of the 
embargo: 

“ The Americans, a people who involve their fortune, 
their prosperity, and almost their existence, in com- 
merce, have given the example of a great and courage- 
ous sacrifice. They have prohibited, by a general | 
embargo, all commerce and navigation, rather than 
shamefully submit to that tribute which the English | 
impose on ali nations.” | 

The French Emperor. himself. in an address to | 
the Legislative body of France, October 26, 1808, | 
is very explicit on the subject: 

“The peace of Presburg, that of Tilsit, the assault | 
of Copenhagen, the plans of England against all na- | 
tions on the occan, the revolution of Constantinople, ! 
the affairs of Spain and Portugal, have in various ways 
had an influence on the affairs of the world. 

“Russia and Denmark have united with me against 
England. | 

«The United States of America have rather chosen | 
to abandon commerce and the sea, than to acknowledge | 
their slavery.” f ae 

On another ground, the minority were justified | 
in their opposition to the embargo. They fore- 
saw the stagnation of business, the destruction of 
millions of property, the ruin of thousands, the 
introduction of fraud and corruption into our | 
commercial system, and that the injury it would | 
inflict on Great Britain would bear no comparison 
to that which we ourselves should suffer. 

On another ground, the minority were justified ; 
in their opposition to its continuance. 

The people of Spain, with a gallantry and pa- 
triotism not less honorable to them than that of 
our noble fathers, who in 1775 resisted the op- 
pression of Great Britain, had boldly dared to re- Í 
sist the outrageous usurpation of Napoleon. To! 
this country, when not under the control of Bona- | 
parte, Spain had been a friend. She assisted us | 
in our struggle for independence. The generous | 
patriots of that country looked, they had a right | 
to look, to us at least for our friendship. But, 
like the ungrateful man who remembers not his 
friend when in distress, we turned coldly from | 
them, cven reproached them as insurgents, denied | 
them bread, for which they were willing gener- | 
ously to pay us,and, to add injury to insult, seized 
upon this as the favorite moment to wrest from 
them their American possessions. 

Mr. Chairman, is it for opposition to measures 
of this character that the minority are to be de- 
nominated a faction? 1s the opposition to such 
measures to be laid to their charge as a crime? 
For myself, sir, I sincerely thank my God that I 
have never been left to advocate, support, or in 
any way countenance measures of such a char- 
acter. 

I know, sir, it may be said the embargo was 
really to save our seamen, our vessels, and mer- 
chandise from the increasing perils of the seas. 
We can hardly be persuaded to believe that this 
could have been the real cause, when we recol- 
lect the fact, a fact which has heen often stated, 
and which an official document of this House 
will prove, that five hundred and ninety-four ves- 


sels were permitted, during the embargo, by the 
President himself, to sail for foreign ports, nearly 
all of which returned in safety with cargoes. We 
can hardly be persuaded to believe that this was 
the real cause, when we recollect the fact, that 
it was made an embargo as well by Jand as by 
water. 

But we may be told that it was to increase the 
growth of domestic manufactures. This has been 
since, indeed, assumed as a reason. But it will 
be equally difficult to persuade us that this was 
the real cause, when we recollect that the same 
statesman who recommended the embargo, in his 


| celebrated Notes on Virginia, written before his 


mind became influenced by the party hostilities 
of the day, informs us that, for centurics to come, 


j our work-shops ought to be in Europe; and when 


we recollect, too, that in his Message to Con- 
gress, in December, 1801, he wisely observes, that 
v Agriculture, manufactures, navigation, and com- 
* merce, the four pillars of our national prosperity, 
‘are then most flourishing when left most free to 
‘individual enterprise.” 

Having thus virtually engaged on the side of 
France, not by a declaration of war, but by the 
exercise of our restrictive energies, it was difficult: 
te recede. The embargo, however, had become 
extremely unpopular, and on the lst of March, 
1809, it was repealed, and the non-intercourse 
substituted in its place. This repeal of the em- 
bargo was also charged to the minority. Yes, sir, 
and happy, happy, indeed, would it have been for 
the country, if the minority had been more suc- 
cessful in their opposition, and, with the death of 
the embargo, prevented the birth, if the term is 
applicable, of the nun-intercourse. 

The non-intercourse, however, had one feature 
of impartiality. It prohibited, as well French as 
British armed ships, from entering the ports and 
harbors of the United States after the 20th May 
then next. 

This feature of impartiality was embraced by 
Erskine, the British Minister, to tender satisfaction 
fur the injury done by the attack on the Chesa- 
peake, and to propose an arrangement for the re- 
peal of the Orders in Council. But the President, 
as if fearful the arrangement would be ratified by 
the British Government, takes particular care to 
accept the offers in a manner calculated to insure 
their rejection. Mr. Smith, Secretary of State, 
is instructed to say, that “the President owes it 
to himself, and the occasion, to let it be under- 
stood, that this equality was the result of a state 


| of things growing out of distinct considerations.” 


And Mr. Smith, in the same letter, adds: 


“I have it in express charge from the President to 
state that, while he forbears to insist on a further pun- 
ishment of the offending officer, he is not tho less sen- 
sible of the justico and utility of such an example, nor 


‘the less persuaded that it would best comport with 


what is duo from His Britannic Majesty to his own 
honor.” 

Let us now, Mr. Chairman, look at the conduct 
of France in relation to the Non-intercourse act 
of March 1st, 1809, and of vur Government to- 
wards France. 
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that— 


« All vessels navigating under the flag of the United 
States, or possessed in whole or in part by any citizen 
or subject of that Power, which, counting from the 20th 
May, 1809, (the time when her armed ships were pro- 
hibited entering our waters,) have entered or shall en- 
ter into the ports of our Empire, of our colonies, or of 
the colonies occupied by our arms, shall be seized, and 
the product of the sales shall be deposited in the sur- 


plus fund.” 


By virtue of this decree, more than one hun- 
dred American vessels were seized in the ports of 


France, and in those of Holland, Spain, Italy, and 
Naples, countries under French control. 

Let it be recollected, Mr. Chairman, that this 
decree was promulgated but about four months 
previous to the pretended repeal of the Berlin and 
Milan decrees. Let it be recollected, too, that 
General Armstrong was instructed not to engage 
that a non-intercourse should be adopted against 
Great Britain, upon the repeal of the Berlin and 
Milan decrees, unless a satisfactory provision was 
made for restoring the property seized under the 
Rambouillet decree. This I assert on the au- 
thority of the letter of Mr. Smith, to General 


Armstrong, of the 5th of July, 1810. In this let- 


ler, he says: 


“ As has been heretofore stated to you, a satisfactory 
provision for restoring the property, lately surprised 
and seized by the order, or at the instance, of the 
French Government, must be combined with the 
French edicts, with a view to a non-intercourse with 


Great Britain—such a provision being an indispensa- 
ble evidence of the just purpose of France towards the 
United States. And you will, moreover, be careful, in 


arranging such a provision for that particular case of 


spoliations, not to weaken the ground on which a@ re- 
dress of others may be justly pursued.” 

This provision, however, was not made; it has 
not yet been, and probably never will be made. 
And how, sir, let me ask, did the President justify 
his proclamation, declaring the Berlin and Milan 
decrees repealed on the 2d November, 1810, and 
thereby causing a non-intercourse with Great 
Britain, without this provision, which he had de- 
clared to he indispensable? 

That such a provision was not,and has not yet 
been made, we have the best evidence—that of ihe 
President himself. In his Message of December 
5th, 1810, a month after he had declared those 
decrees revoked, he informs us that— 

“It would well have comported with the conciliatory 


views, indicated by this proceeding on the part of 
France, to have extended them to all the grounds of 


complaint which now remain unadjusted with the 
United States. It was particularly anticipated that, as 
a further evidence of just dispositions towards them, 
restoration would have been immediately made of the 


tion has not been fulfilled.” 

Suill, however, it was urged bya majority of 
this House that we were pledged to France. Yes, 
sir, I well recollect that the speeches of honorable 
gentlemen, then members of this House, urged 
in the strongest terms the passage of the act of 
March 2d, 1811, renewing the Non-importation 
act against Great Britain, on the ground of our 
plighted faith to France. I well recollect, too, 
that the minority, who are too often charged with 
unreasonable opposition, as boldly declared that 
we were not pledged to France; that the Berlin 
and Milan decrees were not revoked. And who, 
sir. were correct, the majority or the minority ? 

But to return to the subject of the restoration 
of the property seized under the Rambouillet de- 
cree. In the Presidents Message of November 
5th, 1811, we are told that— 

“The justice and fairness which have been evinced 
on the part of the United States, towards France, both 
before and since the revocation of her decrees, author- 
ized an expectation that her Government would have 
followed up that measure by all such others as were 
due to our reasonable claims, as well as dictated by its 
amicable professions. No proof, however, is yet given 
of an intention to repair the other wrongs done to the 
United States.” 

Again, in his Message of the 4th November, 
1812. he says: 

“ Our affairs with France retain the posture which 
they held at the date of my last communication to you. 
Notwithstanding the authorized expectation of an early 
as well as favorable issue to the discussions on foot, these 
have been procrastinated to the latest date. The only 
intervening occurrence meriting attention, is the pro- 
mulgation of a French decree, purporting to be a defi- 
nitive repeal of the Berlin and Milan decrees. This 
proceeding, although made the ground of the repeal of 
the British Orders in Council, is rendered, by the time 
and manner of it, liable to many objections.” 

It is nota little remarkable, that, notwithstand- 
ing General Armstrong was instructed to have 
combined with the repeal of the French decrees, 
provision for a restoration of the millions of pro- 
perty seized by the Rambouillet decree, that in 
the very letter of the Duke de Cadore to General 
Armstrong, of August 5th, 1810, the very letter 
on which the President’s proclamation of No- 
vember 2, 1810, declaring these decrees revoked, 
was founded, we have, from the language of that 
letter, reason to believe, that such a restoration 
was never intended. These are the words: 

“©The act of March 1, 1809, has raised the embargo, 
and substituted for it a measure the most injurious to 
the interests of France. This act, of which the Em- 
peror knew nothing until lately, interdicted to Amert- 
ican vessels the commerce of France, at the time it 
authorized that to Spain, Naples, and Holland, that is 
to say, to the countries under French influence, and 
denounced confiscation against all French vessels 
which should enter the ports of America. Reprisal 
was a right, and commanded by the dignity of France, 
a circumstance on which it was impossible to make a 
compromise.” 
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crees. Now, sir, either Armstrong did enter into 
an engagement, agreeably to the terms prescribed 
by Champagny, in his letter of February 14,1810, 
or the President must have known that the pre- 
tended repeal of August 5, 1810, was conditional, 
How, then, could the President say, as he did, by 
his proclamation of November 3d, 1810, that those 
decrees were revoked? That the Emperor of 
France considered this repeal conditional, we 
have his own subsequent declarations. On the 
31st March, 1811, in an address to the Council 
of Commerce, in Paris, he thus expresses himself: 


“The decrees of Berlin and Milan are the funda- 
mental laws of my Empire. For the neutral naviga- 
tion, I consider the flag, as an extension of territory. 
The Power which suffers its flag to be violated cannot 
be considered as neutral. ‘The fate of the American 
commerce will soon be decided. I will favor it, if the 
United States conform themselves to these decrees. 
In a contrary case, their vessels will be driven from 
my Empire. ‘The commercial relations with England 
must cease. Y tell it to you very loudly.” 

The Emperor then waits, until satisfied by the 
proceedings of Congress at their session of 1811-1 2, 
that the United States would declare war against 
Great Britain, and then, on the 12th of May, 1812, 
at the earnest solicitation of Mr. Barlow, publishes 
the following decree: 

Parace ur Sr. Croup, April 8, 1811. 
Napoleon, Emperor of the French, §e., Se. 

On the report of our Minister of Foreign Relations: 
Seeing by a law passed on the 2d of March, 1811, the 
Congress of the United States has ordered the execu- 
tion of the provisions of the act of non-intercourse, 
which prohibits the vessels and merchandise of Great 
Britain, her colonies and dependencies, from entering 
into the ports of tne United States : 

Considering that the said law is an act of resistance 
to the arbitrary pretensions consecrated by the British 
Orders in Council, and a formal refusal to adhere to a 
system invading the independence of neutral Powers, 
and of their flag, have, and do deeree as follows: 

The decrees of Berlin and Milan are definitively, and 
to date from the first of November last, considercd as 
not having existed (non avenus) in regard to Amer- 
ican vessels. ` 

By the Emperor: NAPOLEON. 

The Minister Secretary of State, 
THE COUNT DARU. 

Mr. Chairman, upon these facts no comment 
of mine is necessary. They carry with them in- 
trinsic, irresistible evidence. J might, sir, proceed 
much further. Imizht notice the connexion be- 
tween the famous Turreau letter of the 14th of 
June 1809, and the dismissal of the British Min- 
ister, Jackson, in November of the same year. 
might notice the connexion between the decla- 
ration of war, hy France against Russia, in 1812 ; 
and by the United States and Great Britain nearly 
at the same time. But I will not trespass longer 
upon the time of the House, which will be more 


Then follows the pretended revocation. Now, 
sir, what reason had the President to expect a 
restoration of this property? Was it because in 
this letter he was told that— 


“His Majesty loves the Americans. Their pros- 
perity and their commerce are within the scope of his 
policy. The independence of America is one of the 
principal titles of glory to France. Since that epoch, 
the Emperor is pleased in aggrandizing the United 
States; and, under all circumstances, that which can 
contribute to the independence, to the prosperity and 
the liberty of the Americans, the Emperor will con- 
sider as conformable to the interests of his Empire.” 

Other nations, Mr. Chairman, have learnt by 
fatal experience what he means by his love, and 
by his efforts to contribute to their independence, to 
their prosperity, and their liberty. ‘Thanks be to 
the God of battles, who has put it out of his power 
ever again to give the United States any further 
specimens of his love, either for their commerce, 
their liberties, or their independence ! 

There is still another important view in which 
this subject ought to be considered. 

A recurrence to facts and to dates will not only 
prove, that the Berlin and Milan decrees were 
not revoked on the 5th of August, 1810, but that 
our Government had no right to consider them 
as revoked. 

On the 14th February, 1810, Champagny, in a 
note to Armstrong, after, in an insolent manner, 
telling him that— 

“The Americans cannot hesitate as to the part they 
are to take; they ought either to tear to pieces their 
act of independence, and to become again, as before 
the Revolution, the subjects of England, or to take such’ 
measures as that their commerce and industry should 
not be tariffed by the English, which renders them 
more dependent than Jamaica, which at least has its 
Assembly of Representatives and its privileges.” 

After thus severely lashing the Government of 
the United States he changes his tone, and pro- 
ceeds: 

“If then the Minister of America can enter into an 
engagement, that the American vessels will not sub- 
mit to the Orders in Council of England, of November 
1807, nor to any decree of blockade, unless the block- 
ade should be real, the undersigned is authorized to 
conclude every species of convention, tending to renew 
the Treaty of Commerce with America, and in which 
all the measures, proper to consolidate the commerce 
and the prosperity of the Americans, shall be provided 
for.” 

Here is an explicit declaration of the terms on 
which we were to expect any modification of the 
Berlin and Milan decrees. ‘I'he very next speci- 
men of the Emperor’s friendship, was the pro- 
mulgation of the Rambouillet deeree, of March 
23, 1810, which I have noticed, and by virtue of 
which, all American vessels, with their cargoes, 
then in the ports of France, or of the countries 
under her control, were seized, sold, and the pro- | usefully occupied by others, who will. Í trust, in- 
eceds deposited in the surplus fund. Well, sir, ! vestigate this subject thoroughly, and who will 
the next thing we hear from France, after this | rend asunder this veil of mystery, which conceals 
characteristic mark of friendship, the Rambouil- | from public view the transactions between the 
let decree, was the pretended revocation on the | Government of the United States and France, 
5th of August, 1810, of the Berlin and Milan de- Until, sir, my mind is better satisfied upon this 
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subject, I will vote ill vote for 
no men, or money, to pr I will 
vote for no measures but such as are necessary 
for the defence and protection of the United 
States. 

Mr. McKim, of Maryland, recalled the atten- 
tion of the House from the excursive range taken 
by Mr. Brcetow, to the present state of the na- 
tion—to things as they actnally exist; on a full 
consideration of which he declared he must vote 
for the bill, &e. 

The Committee then rose, reported progress, 
and had-leave to sit again, 

QUESTION OF ADJOURNMENT. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
unfinished business of yesterday, viz: Mr. Ma- 
con’s proposition for an adjournment on the 21st 
March. 

Some desultory and uninteresting debate took 
place on this motion, in which Mr. TAYLOR, of 
New York, Mr. Fisx, of Vermont, and Mr. SHEF- 
rey of Virginia, were the principal opponents of 
the motion, and Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, 
its principal advocate. 

Mr. Tayvor, of New York, moved to postpone 
the consideration of the subject to the first Mon- 
day in March.—Negatived, 73 to 66. 

Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, moved that it lie on 
the table to give him time to prepare an amend- 
ment.—Negatived, ayes 61. 

Mr. TayLor then moved to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject to the last Mon- 
day of this month.—Lost, 71 to 69. 

Mr. Jackson, of Virginia, then moved to amend 
the motion, so a» to refer the question to a joint 
committee to inquire what business was necessary 
to be done before adjournment, and at what time 
it would be expedient for the two Houses to ad- 
journ. The amendment was agreed to by a large 
majority. 

And thus amended, the motion passed. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
W. Recep, for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to ascertain, and cause to 
be laid before this House, a statement of the number 
of Banke incorporated within the District of Columbia, 
distinguishing the amount of the actual and author- 
ized capital stock, the amount of specie, and bills of 
notes of other banks, in their vaults, the amount of 
debts due, and the amount of notes or pills in circu- 
lation by each; also, the number of incorporated In- 
surance Companies in said District, with the amount 
and investment of the capital stock of each, and how 
employed. 

After some obje 
nessee, and Mr. Rowers, who questioned the 
practicability of obtaining the required informa- 
tion—the House adjourned without deciding on 
the motion. 


ctions by Mr. Ruea, of Ten- 


Tacrsvay, February 10. 


Mr. Eppes, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the bill from the Senate, * for 


the relief of William Stoth 
key,” without amendment; and the bill was read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Rozerrs, the committee 
appointed to inquire whether any amendments 
are necessary to be made to the standing rules 
and orders of the House, were discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 

On motion of Mr. Cropton, of Virginia, the 
Committee on the Judiciary were instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of altering the times 
of holding the district courts of the United States 
for the Virginia district, with leave to report by 
bill or otherwise. 

A Message was received from the President of 
jibe United States, transmitting to the House the 
following report, in compliance with their reso- 
lution of July 30, 1813: 

Sin: In conformity with the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the 30th of July, 1813, copies 
have been prepared at the ‘Treasury, of the accounts 
in detail of the different Ministers Plenipotentiary, En- 
voys Extraordinary, and Secretaries of Legation, and 
Consuls appointed under the authority of the United 
States from the commencement of the present Govern- 
ment; also, accounts of the expenses incurred in the 
treaty with Algiers, and the payments which have been 
made under that treaty; and accounts of all other ex- 
penditures in relation to the Barbary Powers, includ- 
ing those occasioned by the war with Tripoli, and the 
making of peace with that Regency. 

Which several accounts I have the honor to trans- 
mit herewith, for the information of the House of Rep- 
Í resentatives. I have the honor, &c. 
W. JONES, 
| 
| 


Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 


The Presipent of ihe United States. 


The report and voluminous documents, com- 
prising several Jarge volumes, were ordered to lie 
on the table. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
unfinished business, viz: the resolution moved 
by Mr. Witutam Resen, of Massachusetts, calling 
on the Secretary of the Treasury for detailed in- 
formation relative to the number and state of the 
Banks and Insurance Companies in the District 
of Columbia. 

A motion by Mr. Ruea, of Tennessee, to lay 
the same on the table was negatived. 

After an unsuccessful attempt on the part of 
Mr. Rusa, of Tennessee, to procure an amend- 
ment of the motion, so as to render it less par- 
ticular—it was passed, by a vote of 68 to 43, in 
the following form: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be and 
he is hereby directed to ascertain and cause to be laid 
before this House, a statement of the number of banks 
incorporated within the District of Columbia, distin- 
guishing the amount of the actual and authorized cap- 
ital stock, the amount of specie and bills or notes of 
other banks in their vaults; the amount of debts due, 
and the amount of notes or bills in circulation by each. 
Also, the number of incorporated Insurance Compa- 
nies in this District, with the amount and investment 
of the capital stock of cach, and how employed. 
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The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the bill to authorize a 
loan for the service of the present year. 

The question yet being under debate, to fill the 
blank with $25,000,000— 

Mr. Pirxin said: The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, in opening the bud- 
get, has informed us, that, for the purpose of car- 
rying on the war, the present year, it is necessary 
to obtain, by loan and Treasury notes, the sum of 
thirty millions of dollars. The chairman was 
candid enough to confess that this sum was much 
larger than any loan heretofore authorized in this 
country, and that it was equal to two ycars’ rev- 
enue in the most flourishing period of our com- 
merce. Before we add this sum to the present 
debt of the United States ought we not to pause, 
and to inquire as to the particular objects for 
which this money is to be expended. . 

In soliciting the attention of the Committee to 
this inquiry, Í shall not detain them long in ad- 
verting to the original causes of the war. I shall 
say little relative to the Orders in Council, or the 
Berlin and Milan decrees. They have passed 
away, I trust never again to return. I cannot 
refrain, however, from repeating, what I have 
more than once declared on this floor, that, on 
the repeal of the Orders in Council, the best in- 
terests of this country dictated the acceptance of 
the proffered armistice on the part of Great Brit- 
ain. This would have left the other subjects in 
dispute open to negotiation, as they now are, and 
would have saved us from that train of calamities 
which have followed. Certain I am, sir, that if 
a knowledge of the repeal of these orders had 
reached us before the declaration of war, that 
declaration would never have been made. No 
man, Mr. Chairman, in Congress at that ume, 
will say that a majority would have been in favor 
of war, after the principal cause had been re- 
moved. Ifanything is wanting to prove this, let 
me state to the Committee what is not generally 
known here, that Mr. Russell, our agent, when 
the subject of the repeal of the Orders in Coun- 
cil was before Parliament, gave the most positive 
assurances, that the repeal of them would satisfy 
the American Government, so far as to prevent 
a rupture between the two countries. I repeat, 
sir, that Mr, Russell did give the most positive 
assurances that the repeal of the Orders in Coun- 
cil would prevent war. Hence the offer of an 
armistice on the part of Great Britain before they 
commenced active hostile operations, and hence, 
in consequence of the rejection of the offer, by 
the President, the popularity of the war in Eng- 
land, and the union of all parties there, in support 
of it, and in support of the Ministry. 

I cannot subscribe to the doctrine that, war 
being once declared, we are bound, in all events, 


to support the Executive in the prosecution of 


that war, and, more especially, after the principal 
cause and object of it has been removed. This 
House, by the Constitution, has a voiec in mak- 
ing war, but it has none in making peace. We 
may be instrumental in bringing upon our coun- 


tutional power in restoring to it again the bless- 
ings of peace. This rests with the Executive 
branch of the Government alone. 

We cannot forget, sir, nor will the nation for- 
get, that the principal object of the vast expendi- 
tures we are called upon to make, during the 
present year, is the conquest of Canada. Sixty- 
three thousand men are tu be raised, and more 
than twenty-four millions of dollars to be ex- 
pended for military operations, and principally 
for this purpose. Believing, as I do, that in this 
war of conquest, we are sacrificing our men, 
and expending our money, without a prospect 
of any adequate advantage, I feel justified in 
voting against a loan of so many millions for this 
object. {Ís the acquisition of Canada, or rather 
the attempt at the acquisition of it, necessary to 
aid our Commissioners at Gottenburg? What, 
sir, is the principal point now in dispute between 
the two countries? The Sceretary of State, in 
his answer to Admiral Warren’s offer of an arm- 
istice, has informed us. Speaking on the subject 
of impressment, Mr. Monroe says : 

“ Without further discussing questions of right, the 
President is desirous to provide a remedy for the evils 
complained of on both sides. The claim of the British 
Government is to take hither from the merchant ves- 
sels of other countries British subjects. In the prac- 
tice, the commanders of British ships of war often 
take from the merchant vessels of the United States 
American citizens. If the United States prohibit the 
employment of British subjects in their service, and 
enforce the prohibition by suitable regulations and 
penalties, the motive for the practice is taken away. 
It is in this mode that the President is willing to ac- 
comumodate this important controversy with the British 
Government, and it cannot be conceived on what 
ground the arrangement can be refused.” . 

On the subject of impressment, then, there is 
now no question of right between the two coun- 
tries. The President has waived the right, and 
has placed it solely on the ground of a mutual 
arrangement relative to the exercise of it. Under 
these circumstances can it be said, with any sem- 
blance of truth, as has been often done on this 
floor, that we are fighting for our independence 
and for our national sovereignty? When the 
right is thus given up or waived, why can it be 
necessary to spead so many millions, on the hope- 
less project of conquering Canada? Why should 
we borrow thirty millions of dollars, at an enor- 
mous rate of interest, and tax the people to pay 
it, because Great Britain may not enter into such 
an arrangement on this point as may be perfectly 
satisfactory tous? Whether we employ British 
or foreign seamen in our merchant service, de- 
pends entirely upon ourselves, independent of the 
will of any other nation. We can pass a navi- 
gation act, and we ought long since to have done 
it, confining the navigation of our own vessels 
principally to our own seamen. This, in time, 
would enre the evil of which we complain, and 
without such immense sacrifices as we are now 
making. 

Different gentlemen | know, sir, have different 
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views in the prosecution of this Canadian war. 
Some, and those, I fear, not a few, seem deter- 
mined never to make peace until Canada is an- 
nexed and has become a part of the United 
States. I am free to confess, sir, that I do not 
wish to see the heterogeneous mass of Canadian 
population represented on -this floor. I have no 
disposition to see Canada and Nova Scotia be- 
come a part of the American Republic, because 
itis my wish to preserve that Republic entire; 
because I wish to perpetuate the Union of the 
States, 

To my mind it is clear, that an extension of 
our territory and sovereignty, instead of adding 
strength to the Union, has a direct tendency to 
weaken it. The consequence of such an exten- 
sion, I fear, in the end, would be, that the Repub- 
lic would fall to pieces from its own weight. 

Neither am I satisfied that the seizing and 
holding it as a pledge would afford us any aid in 
the pending negotiation for peace. Will any 
gentleman affect to believe that our Commis- 
sioners at Gottenburg will say anything about 
Canada? What, sir, are the terms offered and 
accepted by the parties? The British Govern- 
ment have offered to treat on terms of recipro- 
city, and on principles “of the law of nations, 
and the maritime rights of England.” 

The Executive of this country has agreed to 
treat “on terms of reciprocity, and on principles 
not inconsistent with the rights of both parties 
as sovereign and independent nations.” 

Who can believe that, in a negotiation offered 
and accepted on terms like these, anything will 
be said about a cession of territory, except that 
each party, in that respect, should be in the same 
state as before the war? 

If then, sir, peace is really expected or desired. 
why do we hear so much said, on this floor, and 
elsewhere, of the necessity of taking Canada? 
The surest test of the sincerity of the Executive, 
in the present negotiation, will be, that he makes 
no serious attempt at the conquest of this coun- 
try, until the result of the mission to Gottenburg 
be known. 

Connected with this Canadian war there is a 
subject, to which, fora few moments, I shall beg 
leave to call the attention of the Committee. I 
mean, sir, the subject of retaliation. It is one, 
which, in its consequences, threatens the lives of 
hundreds of native American citizens. now pris- 
oners of war, and involves the individual peace 
and happiness of thousands who are connected 
with them. Itisa subject which goes home to the 
hosom of every American, and is calculated to 
excite some of the finest feelings of our nature. 

The President, in his Message at the opening 
of the present session of Congress, informs us, 
that the British commander in Canada had sent 
to Great Britain, for trial, certain persons, who 
had been taken prisoners, and “who had emi- 
grated from the British dominions long prior to 
the state of war between the two nations.” 

These persons, he says, “had incorporated 
themselves into our political society, in the modes 
recognised by the lawand practice of Great Brit- 


| 
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ain,” &c. Tn consequence of this, British pris- 
oners have been put in close confinement; and in 
return for this, double the number of native 
American prisoners have been confined by the 
British Government, all of whom are to share 
the fate of the first. 

The Message of the President is somewhat 
obscure, and does not clearly indicate the na- 
tional character of the persons who have been 
thus taken and sent to Great Britain for trial. I 
do not understand, however, by the words of the 
Message, that they have ever “incorporated them- 
selves into our society,” agreeable to our naturali- 
zation laws. If they have not, whatever the 
laws and usage of Great Britain may be, they 
cannot be citizens of the United States. If the 
persons referred to had been naturalized under 
our laws, and the President had known the fact, 
he would certainly have so stated it in his Mes- 
sage. If, then, these persons have not been nat- 
uralized here, and, from the Message, I presume 
they have not, in what light are they considered 
by our own laws? They are, sir, alien enemies, 
and as such liable to be removed by the President 
atany moment. The act passed by Congress on 
the 6th of July, 1798, and now in force, is ex- 
plicit. It declares: “That whenever there shall 
‘bea declared war between the United States 
‘and any foreign nation or Government, or any 
‘invasion, or predatory incursion, shall be per- 
‘ petrated, attempted, or threatened, against the 
‘territory of the United States, by any foreign 
‘nation or Government, and the President of the 
‘United States shall make proclamation of the 
‘event, all native citizens, denizens, or subjects to 
‘the hostile nation or Government, being males 
‘of the age of fourteen and upward, who shall 
“be within the United States, and not actually 
t naturalized, shall be liable to be apprehended, 
‘ restrained, and removed, as alien enemies.” It 
is under this law, sir, that the President, since the 
commencement of the war, has sent many per- 
sons toa great distance from their homes near 
the seaboard, who were born in Great Britain, 
but who had resided here, and had married here, 
many years before the war, but who had not 
been actually naturalized. If then, sir, the per- 
sons who have been taken prisoners while invad- 
ing Canada, and sent to England for trial, were 
not actually naturalized at the time of the dec- 
laration of war, they were by our laws alien ene- 
mies. And should these men be tried and con- 
demned in their native country, however much 
I might deplore their fate, I can never consent 
that one drop of American blood should flow, not 
a single American family be made miserable on 
their account. 

It is not my intention, sir, to enter into the con- 
sideration of the subject of allegiance, or the 
effects of naturalization. This would lead me 
far beyond the limits I had prescribed to myself. 
I would observe, however, that with respect to 
naturalized citizens, the Goverument of the Uni- 
ted States must fulfil all their obligations and 
duties to them. What these obligations and du- 
ties are, it may be difficult to ascertaia with pre- 
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cision. While they remain within our own ter-| First——The expenses of the Government, (ex- 


ritory, and within our exclusive jurisdiction, they | clusive of the public debt,) from January 1, 1812, 
are to be protected by the Government. But! to December 31, 1813, have been as follows, viz: 
when they depart from the United States, and | I—From January 1, 1812, to September 30, 1813. 

reside abroad for a certain period of time, either | 1, For civil list, foreign intercourse, &c. $1,556,864 46 


in their native country or in a foreign country, | 2. For Military Department - + 7,464,814 80 
by our own laws they are not to enjoy all the |3. Naval Department - z - - 2,638,612 95 
rights and privileges of native citizens. 

By an act passed by Congress in 1804:—" If] Per Treasury statement - 11,660,292 21 


any person naturalized in the United States shall = 
reside for more than one year in the country from ; Ii—Sepé. 30, 1812, to Sept. 30, 1813. 

which he originated, or for more than two years | 1. For civil list, foreign intercourse, &c. 1,705,016 35 
in any foreign country,” unless in the capacity of | 2. For Military Department -  - 18,404,650 49 
a public agent, he cannot own an American ship. | 3- Naval Department =- = >» 6,317,411 15 
But a ship owned by such person, although regis-| _ - 26,427,077 99 
tered as an American ship, must pay foreign ton- ——S 
nage and foreign duties. So far, therefore, as | 11I—Sepé. 30, 1812, to Dec. 31,1813, 

respects American navigation, a person in this being the last quarter of 1813. 


situation is considered to all intents and pur-| 1. For civillist,&e. - =- - + 400,000 00 
poses a foreigner. 2. For Military Department - + 5,887,747 00 

It is, sir, the peculiar province, as well as the | 3. Naval Department - + = 1,248,145 10 
duty of this House, to watch the expenditure of 
public money, and to see that the people are not 
unnecessarily burdened with debt and with taxes. | 
The acting Secretary of the Treasury, in his| Making, as per statements $45,623,262 30. 


annual report, has told us that the sum necessary | ty_orrom January 1, 1813, to December 31, 1814 
31, ; 


for the expenses of the present year amounts to | The expenses, and to defray which, we are called up 

45,350,000, and, of this sum, thirty millions is apt sak , a up- 
$ AD a ie TERENE Teusney notes The on to borrow thirty millions of dollars, and which, if 
sum to be thus borrowed is six times larger than | nyo continues, must be paid, have been esti- 


7,535,892 10 


eee m mated by the Secretary of the Treasury as follows : 
any loan ever obtained since the commencement | 1, For civil list, &c. A 3 : = 1,700,000 
of the Government until the present war. 2. For Military Establishment $ - 24,550,000 


The honorable chairman has thought proper | 3, For Naval Establishment - -  - 6,900,000 
to state, that, during the five years of the present 
Administration, the public debt has increased $33,150,000 
$20,781,881 40. This statement may be, and — 
probably is correct. I should have been better] Making, in three years, exclusive of the public 
satisfied, however, had the chairman informed us | debt, an expense of $78,773,262 30. 
distinctly the actual amount of the expenses of} It will be observed, that, for the year 1812, the 
the present war, and the increase of the public; above sum of $45,623,262 30 includes the money 
debt in consequence of it, as well as what those | actually paid from the Treasury during those 
expenses and the amount of the debt must be at| years. Many expenses, incurred during that pe- 
the present rate of expenditure, at the close of the | riod have not yet been paid, or presented for pay- 
present year. The Committee, as well as the | ment. Theclaims of several States for expenses 
nation, would then have been able to judge whe- | in calling out their militia, have not been allowed 
ther the prospect of advantage from a prosecution | or paid. The State of Virginia alone has a claim 
of the Canadian war would not be more than | of this kind, amounting to $380,000. The float- 
counterbalanced by the expenses incurred by it. | ing debt, therefore, may amount to several mil- 
It is my intention, sir, to present this subject, dry | lions. Neither does the estimate for the year 
and uninteresting as it may be, to the view of j 1814 include the large bounties lately given to 
the Committee under the following heads, viz: | encourage the recruiting service. 

First.—The amount of the expenses of the| Let us, sir, compare this expense with the sums 
Government (exclusive of the public debt) since | expended by former Administrations for the same 
the commencement of the present war, viz: from | objects. The extravagant expenditures of former 
January 1, 1812, to December 31, 1813, together Administrations have, for many years, been the 
with the amount of the sums estimated for the | theme of both public and private declamation, as 
same expenses for the year 1814. well as denunciation. It may be useful to look 

Second.—-A comparative view of these ex- | back, and to inquire whether the practice of those 
penses, with the sums expended for the same | who have professed so much economy in the ex- 
objects during former Administrations. , penditure of the public money, has been con- 

Third—'he actual increase of the public | formable to their professions. 
debt, from January 1, 1812, to December 31, 1813,| By recurring to official documents, furnished 
and what that increase must be at the close of | us from the Treasury Department, we shall find 
the year 1814, in case the sum contemplated to | that the whole expenses of the several Adminis- 
þe raised by loan and Treasury notes should be trations (exclusive of the public debt) have beea 
attained on the terms of the former loans. as follows: 
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1. The Administration 


sive, being four years, was - - 


23,496,430 13 

Making, from March 4, 1789, to 1801, 
inclusive, being two years and ten 
months A 

It will be remembered that this sum 
includes the expenses of the Indian 
wars, about one million expended in 
suppressing an insurrection in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and nearly 
one million for the release of Amc- 
rican prisoners at Algiers, during 
President Washington’s Adminis- 
tration, and the whole expense of 
the war with France in the Admin- 
istration of Mr. Adams. 

3. The expense for the same ob- 
jects, from 1801 to 1811, inclusive, 
being the eight years of President 

` Jefferson’s and the two first years 
of President Madison’s Administra- 
trations, making ten years in the 
whole, were - 

Making the whole expense, (exclu- 
sive of the debt,) from March 4, 1789, 
to December 31, 1811 - - 

Difference between the expense of 

© Washington and Adams’s Adminis- 
trations, being twelve years and ten 
months, and the Administration of 
Jefferson and Madison, for ten years, 
of zn 

During the last period there was paid 
ander the Louisiana ‘Convention, 
and‘under the British ‘Treaty, and 
includéd in the above’ expenses 

This'sum was not equal to the extra- 
ordinary expense-of the former pe- 
riod :. each may, therefore, be ofiset 
against the other; but, if deducted, 
will still leave a difference of 


ARN eN - 41,904,450 94 


54,437,478 06 


96,341,929 00 


12,543,027 12 


6,361,000 00 


- 6,182,027 00 

From this statement, taken from official docu- 
ments. it appears, that the expense of the Mili- 
tary Establishment alone, for the year ending on 
the 30th of September, 1813, was greater than 
all the expenses (exclusive of the public debt) 
during the whole of the Administration of Presi- 
dent Washington. Strange, sir, as this may 
seem, it is nevertheless true. 

From the 30th day of September, 1812, to the 30th 
of September, 1813, there was paid from the Treas- 
ury, for the Military Department - $18,484,756 49 

The whole expense (exclusive of the 
payments for the public debt) dur- 
ing the eight years of President 
‘Washington’s Administration, was 
only 


18,408,020 81 


- + $876,735 68 


Leaving a difference of 


enses fo 


The expense of the Military Establishment, for 
the present year, is estimated at more than twen- 
ty-four millions and a half, and the whole expense 
of that Administration (exclusive of the debt} 
was a little short of twenty-three millions and a 
half. Yes, Mr. Chairman, the four years’ extrav- 
agance of President Adams is to be outdone by 
the War Department alone, during the present 
year! How often, sir, have we been reminded, 
both here and elsewhere, of those hard and ex- 
travagant times! How often have the standing 
armies, the expensive navies, the eight per cent. 
loans, and the enormous aod oppressive taxes of 
| John Adams been resounded through every part 
of the United States !—and with what effect ? 
The authors of those measures were considered 
as unworthy of public confidence. And yet, sir, 
į the expenditures of those times, in comparison 
| with the expenditures of the present, were “ tri- 
| fies light as air.” In no one year did the Mili- 
tary Establishment of Mr. Adams cost more than 
about two millions and a half; for the present 
year it is estimated at more than twenty-four 
millions. Nor did he expend upon his favorite 
navy more than about three millions and a half 
in any single year; the expense of the navy this 
year is estimated at $6,900,000. A little more 
than six millions was then borrowed at eight per 
cent. This Administration, during the last year, 
borrowed twenty-two and a half millions of dol- 
lars, at about the same rate of interest, and we 
are now called upon to borrow twenty-five mil- 
lions more, and which cannot, probably, be ob- 
tained on more favorable terms. A land tax of 
two millions of dollars was then laid, with other 
internal taxes. A land tax of three millions is 
now in collection, with nearly all the other inter- 
nal taxes of Mr. Adams, with some additional 
ones, and the amount of them is nearly doubled 5 
and itis agreed that another land tax of three 
millions must be laid for the next year. I will 
not say that some of the expenditures of those 
times might not have been extravagant; but I 
will say that those expenditures were economy, 
even parsimony itself, when compared with those 
of the present Administration. 


The expense of the war, at the close of the present 

year, at the present estimated :rate of expenditure, 
| will exceed the whole expenditure of President 
| Washington’s Administration for the same ob- 


jects - - - - - - $60,545,311 44 
! And will exceed that of President 
Adams’s - - - - - 55,454,902 17 


| Leet us in the next place inquire into the actual 

| increase of the public debt since the commence- 
ment of the war, and what that increase must be 

| at the close of the present year, if, as proposed by 
the budget, thirty millions is obtained on loans 
and Treasury notes. 


The following loans have been made, exclusive 
of the Treasury notes, since the war: 
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1. Loan of 1812, $11,000,000. This was partly tem- | The amount of the old debt, including the Louisiana 
porary, and partly permanent and funded; on this|  stock,on the Ist day of Jan. 1812, was $45,154,189 


Joan there was obtained - - - $10,184,700 | And consisted of the following species 
2. Loan of 1813, per act of February viz: i 
Sth - =- - - $16,000,000 Five per cent. and deferred 
The greatest part of this 1 stocks unredeemed - $17,067,096 
sum was obtained at the 13 per ct. stock 16,157,890 
enormous premium of Converted do. 565,318 
13 dolls. and 63 7-1 1 cts. — 16,723,208 
for every 100 dolls., viz : 1796 6 per cent. stock - 80,000 
for every 100 dolls. bor- ; | Registered debt, and debt 


rowed, the Government 


due to foreign officers - 33,885 
gave their notes or stock ens 


for 113 dolls. and 63 7- Í Being amount of old debt 
11 cents, at 6 per cent., | unredeemed on the Ist 
making a premium of 2,180,000 | of January, 1812 - 33,904,189 
—————-_ $18, 180, 000 ; Louisiana 6 per cent. - 11,250,000 
3. Loan of 1813, per act —_——— a 
of August 2d - + — 7,500,000 caer $45,154,189 
The whole of this sum was of this debt there has been 
obtained, or contracted since paid or purchased, 
for, at 13 dolls. and 31 and will be paid at the 
4-9 cents for every 100 end of the year °14, the 
dolls, making a premi- following sums, VIZ: 
um of z 3 = 998,250 i 1. Reimbursement of the 
pore 8,498,250 old 6 per cent. and de- 
4, The contemplated loan ferred stocks, for the y’rs 
for 1814,0f - = 25,000,000 AEP a 14, about 
If this loan be obtained on Ve thee per year, in ee ON0 
the terms of the 16 mil- i s Con hae i - 2 900, 
lion loan, viz: 113 dolls. | » Converted 6 per cent. ene 
and 63 7-11 cts. for 100 ; stock paid in 1812 E 565,318 
dollars, jt will make a | 3. Louisiana stock purch’d 826,500 
premium of - (+ 8,407,600 rene ———_ 5,891,818 
a oF DAR Leaving the amount of the old debt on 
5. Treasury notes for 1814 - - = 5,000,000 | “in 31st December, 1814 - - - $39,762,371 


$70,270,550 | Maki . 
; aking the whole debt of the United 
Part nef aia a been paid as | States, at the close of the year 1814 $10,608,621 
In 1812, part of the 12 mil- j 
lion loan purchased - $324,200 | 
Part of the same loan paid 
in 1813, being tempora- 


Yes, Mr. Chairman, if the war continues 
the present year, the public debt will amount to 
more than one hundred and seven millions of 


ry, per contract - = - 1,350,000 dollars, being about thirty millions more than 
To be paid in 1814, part the debt at the commencement of the present 
of same lan ~- -~ 750,000 Government. And for what bas this debt been 
2,424,200 | incurred? Principally for the hopeless and useless 

, ————— | project of taking Canada. And when is this debt 
Leaving at the end of the year 1814, an to be paid by the people of this country? The 


actual debt, at 6 per cent., incurred in 


k nie Chairman of the Committee of Finance has in- 
consequence of the war, of - - $6 1,746,350 Š 


deed consoled us with the idea, that, in times of 
peace, we can easily pay off the debts incurred by 
war; that as in eleven years we have paid off 
notes to be issued during the present year, as a | forty-six millions of debt, we can in twenty-two 
part of the debt at the close of the year, because | years pay ninety-two millions. It is true, that in 
they are issued for the purpose of paying or sup- | about eleven years, viz: from 1801 to 1811, for- 
plying the place of about an equal amount of | ty-six millions of debt were paid. How was this 
Treasury notes falling due the present year, but | done? From an overflowing Treasury, in con- 
“which I have not included as part of the debt. | sequence of an extensive and active commerce. 
In order to ascertain the real amount of the debt, | phe receipts into the Treasury from the whole reve- 
either the notes which fall due this year, or those nue of the United States, from March 4th,.1789, to 
which are issued to supply their place, must be December Sist, 1811, were ~ $208,859,076 71 
taken into the account. Of this sum there was-reccived, from 
If we add to this the amount of the old debt at} March 4, 1789, to 1801, inclusive, 
the close of the present year, we shall find the f being 12 years and 10 months— 
amount of the whole debt of the United States, $78,139,915 80 
on the 3ist day of December, 1814; —_—-——- 


Ihave added the five millions of Treasury 
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And from 1802to’l1, 
inclusive, being 10 
y’rs, was rec'd 

From 1802 to 1811, 
inclusive, the ex- 
penses, (exclusive 
of debt,) were, as 
before stated 


130,719,140 91 


54,437,478 06 


Leaving during that 
period, applicable 
to the payment of 
the interest and 
principa! of the 
public debt 76,281,662 85 

Of this sum of more than two hund- 
red and cight millions of revenue, 
that part %which arose from com- 
merce, or from the customs, was 198,115,266 13 

Leaving for all other sources of reve- 
nue, during that period, only 


$15,743,810 58 


It would have been strange, indeed, if, with 
seventy-six millions of dollars at command, the 
Administration, during that period, could not 
have paid off forty-six millions of the debt. But 
on the return of peace here and in Europe, we 
cannot expect a return of that extensive and pros- 
perous commerce we enjoyed before the com- 
mencement of the restrictive system. Besides, 
the expense of our future peace establishment 
must be much greater than heretofore. Should 
peace take place at the close of the present year, 
it would leave us with a debt, the annual interest 
of which would be about six millions of dollars ; 
this, with the annual reimbursement of the old 
debt, amounting to about one million and a half, 
would make nearly eight millions to be provided 
for annually for the debt alone. The peace es- 
tablishment for the army, navy, &c., will not be 
less than seven millions, making the whole at 
least fifteen millions. : 

This project, then, of taking Canada, is to sad- 
dle the people of this éountry with an enormous 
debt, and for the payment of which their houses, 
their shops, their lands, their carriages, and al- 
most every thing they eat, drink, or wear, must 
be taxed. : 

In presenting the budget, and calling for so 
large a loan, the chairman of the committee, as 
was his duty, had made some remarks and state- 
ments to show the ability of the nation to furnish 
this loan. With this view he has made an esti- 
mate— 

Ast. Of the amount of the capital of the country. 

2d. Of the income of that capital. 

3d. Of the amount of the circulating medium. 

His estimate of the am’t of capital is $2,567,480,000 
And the income arising from this cap- 
ital, or what he calls the annual 
produce of the industry ofthe Unit- - 

ed States, is estimated at 235,489,600 

Ishall not trouble the Committee long in in- 
quiring whether this estimate be correct or not. 
All calculations of this kind, especially in this 
country, must, in a great measure, be conjectural. 


I should suppose, however, that the estimate rel- 
ative to the income of the United States, partic- 
ularly in prosperous times, is short of the truth, 
but in times like these, when there is a total stag- 
nation of business, and the whole amount of our 
exports does not exceed twenty-seven millions of 
dollars, our income must be comparatively small. 
For the purpose of showing the ability of the 
community to loan the sum required. the honor- 
able chairman in the next place endeavors to fix 
the proportion between the amount of the circu- 
lating medium and the productive industry of the 
country. He supposes, from consulting the best 
writers on political economy, that this proportion, 
at the greatest, would not exceed one-fifth. One- 
fifth of 235 millions, he says, is $47,569,120, 
which he considers as “sufficient for actual circu- 
lation, and that the whole of the circulating me- 
dium above that sum, might be locked up or 
drawn from circulation, without producing in- 
convenience or pressure.” 

He then calculates the whole circulating me- 
dium of the United States to be $100,000,000, 
consisting of $50,000,000 in bank notes, and $50,- 
000,000 in discounts at the banks. He then says, 
“from this sum deduct $47,569,120, the maximum 
of what is deemed necessary for circulation, and 
the sum remaining, viz: $52,430,880, constitutes 
the ability of the moneyed capitalist to loan.” 

On this subject, sir, my ideas are very different 
from those advanced by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. As to the amount of the circulating me- 
dium of the country, the estimate is much too 
large. I have never seen or heard it estimated 
higher than about eighty millions. And of what, 
sir, does this circulating medium consist? It con- 
sists of specie, of gold and silver—the universal 
standard—by which the commercial transactions 
of mankind are regulated, or the representative 
of gold and silver. Bank notes may very proper- 
ly be considered as constituting a part, and at 
present the principal part, of the circulating me- 
dium of this country. Why, sir, are they so con- 
sidered? Because they are the representative of 
gold and silver. They are valuable, because they 
can at once be converted into gold and silver. 
The moment they will not command the specie 
they lose their value, and will not pass from man 
to man. It is difficult to ascertain, with preci- 
sion, the amount of bank notes in circulation in 
the United States. From the data, however, to 
which I have had access, I am satisfied that the 
sum does not exeecd thirty millions. The late 
Bank of the United States, with a capital of ten 
millions, and with an average deposite of five mil- 
lions more, and whose bills had a general cur- 
rency, and were receivable for all debts due the 
United States, could not, for many years, keep in 
circulation, on an average, more than about five 
millions of bank notes. This was about fifty per 
cent, of the amount of their capital. We cannot, 
therefore, calculate that the present State banks, 
taken together, can circulate bills to a greater 
amount than about fifty per cent. of the capital 
actually paid in. The bills of some of the banks, 
from. their local situation, exceed this amount. 
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stroying system, which has been pressing upon 
us for so many years, no nation, in proportion to 
its means, ever increased so rapidly in wealth and 
in accumulation of capital as the United States. 
In the years 1805, °6, and ’7, our exports amount- 
ed annually to more than one hundred millions 


sir, he means that this sum has actually been paid 


in, it is too large. In 1812 the Secretary of the 


Treasury stated the amount to be only fifty mil- 
lions; and from the best information I can ob- 
tain, I am satisfied the amount paid in does not 
at present much exceed sixty millions. Sup- 
posing those banks, taken together, can circulate, 
in proportion to their capital, as many notes as 
the late Bank of the United States, the bank notes 
in circulation will be only thirty millions. From 
information, however, furnished by some of the 
State banks at different periods, we shall be satis- 
fied that this sum, taken on an average, is proba- 
bly too large. About the first day of January, 
1812, the capital of three of the principal banks of 
Pennsylvania, and of three large banks in Massa- 
chusetts, and of all the banks in Rhode Island, 
amounted to $11,808,650, and the notes in circu- 
lation from these banks, at that time, was only 
$4,487,702, being a little more than one-third of 
the amount of the capital. This, sir, appears from 
statements made by the directors of those banks 
to the Legislatures of those States respectively. 
In January of the present year, the capital of all 
the banks in Massachusetts was $11,575,000, and 
the notes in circulation amounted only to $4,117,- 
118. If we suppose the bank capital of Massa- 
chusetts to be one-sixth of the whole banking 
capital of the United States, and that the other 
banks circulated notes in the same proportion to 
their capital as the banks of that State, the 
amount of all the notes now in circulation will 
be only $24,702,708. 

As the banks farther south have probably more 
notes in circulation, in proportion to their capital, 
than the banks in Massachusetts, the notes in cir- 
culation may exceed this amount by two or three 
millions. A very general error has prevailed on 
this subject. Many have supposed that banks 
could issue notes to an almost unlimited extent, 
and that they had generally done it to an amount 
far beyond their capital. This idea is, however, 
a very erroneous one. A certain quantity of cir- 
culating medium is necessary In every country, 
for its various commercial transactions, and to 
facilitate an interchange of the products of its 
industry. This quantity increases with the in- 
creased wealth and resources of the country, but 
whether it consists in specie or in bank notes, it 
can never exceed the amount which is necessary 
for the objects for which it is required. The idea, 
that bank discounts constitute a part of the cir- 
culating medium of the country is indeed novel. 
The honorable chairman will find that he must 
apply to some other resources, than the surplus 
of what he calls the circulating medium, in order 


to fill this loan. He must apply to the capital of 
the country, which can be spared from other ob- 


jects. What the amount of this capital is, it is 
difficult to determine. I feel no disposition to 


depreciate the wealth and resources of the coun- 
try. Before the commencement of that self-de- 


of dollars. 
the pitiful sum of twenty-seven millions. 


They are for the last year reduced to 


During the years 1805, °6, and °7, the revenues 


from imports amounted to $47,555,629 97, in the 
three succeeding years they were only $27,078,- 
740 05, making a difference of more than twenty 
millions. 
ble duties, they are estimated at only six millions. 
While this fatal system, together with the war, 
has thus exhausted the National Treasury, it has 
likewise, to a great extent, exhausted the wealth 
and resources of individuals. 
loans you were obliged to make sacrifices, which 
would put at hazard the credit of almost any in- 
dividual in the community. And you can hard- 
ly expect that, without any funds provided for 
the payment even of the interest of the contem- 
plated loan, you can obtain it, if, indeed, it can 
be obtained at all, at a less sacrifice. i 


During the present year, with the dou- 


To obtain the last 


Before we proceed further in these vast ex- 


penditures and extravagant loans, for the purposes 
of foreign conquest, let me beseech gentlemen to 
pause and to reflect upon the immense burdens 
they are imposing upon the people of this coun- 


try, and their posterity for generations yet to 
come. 

When Mr. Pitkin had concluded— 

Mr. Suerrey rose and said, that, on this occa- 


sion, it became the duty of the Committee to look 
beyond the present moment. 
mitted by the honorable Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means required them to 
consider not only whether there existed in the 
country a capacity and disposition to furnish the 
sum now wanted, but whether this system of 
loans and expenditures, of which the present 
measure constituted a part, could continue until 


The motion sub- 


the professed objects of the war were accomplish- 


ed. There is certainly, said Mr. S., no honorable 


member on this floor who entertains serious 
doubts on the subject, who will not feel disposed, 
at least, to pause. There is none who shall be 
convinced that this system has its limits, and that 
those limits are short of your object, who will 
not;think the present the best moment to arrest 
your progress. To continue the effusion of blood 
and the waste of money, without hope, would be 
wanton and cruel. 

The sum proposed to be raised by loans, in- 
cluding the Treasury notes, as a portion of the 
means necessary to defray the expenses of the 
present year, is thirty millions of dollars. Al- 
though exceeding in amount any loan ever at- 
tempted in this country, (as it is admitted,) and 
exceeding any loan ever obtained in any other 
country, (means and circumstances considered,) 
as I shall have occasion hereafter to notice, yet it 
will be far short of our necessities, should our 
Army equal the number estimated. The Secre- 
tary at War estimates the military expenditures 
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at twenty-four and one-half millions of dollars. 
and our military force for the year at sixty-three 
thousand men, thus making the average cost per 
man less than four hundred dollars. If we judge 
from past experience, F am inclined to believe the 
average cost will fall little short of one thousand 
dollars per man, and therefore, if the Secretary’s 
premises are to be regarded, our military expendi- 
tures will this year exceed $50,000,000. 

During the fiscal year, which commenced on 
the first day of October, 1812, and ended on the 
30th September, 1813, the various sums paid on 
account of the military service, amounted to 
more than eighteen millions of dollars, and about 
six thousand dollars less than the sum appropri- 
ated. The paper laid on our tables, showing the 
near approach of the amount actually paid to 
the sum appropriated, may have been considered 
by some as a high evidence of the wisdom aud 
sagacity of those who managed our affairs. Let 
them not be deceived. Nothing is more falla- 
cious than the idea that the expenditure is lim- 
ited by the appropriation. The actual payments 
only are so limited. If there is an excess of ex- 
penditure, it constitutes a debt which is paid out 

«of the next appropriation. To prevent the whole 
sum appropriated for the military service from 
being paid as demands may require, and thereby 
prematurely exhaust the means of payment, the 
Treasury Department has interposed a restriction 
by which but one-twelfth part of the amount ap- 
propriated can be drawn monthly. Thus, the 
appropriation for the last year being about eigh- 
teen millions. the Treasurer, as agent for the 
War Department, received a monthly credit of 
one million and a half; beyond this sum no pay- 
ment could be made, whatever the demand might 
be. Should there have been any application 
within the month after the sum set apart was ex- 
hausted, the claimant wouid be postponed, he 
would have to wait until the waters were again 
moved, and if he was not preceded by others, or 
thrown back in the scramble, he might be sat- 
ished, 

Sir, we have no means by which the actual 
military expenditures can be ascertained. Such 
is the manner of disbursement, and the state of 
the various branches of the War Department, 
that no person knows, or can know, how much of 
the immense sums drawn from the Treasury is 
actually paid to those entitled thercto, or how 
much remaius due. Many millions are reccived 
by officers and contractors in the way of advan- 
ces, who, instead of being called upon at short 
stated periods to account, retain large sums for 
months, often for years, and sometimes forever. 
here is, in fact, no system, no accountability. 
The people’s money is squandered to enrich those 
who riot on the public spoils, and who fatten by 
their calamities. [Little as I know, I have heard 
and seen enough to convince me of the profli- 
gacy, profusion, and corruption, which attends 
the expenditure of your public money. No per- 
son can form an adequate idea of the amount, nor 
will it be known until long after the war shall 
have closed. You are in the habit of passing 


not anticipate. 
many claims that accrued before the close of the 
last fiseal year, were either not presented, or not 
paid. We know of many large ones in that sit- 
uation. Though I have no certain data, I have 
no hesitation in believing that the actual expendi- 
ture exceeded the appropriation ten millions of 
dollars. 

[Mr. Eppes interrupted Mr. Suerrey, and said 
that if the gentleman had any evidence of the 
fact he stated, he requested him to produce it.] 

Mr. Susreey resumed. The gentleman called 
upon me for evidence. If he means positive evi- 
dence. I have already stated there is none. No 
mortal being knows the actual amount of expen- 


diture. It is matter of reasoning and deduction 
merely. One thing is certain, that the cighteen 


millions appropriated last year for the military 
service are insufficient to pay the demands that 
ought and must be paid. The gentleman him- 
self has presented the claim of Virginia amount- 
ing to nearly $400,000 which is unsatisfied. The 
claims of other States and individuals are in the 
same situation, Admitting, however, (and it is 
yielding much) that the excess of expenditure is 
but five millions, the expense of our military op- 
erations during the year, which ended on the 
30th September last, amounts to more than twen- 
ty-three millions of dollars. 

Let us examine what was the state of our 
military force during the same period. On this 
subject it will not be expected that | should ex- 
hibit evidence, in its character either positive or 
conclusive. None such, 1 believe, exists; and 
that which the records of the War Department 
might furnish, inconclusive as it must be, is not 
confided to us. We, the representatives of the 
people, are not permitted to know the real state 
of the pedple’s concerns, lest the information 
should be improvidently used. It is withheld 
from us as edge tools are withheld from children. 
In the absence, therefore, of everything like of- 
ficial information, I must be permitted to resort to 
snch facts and estimates as are within my reach, 
The result, though it may not be minutely accu- 
rate, will be sufficiently so to serve every purpose 
connected with the present discussion. 

If the estimate of the Secretary at War as to 
the expense per man is to be relied on, it follows 
that the military force of the United States, be- 
tween the 30th September, 1812, and Ist October, 
1813, on an average, must have exceeded fifty- 
six thousand men. Indeed, the appropriations 
made contemplated effectual provision for that 
number. Is there any person who does belicve 
such to have been the fact? Where were they 
employed? What positions did they occupy? 
During the first quarter of the year, at the mo- 
ment most favorable, when every effort had been 
made to collect the great force on the Niagara 
frontier to penetrate into Canada, the command- 
ing officer states the number at less than two 
thousand men; it unquestionably was much less 
a great portion of the time. Very few „of the 
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Pennsylvania brigade of militia were in service | double the sum, or shall have less than one half 
the whole period. The Army under General | the army estimated. ‘The latter will most prob- 
Harrison, including the posts on and in the vicin- | ably be the case. The money will be expended 
ity of Lake Erie, did not much exceed three thou-! and when we shall hereafter inquire into the 
sand men. On Lake Champlain, and the frontier | strength of our military force, we shall be (as we 
in that quarter, about two thousand men were sta- | have been) told that the information is not proper 
tioned. The forces in Louisiana and West Flor- | to be communicated, lest the enemy should ob- 
ida amounted to about the same number. And | tain knowledge of our weakness. Thus the de- 
in Georgia and the Carolinas there were not j lusion is kept up. The people’s money is squan- 
more. Allowing four thousand men for every | dered, while the most important facts, connected 
other place, the average number would be about | with their best interests, are veiled from their eyes. 
fifteen thousand men. |! The honorable chairman of the Committee of 

During the second quarter of the year there | Ways and Means, when he submitted the motion 
was no considerable addition made to the number ! now before you, attempted to prove that this coun- 
of our military force, except so far as respects the | try had the means to furnish the loan proposed ; 
militia called out for the defence of Norfolk and | and that that it was the interest of capitalists, and 
the coasts on the Chesapeake. he recruiting | of course their disposition, to accommodate the 
service progressed but slowly. Many of the mil- | Government. This was perfectly statesman-like. 
itia and volunteers were discharged, and great | He gave us a detailed statement, the correctness 
mortality prevailed in the regular army. Indeed, | of which Iam not disposed to question, tending 
not until towards the close of the last quarter, was j to show the wealth of this country. "But he 
there any considerable augmentation, About that | failed entirely, in my humble opinion, in the in- 
time, our force might be estimated thus: ferences he was disposed to draw, and which 


Under Wilkinson - - - =-  ~ 7,500| were essential to his object. The wealth of a 
“ Hampton - - - - - 4.000 | community does not furnish any certain data, 
“Harrison - + + = + 3000] from which to infer the existence of any dispo- 

Militia and volunteers on the Northern sable means, much less such means as naturally 
frontier - - =- - -  - 5000 j take sucha direction. The wealth of a nation 

Norfolk and the Chesapeake - -  - 5,000 | may be respectable in amount, yet there may be 

Louisiana, Georgia, and the Carolinas - 4,000 | no surplus beyond the wants of its people ; its in- 

All other places - - - - - 6,500! dustry may produce periodical surpluses, but if 


Making the average for the last quarter - 35,000 } ployed than in loans to the Government. 

===] The honorable gentleman’s first item in the ac- 
count of our national wealth, is the improved 
lands, the value of which he estimated at nine 
hundred and eighty-two millions of dollars. Land 
is truly the great source of all wealth, but it does 
not follow that those who possess it have the 
means alone suited to the object of the present 
bill. If the value of landed property in Sweden 
and Norway was estimated by the standard of 
public opinion there, it would probably exceed the 
sum at which the gentleman estimates ours. Yet 
they have litle capital. Holland in her better 
days was poor ih land, while her money wealth 
exceeded all example. Our own country fur- 
nishes sufficient evidence that land and other pro- 
perty constituting agricultural stock is not (and 
does not necessarily produce) in the hands of the 
proprietorsextensive moneyed means. ‘The plan- 
ters of the South possess their thousands of acres, 
and their hundreds, and even their thousands of 
slaves. The inhabitants of the West own im- 
mense quantities of the most fertile lands, estima- 
ted among themselves at a high value. Yet they 
have very little money capital. How much have 
individuals from those sections of the Union (I 
speak not here of banks) contributed to your for- 
mer loans? Comparatively nothing. This is 
not owing to their opposition to the war; for it 
not only has their undivided support, but their 
enthusiastic affection. Some of them, particu- 
larly the citizens of Kentucky, have manifested 
their sincerity in the cause, by bestowing upon it 
their heart’s blood. If the honorable gentleman 


And for the year, ending on the 30th Septem- 
ber, 1813, about twenty-five thousand men. 

In the estimate which T have submitted, I am 
ecrtain that I have rather gone heyond, than falien 
short of the true average number. Generals Wil- 
kinson and Hampton, at no period during the cam- 
paign, hada greater force than that estimated. 
And General Harrison’s was much below 3,000, 
independent of the Kentucky and Ohio militia, 
who did not commence their march until about 
the beginning of September. 

The result which follows makes the average 
expense per man little less than one thousand dol- 
lars for the last year. Evidence drawn from re- 
cent experience tends strongly to support this con- 
clusion. The expense during the first four months 
of the war, according to the best estimate l could 
make, was at the rate of nine hundred dollars per 
man, perannum. For 1809, our army cost us four 
hundred and ninety dollars per man, including 
all military expenses, as appeared by the docu- 
uments laid before us; and we were then ina 
state of profound peace. The increased bounty 
and pay which has since been granted ; the host 
of officers which are supported; the expense of 
transportation ; the enhanced price of munitions; 
the arms and ordnance required; the losses and 
waste attending a state of war—leave little doubt 
of the general correctness of the opinion expres- 
sed. It follows that the estimate of twenty-four 
and a half millions for sixty-three thousand men 
is totally incorrect ; we shal! expend more than 


: lét alone will be otherwise and perhaps better em- 
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will look to his own district, he will see a consid- 
able portion of wealth in lands and personal pro- 
perty; yet I presume his constituents have not 
contributed much to the loans—so it is in mine. 
Though there are several individuals who are 
really wealthy, I know of one only who has sub- 
scribed anything. The reason is, that many have 
no surplus means, and those who have, think it 
more prudent and more productive to vest them 
in something else. 

What I have said on the subject of land is ap- 
plicable to every other species of visible property, 
and particularly personal property. Its value con- 
stitutes no evidence of the disposable moneyed 
means of a community. It is either a subject of 
expense to the proprietor, or it constitutes a part 
of his capital in some branch of industry. In our 
country, a very great portion is really agricultu- 
ral stock, which I before noticed, or commercial 
capital; in the latter case, it is clearly compre- 
hended in another item of the gentlemen’s state- 
ment, 

The honorable gentleman has included in his 
account of our national wealth, the value of the 
public lands, which he estimates at eight hun- 
dred millions of dollars. This is not the first 
time that we have been presented with this ob- 
ject, as constituting in itself the most unbounded 
resources. I recollect several years ago, when 
the war in which we are now engaged was in 
prospect, the honorable gentleman in his place,sas 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
with a view, as I understood, to justify such an 
ulterior resort, and the profuse expenditure it 
would necessarily occasion, stated that our resour- 
ces were far beyond those of any nation of mod- 
ern times. I listened with the utmost attention 
in the expectation of some new development— 
some new principle in finance to which I had 
been an an utter stranger. But I confess I was 
sadly disappointed, when I heard that the public 
lands constituted this boundless, this inexhaustible 
treasure. Sir, when we are called on to provide 
for present expenditures, and present demands, it 
surely becomes us not to refer to future means 
which it requires ages to accumulate, which can 
be brought to your aid in small periodical contri- 
butions only. Your public lands constitute a cap- 
ital from which you draw a variable annuity, 
equal to the net annual amount of sales. That 
amount has seldom exceeded five hundred thou- 
sand dollars per annum, and very often been much 
below it. Admit, however, the average amount 
to be expected into the Treasury equal to six 
hundred thousand dollars per annum, the present 
cash value of all the public land does not exceed 
ten millions of dollars. Because a cash capital te 
that amount would produce a perpetual annuity 
of $600,000 at six per cent. It may be said, how- 
ever, that the sales of our lands will progress with 
the increase of population. ‘This in some degree 
may be true. But the increase of population 
will extend and multiply the sedentary arts. The 
improvements in agriculture, and the clearing of 
lands already private property, will provide the 
means of subsistence for a greater number. Be- 


sides, the vast quantities of lands owned by States 
and individuals, will come into competition with 
you after your most favored spots are sold; so 
that, with the daily diminution in point of real 
value of the remuant in the market, no consider- 
able increase in the amount of sales can be ex- 
pected. 

The honorable gentleman also presented to our 
view the amount of our bank capital, which he 
estimates at seventy-five millions of dollars. He 
supposes the average amount of bank paper issued 
and outstanding, with the specie not in the vaults 
of the banks, to amount to one hundred millions, 
and, therefore, that the circulating medium of the 
country is equal tothat sum. On these topics the 
appearance is too often taken for the reality: and 
on no subject are appearances more delusive than 
on these. So long as bank payments can be de- 
manded in specie; so long as specie constitutes 
the basis of all money transactions; so long the 
real bank capital in a community cannot exceed 
the actual amount of specie. The excess is a 
nominal or credit capital, which it is the object 
of banks to organize and modify, to supply the 
deficiency of a real or specie capital. 

To illustrate this idea, let me suppose a com- 
munity without banks, whose whole circulating 
medium consisted of specie. That in this situa- 
tion a bank should be created of a capital exceed- 
ing the amount of all the specie, and the whole 
stock to be paid in that medium on acertain day. 
It would most unquestionably follow that the 
stock subscribed could not exceed the amount of 
specie; or, in other words, the banking could not 
exceed the specie capital. As things are, how- 
ever, the paper or credit of existing banks con- 
stitutes a great portion of the capital of every 
new bank; and thus bank capital is multiplied, 
without any addition either of specie or real 
wealth, , 

To simplify the subject, and to show the man- 
ner in which bank capital is multiplied, let me 
suppose that in a smail community, the whole 
circulating medium amounted to 3,000 dollars 
specie, owned by three individuals, A, B, and C, 
in equal proportions; that they should establish 
a bank called A’s Bank, comprising the whole of 
the money in which they were interested alike, 
and which was restricted not to issue paper toa 
greater amount than its capital. Afterwards, 
they should determine to establish another called 
B’s Bank; but, having no further real means, they 
should obtain accommodation at A’s Bank, each 
to the amount of his stock—paid in notes. They 
would be then enabled to pay the capital of B’s 
Bank. If they should be disposed to erect a third 
bank, they might do it in the same manner, by 
obtaining discounts at B’s Bank, each to the 
amount of his stock. Here there would be a 
nominal banking capital of $9,000, when a real 
capital of $3,000 only existed—each of the banks 
would not exceed in issues the amount of its 
capital, and each might be justly considered as 
perfectly solvent, its capital being mediately or 
immediately represented by the amount in specie. 

Let me suppose another case. A, B, and C, 
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that serious difficulties have already been experi- 
enced. One bank, J am credibly informed, of 
great credit and capital in New York, which 
loaned to the Government one million of dollars, 
has lately been drawn upon for a large sum which 
it could not immediately pay. These things will 
beget suspicion; and suspicion once generally 
current, the credit of the banks, the vital prinei- 
ple of their existence, must be greatly impaired, 
if not entirely destroyed. The large sums con- 
tributed by the banks to the former loans, con- 
nected with these circumstances, induce me to 
believe, that, in the present state of the country, 
they will not deem it prudent to go much further 
unless they dispose of their present stock; an 
operation which in the aggregate furnishes no 
new means. Indeed so far as respects the banks 
of the State, which the gentleman and myself 
in part represent, there is no doubt of the fact. 
During the late session of the Legislature, the 
president of the Bank of Virginia informed a 
committee of the Iouse of Delegates, that the 
loans made to the General Government, and its 
ordinary demands, require the reimbursement, at 
the stipulated time, of $350,000, which that bank 
had loaned to the State for one year. It is true 
that it has siuce re-loaned the same sum at seven 
per cent. interest, on condition of having its capi- 
tal increased. The other bank also has loaned to 
the State a further sum of $400,000 at the same 
interest. But I hesitate not to assert that they 
have gone to the utmost limits permitted by pru- 
dence. 

he honorable gentleman, in the course of his 
remarks, assumed a position in my opinion not 


each, possess $500in specie. They agree to estab- 
lish a bank of $3,000 capital, in which they are 
to be the sole stockholders, and equally interested, 
and which is to commence its operations when 
one half the capital is paid in. Each pays the 
money he has, upon which the bank is organized. 
To enable them to pay the balance of their stock, 
each obtains a discount to the amount due. Here 
is a capital nominally of $3,000, but really of 
1,500 only. These cases, though hypothetical, 
show the principles of paper credit, which exist 
more or Jess in every banking institution; and 
constitute the basis on which the extension of 
bank capital rests. 

As iit respects the amount of bank paper issued, 
I think with the honorable member from Con- 
necticut (Mr. Prrkin) that the opinions generally 
entertained are very incorrect. It is believed 
that the issues far exceed the capital, because 
there is a legal power to do so. But there isa 
discretion which prudence dictates in the man- 
agement of such affairs, more restrictive than 
the legal discretion. ‘he question is not, what 
amount can be issued? But, what amount can 
be kept in circulation? The consequences of an 
excessive emission are, that the paper will return 
in rapid succession and increased quantities, and, 
for the want of real means in hand, the credit of 
the institution is hazarded. Equally fallacious is 
the idea, that the aggregate amount of paper 
issued by the various banks is evidence of the 
amount of paper in circulation. Extended as the 
banking capital is beyond the amount of specie 
in the country, bank notes constitute a portion of 
the stock of every bank; every one of them has 
and is compelled to have the paper of other in- | only new, but extraordinary. He attempted to 
stitutions, as a portion of its means to support establish, by referring to authority, that forty- 
its credit and to mect the payment of its own | seven millions was the greatest amount of circu- 
notes. The operation, in a more simple form, is | lating medium requisite for the purposes of any 
this—every bank takes out of cirenlation a portion | community not exceeding ours in population. 
of the paper of other banks to enable it to supply | He estimated the circulation of this country at 
it with its own. l one hundred millions, and thence inferred that 

The honorable gentleman has supposed the there isa surplus of fifty-three millions, which 
ability of banks to make loans to the Govern- | could be loaned to the Government. 
ment, is increased by the destruction of foreign I have attempted to show that the gentleman 
commerce. There is a view in which this idea is much mistaken in the amount of the circula- 
seems plausible, and it may even in some degree | tion; but if that was even correct, his conclusion 
be correct. But such a state of things produces | 1s totally irreconcilable with any idea I have on 
difficulties, which I fear have cither been over- | the subject. That the utmost wants of the coun- 
looked or not duly estimated. In times of active | try cannot require more than a given sum, and 
commerce a considerable portion of bank paper is | yet that more than double that sum be actually 
drawn to the interior of the country from the employed is beyond my comprehension. The 
commercial towns by the farmers and planters, circulating medium of a country is the representa- 
as the price of their produce, which returns gradu- | tive of property, and can represent but such por- 
ally, and is again supplied by the same cause. tion as periodically becomes the subject of ex- 
But in our present situation, little paper can be | change; and though it may fall short of that, it 
kept in many parts of the interior, because the | cannot go beyond it. Tt does not much affect the 
products of the country will not sell, or sell at i stock or capital of the community. Even large 
diminished prices. Bank paper now gravitates | additions of the precions metals do not increase 
to the seats of great public expenditure, and to the wealth of a nation ; because something equiva- 
those places where the balance of our internal | lent in value must be given for it. A person 
trade centres, from whence it returns not in | who sells a horse for one hundred dollars in 
drops, but torrents calculated to overwhelm some | specie, is not made the richer by the sale; he has 
banks. who, in a different state of the country, ; got something in exchange which may enable 
would have maintained their credit by a greater him to divide the value of his property, so as 
amount of paper outstanding. I have understood more conveniently to suit his purposes. An excess 
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of circulating medium cannot long continue (if it 
ever can exist.) If it consists in specie, it will 
find its way to a place of scarcity ; if of paper, it 
will return to the place of its emission or depre- 
ciate. A full circulation gives activity and 
promptitude to the intercourse of society. And 
a sdarcity tends to embarrass it hy making credit 

“necessary, so as to enable a given sum to take a 
large circuit passing from the hands of debtor to 
creditor, so that in its progress it may gradually 
effect what is promptly effected in the other case. 
These are the chief effects accruing from a pro- 
fuse or scarce circulation. 

The honorable gentleman also brought into 
view the amount of the annual profit, as well on 
the real and personal property, as on the moncy 
capital vested in commerce, bank stock, turnpikes, 
canals, insurances, &c. Te, too, added the gross 
product of the labor of the community in all 
other branches of productive industry. His esti- 
mate, in the aggregate amounting to uboul two 
hundred and thirty-five millions of dollars, I am 
not disposed to question. [I believe it rather be- 
low than above the true amount. But I cannot 
see how any result connected with the present 
question can follow. If we were deliberating on 
the propriety of imposing a tax or income, it 
would be very proper to inquire into the resources 
of individuals, without reference to any surplus, 
because it would constitute the basis of the tax, 
and regulate its product. But the present ques- 
tion can be influenced only, not by the amount 
of means created by the capital and labor of the 
community, but by the surplus which it can 
dispose of after providing for all its wants. An 
individual may possess considerable revenue, but 
he may have no annual surplus, beyond his own 
wants, fancied or real. Appearances in relation 
to communities are still more delusive; because 
the product of capital and industry is taken in 
the aggregate, which constitutes a very imposing 
amount, when in reality there is not a particle of 
surplus. 

In the course of the remarks which T have 
submitted, J have attempted to establish that the 
ability ‘of this country to support the system 
of loans, of which that now required constitutes 
a part, is not inferrible from any of the facts pre- 
sented to us by the honorable chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I shall now 
attempt to show that no such ability does exist. 
That there is not among us a capital of any con- 
siderable amount that naturally belongs to such 
an object. 

Capital, as itis generated by the productive oc- 
cupations of a community, the principal branches 
of which are agriculture, commerce, aud manu- 
factures, so every addition to it, will generally 
seek employment in the particular branch from 
whence it sprung, until by progressive accumu- 
lation it shall have risen to an amount sufficiently 
extensive for all the purposes of the society; or 
until, in that particular department, an increase 
of capital shall not yield any (or very little) in- 
crease of profit. The periodical profits then will 
seck another direction. If thereis any other pro- 
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ductive occupation which wants capital, and 
promises advantage, it will most naturally draw 
to it; and thig process will continue until each 
branch of industry has a capital sufficient for 
every purpose. When the annual profit shall! 
exceed the increase of capital necessary, and 
which can be employed profitably, then only can 
any considerable means arise, which without arti- 
ficial impulses will be vested in Government se- 
curities. Then loans will (as they ought) con- 
sist of the profits of the industrious occupations. 
and not, as with us, of their capital. 

In Great Britain, where the system of loans has 
been carried toa greater extent than in any other 
country of ancient or modern date, the capacity 
to borrow is only limited by the capacity to pay 
the interest. The reason is, that the profits of 
her commercial and manufacturing capital are 
greater than the natural means to extend their 
employment. All the commerce which her re- 
lations with the rest of the world permits, can 
be carried on, and all the fabrics that can be vend- 
ed can be manufactured, and a surplus annuai 
profit remains for the use of the Government. 

The existence of large surplus moneyed means 
is attended by circumstances which caunot be 
mistaken, and which are of themselves conclu- 
sive. The industrious occupations, which con- 
stitute particularly the sources of the wealth of 
the community, will be extended, flourishing, and 
in a state of the utmost improvement. The com- 
petition of capitalists in the market will reduce 
the interest of money very low. Internal im- 
provements, such as turnpike roads, canals, aque- 
ducts, and railways, will cover the face of the 
country ; and you will see a tendency to expend 
money on objects which yield no immediate re- 
turn, but serve as provisions for posterity. Com- 
pare these natural evidences with the real state of. 
things among us. Our agriculture, though con- 
stituting the chief branch of domestic industry, 
and a great source of national wealth, in many 
parts of the Union is yet inarude state. The 
legal interest of money isnot only high, but three 
and four times the rate was not unusual in some of 
our commercial towns, when we had an active 
commerce. To the south of the Potomac, there 
are but one or two turnpike roads, that can be 
called such, and as to canals all in the country 
are not worthy of notice. Even the Chesapeake 
and Delaware Canal, so important, cannot be 
opened without public aid. Had the money cap- 
ital of the coantry been as redundant as gentle- 
tlemen suppose, that would not only have been 
long since effected, but the water communication 
between Lake Erie and the Hudson river would 
not at this day be a subject of speculation only. 
Of aqueducts and railways, we know nothing but 
the names. 

The commercial capital of this country has, I 
admit, accumulated beyond example, and has be- 
come very considerable; but, I believe not much 
greater than our wants require. If it is suficient 
for all our purposes in times of active foreign 
commerce, it is as much as | believe the fact will 
warrant. Though our prosperity between 1793 
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and 1807 was uncommonly great, yet it ought to | and to allure him, he is informed, when peace 
be recollected, that at the close of the Revolution- ! returns commerce shall resume its former activity 


ary war we had no commercial means. A great|and former extent. I should like to be able to 
portion of our commerce was carried on by British ' reconcile these contradictions. If we are to be- 
capitalists, either through the agency of their fac- ' come independent of foreign manufactures, I wish 
tors or our own merchants. Supposing the capi-! to know what our foregn commerce will consist 
tal requisite for our commerce then to amountjin. Are we to have what every rational man 
to twenty millions, I think it may be safely said, ! knows cannot exist for any time—an export, but 
that not more than one-fourth was really Amer-i no import trade? If foreign commerce is to re- 
ican. Admitting for a portion of the time the! sume its former extent, what becomes of your 
profits to have been thirty-three and a third per ; boasted independence and the manufacturer ? 
cent., instead of ten and fifteen, the usual mer-; The ‘gentleman has told us. He will have to 
cantile profit, it could not bave accumulated at ; sell his buildings and machinery at a sacrifice. 
this day to a sum much greater than is wanted. | When the honorable gentleman told us, that 
Nothing marks more strongly the progressive: the merchant could, at the end of the war, sell 
increase of our commercial capital, and at the! with facility and profit the stock he had acquired 
same time shows that it is not yet redundant,! by contributing to your loans, he ought to have 


than the progress of the East India trade. For 
some years after the peace of 1783, the India 
goods consumed in this country came through 
the English market, because our merchants could 
not engage in a commerce, which, though pro- 
fitable heyond that in which they 
required a capital which they did not possess. 
Besides, a small capital requires promptitude in the 
returns of its profits,a tendency manifested in 
this country in almost everything, in which mo- 
ney is employed, and which a voyage to India 
does not permit. Yon accordingly see the first 
adventures in the direct trade to India, from the 
Eastern and Northern States, where capital first 
accumulated. 
first ship sailed from Baltimore, directly to the 
East Indies, and E believe none belongs to any 
port south of that place, engaged in that trade. 

I have attempted to show that in ordinary 
times, when the enterprise and industry of our 
people are permitted to take their natural direc- 
tion, there are very little disposable moneyed 
means in this country. Ido not contend that 
there is not a money capital equal to your pre- 
sent wants, which may be withdrawn from its 
accustomed employment. That in fact is your 
only reliance; you must direct the commercial 
capital from its accustomed channel into your 
Treasury. And this isthe tendency of your pol- 
icy, whatever be its object. You destroy com- 
merce to fill your loans. The honorable gentle- 
man himself seems to be of that opinion. He 
has told us that it is the interest of the merchant 
to loan his money to the Government, because. 
when peace and commerce are restored, he will 
not only receive an enhanced price for his stock, 
but will beable to convert it again into commer- 
cial capital with the utmost facility ; whereas, 
should he vest itin manufacturing employments, 
he would at the end of the war be subject to los- 
ses in the sale of his houses and machinery. Sir, 
gentlemen seem to be prepared at all points. 
When they want votes they address themselves 
to the manufacturer, and tell him and the nation 
that one of the most valuable effects of this war 
will be that it will make us independent of for- 
eign manufactures—not independent during the 
war; but for all future times. When they want 
money they address themselves to the merchant, 


were concerned, | 


It is but a few years since the; 


i informed us where the purchasers will come from. 
: He ‘has shown us that it will be the merchant's 
j interest to sell, but he has failed to show whose 
interest it will be to purchase, or who will have 
. the means todo so. Sir, one of these consequen- 
ces will most unquestionably follow: ‘he com- 
petition of stock in the market will very much 
depress it below its nominal value; or the mer- 
| chant will be compelled to retain it; or it must 

be purchased with a foreign capital. The depres- 
| sion of the price of stock in the event of peace, if 
Í probable, will be anticipated, and those who have 
| the means will cither withhold them, or make 
l their terms with an eye to that event. If the 
merchant shall be compelled, instead of employ- 
ing the means his industry aequired in the useful 
and productive pursuits to which he has been ac- 
customed, to remain an inactive drone, drawing 
his revenue from the Treasury, so much the worse 
for him and the community. Should he resume 
his commercial enterprise, without disposing of 
| his stock, he must do it with a capital belonging 

to foreigners. He must commence his business 
| anew, and all the inconveniences attending suck 
jan individual, and the community of which he 
isa member, necessarily follow. Should the stock 
at the end of the war fall into the hands of for- 
eign capitalists, which is most probable, you be- 
cometributary to a foreign nation. The industry 
of this community will have to provide the rev- 
enue of persons not members of it, and which will 
be spent in another country. So long as it is in- 
considerable it will not be materially felt. But 
should your course continue until the amount 
shall greatly increase, it will become a serious 
evil. The annuities will constitute a balance of 
trade against you equal to their amount, which 
must be provided for by an excess of exports, be- 
yond the imports, or by a correspondent diminu- 
tion in the imports ; besides, the exchange, always 
regulated by the amount of the funds to be drawn 
away, will become unfavorable, by which an ac- 
tual loss will be sustained. 

To those who are not content to look to the 
present moment only, but who deem it their duty 
to cast their eyes over the whole extent embraced 
by your fiuancial or rather borrowing system, it 
will be an object of some importance to know 
how long it can continue, admitting it practica- 
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ble for the moment. Itisa matter beyond all 
doubt, that every loan subtracts from the money 
capital of the country employed in the industri- 
ous occupations, and is not supplied by the profit 
arising from its use. Indeed it would be prepos- 
terous to talk of the profit of such capital, when 
the greater portion of it is thrown out of employ- 
ment. Admitting the gentleman’s own positions, 
the whole disposable means will be exhausted in 
a very short period. Supposing even the whole 
commercial capital to be convertible to such pur- 
poses, a few more loans will bring gentlemen to 
the end of their means; what will be done then ? 
They will themselves predict the consequences. 
They will tell you that ruin to the public credit 
and every possible calamity to the country await 
the refusal to provide the means nowasked. And 
surely those evils will not be mitigated when a 
heavy accumulation of the public debt has been 
effected. 

The principle which has been adopted to defray 
the expenditures by loans entirely, with our defi- 
ciency of the means necessary for such purposes, 
must accelerate the destruction of public credit, 
and bring you to the end of your resources in a 
little time. In no country that I know of, has 
the experiment ever been made to the same ex- 
tent. [a Great Britain, where a war of twenty 
years with the most colossal Power of modern 
days has compelled the Governament to go greater 
lengths than ever was attempted in any other na- 
tion, we do not find any example to justify the 
proposition now before you. I believe no loan in 
that country, fur the service of any one year, has 
extended beyond twenty-seven millions sterling. 
Her means tu support such a system are beyond 
all comparison, when put in the scale against 
ours. Everything there manifests an abundant 
capital. Her commerce, her manufactures, her 
agriculture,exhibit appearances calculated to con- 
vince every one, that there are uo means wanting 
to cherish them. Her internal improvements of 
every kind, show that these means have over- 
flowed their natural channel, and the vast sums 
which have been loaned to the Government with- 
out diminishing in any degree the natural growth 
of these objects, show that the annual profits of 
capital there are suflicient to continue the ability 
to support the system to any extent. If the value 
of the property of the country is any criterion of 
the ability to provide these means, the compari- 
son is equally unfavorable. I have lately seen 
the estimate of an author of some celebrity. who 
has written on the commerce of Europe, who es- 
timates tbe whole property in Great Britain at 
about four thousand millions sterling, which is 
ten times greater in amount than the estimate of 
all the property in this country. 

Hitherto, sir, I have restricted myself to the 
mere question of finance. But the subject em- 
braces considerationsof much greater importance. 
We are required to provide large pecuniary 
means, calculated to entail on the country heavy 
and lasting burdens. It is our right, therefore, 
and much morc our solemn duty, to inquire what 
value, or practicable object is to be attained by 


same consequences. 


it. Weare told it is the successful prosecution 
of the war, in which this country is now engaged. 

I was originally opposed to the declaration of 
war, as a measure of extreme imprudence, calcu- 
lated to add to the evils we complained of, with- 
out the hope of removing any. I did believe that 
we had sufficient cause of war, against both the 
great belligerents. I mean such cause as States 
have generally regarded as sufficient; such as 
Great Britain herself has often considered as am- 
ple provocation to justify hostilities. But I did 
not deem it either wise or just to ourselves, to 
imitate her example. Her history shows that she 
engaged in the war of the Spanish succession— 
that she deemed the disturbance of her subjects 
onthe inhospitable Falkland Islands—their inter- 
ruption in the fur trade at Nootka Sound, as 
sufficient cause of war. But it also shows the 
consequences to which her policy led. In the 
midst of the most abundant wealth, millions of 
her population are supported by public charity ; 
many thousands rise in the morning without 
knowing where or how to obtain subsistence for 
the day,and many more are obliged to go supper- 
less to bed. I conceived this Government was 
constituted to promote the happiness of our peo- 
ple, which ought to be its primary object. And 
I felt persuaded, that if we commenced the career 
which England had run, we should share the 
The profligacy and corrup- 
tion, the legitimate offspring of war, and its in- 
variable attendants, are calculated to destroy that 
equality which is the soul of public happiness. 
The products of industry, instead of giving to 
labor its means of comfort and subsistence, are 
bestowed on the most worthless who have art 
enough to take advantage of the public misfor- 
tunes. 

The period selected by the majority for this 
new experiment, seemed to me most unfortunate. 
On the other side of the Atlantic, the most tre- 
mendous revolution that the world ever witnessed 
had prostrated the independence and liberties of 
nations, and with them théir commerce. From 
the head of the Venitian Gulf to the White Sea, 
the same gloomy prospect presented itself. Ven- 
ice, once highly commercial, had not only lost 
her trade, but her Government, and had been de- 
graded intoamere province. Genevaand the Tus- 
can State had shared the same destiny. France 
had no external commerce. Spain and Portugal 
were directing the whole of their energies and 
resources to save themselves from the yoke pre- 
pared for them. Holland, formerly the empori- 
um of continental commerce and the seat of great 
wealth, was annihilated as a nation; and the 
Northern and Baltic States were groaning under 
the anti-commercial system of the Dictator of 
Europe. England alone remained independent 
and commercial. During the progress of these 
changes, our geographical situation and our neu- 
trality secured to us not only the profitable trade 
of the British dominions, where our products had 
no competition in the market, but the remaining 
commerce of the Continent. We profited largely 
by the calamities which had befallen Hurepe. 
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which we stood, it became us to consult the max- 
ims of true wisdom, and not hazard the great ad- 
vantages which we actually enjoyed, by hopeless 
or at best doubtful efforts, to rid vurselves of evils 
comparatively inconsiderable, We had still great 
cause of consolation, We had the blessing of 
peace, which had been banished from every other 
country, and we had a commerce more extensive 
and profitable (interrupted, as it occasionally was, 
by the orders and decrees of the belligerents,) than 
it would have been had Europe remained ina state 
of tranquillity and peace. 

The peaceful policy appeared to me to have 
still stronger claims to our support. 1 did not 
believe it probable in the then state of the world, 
that we should be able to remove the evils of 
which we complained. Such had been the ex- 
traordinary revolution of affairs, that there were 
in fact but two independent nations in Europe. 
The present ruler of Pance had prostrated many 
of the old Governments, and curtailed the domin- 
ion of others, so that the ancient equilibrium was 
destroyed, and all the military power of the Con- 
tinent concentrated in his hands; a military pow- 
er, such as perhaps had never been witnessed. 
England, the great object of his hatred, was 
protected against the first onset by her insular 
situation, which enabled her to preserve her at- 
titude for the moment. But her ruin too was 
inevitable, unless she could erect a countervail- 
ing power of sufficient magnitude to protect her 
against the gigantic efforts of her enemy. She 
sought security in her maritime force, which she 
increased to an extent before unknown, by which 
she not only saved herself from conquest, but 
prostrated the whole naval power opposed to her, 
and became as sovereign on the ocean as her en- 
emy was on land. In this situation of the world, 
I thought it a mammoth of folly for us to forego 
our peaceful advantages and enter into a war to 
enforce respeet for neutral rights, which it was 
the interest of both the belligerents to disregard. 
Our true policy required that we should (without 
relinquishing any right) make the most of things 
we could not alter, and to look to the restoration 
of independent sovereign communities of Eu- 
rope, equally interested with ourselves, as the 
only probable means to re-establish a respect for 
the rights of nations. Such an event would have 
made war unnecessary, because it would have re- 
moved the source of our complaints. lt will les- 
sen, whenever it shall happen, the apprehension 
of England for her safety, and with it her naval 
power, the iustrument of her protection. Should 


such change not have been deemed probable, there 


13th Con. 2d Szss.—42 


j These were some of the reasons which influ- 
renced me to oppose the war before and at the 
{time it was declared. I then understood the pri- 
i mary cause of that measure to be the Orders in 
| Council. It never once entered into my imagi- 
; nation, that impressments were considered as ori- 
i ginally justifying hostilities, or to require a per- 
i severance in them, after every other cause was 
| removed. Thesilence of the Governmenton this 
! subject for years before, forbade such an opinion. 
iI, indeed, occasionally heard in this House the 
sufferings of our seamen in “the floating dungeons 
of England” described in eloquent and pathetic 
language; but I always considered it merely as 
a rhetorical flourish, intended to embellish a 
| speech. I sometimes, too, saw in the columns of 
certain newspapers the magical number 6257 dis- 
played in large figures, as the number of our im- 
pressed seamen; but I did not suppose that any 
grave statesman who had access to better inform- 
ation, could either believe it or be influenced by 
ithe inflammatory matter generally subjoined. 
But, it seems I was mistaken, Though the Or- 
ders in Council have long since been removed, 
the war has been continued and is to be persevered 
in, as is avowed, until Great Britain shall relin- 
uish the practice of taking even her own seamen 
rom our merchant vessels; or, in other words, 
until she shall consent that the flag shall protect 
all who sail under it, Icannot consent to subject 
the country to the many certain evils that will 
attend the continuance of the war on any such 
; principles, because I believe the claim set up by 
the Administration extends beyond what-our in- 
terest requires and propriety warrants; and be- 
cause | cannot see that we shall be able by force 
; to compel Great Britain to assent to our demand. 
‘aa Dir, I should be wanting in candor were I to 
j assert that no inconveniences have been experi- 
| enced by onr citizens from the practice of im- 
| pressment on board our vesseis; though I believe 
| them to have been greatly magnified. It is, like 
every other power, subject to great abuses in the 
execution. There are, besides, causes resulting 
from our situation and language, which, during 
a part of the present war, rendered the best efforts 
of the officers intrusted with the power not to 
violate our rights, sometimes abortive. The ex- 
tent and prosperity of our commerce, and the 
pressure of the war on England, induced many 
of her sea-faring subjects to leave her service, 
| public and private, and seek casier employment 
j and better wages on board of our ships, where 
they were much wanted, and to which they were 
often allured by the cupidity of our people. The 
Governmentof Great Britain, conceiving theiraid 
necessary in the defence of their native country, 
instructed the officers of her Navy to reclaim them 
whenever found on board neutral private vessels 
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The identity of language and manners, however, 
rendered it often difficult to distinguish between 
them and our native citizens, and without any 
improper design, the latter were sometimes taken. 
The difficulty, too, was of itself caleulated to en- 
courage abuses. But, could the inconveniences, 
and even abuses, to which we werc subjected. 
warrant the demand to abandon the practice, if 
it was well founded? All we could require was 
security for our own seamen, leaving to Great 
Britain the service of her subjects. Some reme- 
dy, calculated to secure both, ought to have been 
attempted by friendly negotiation, instead of iu- 
sisting on a principle which, though it may effect 
our convenience, leaves the interest of others to 
be sacrificed. Justice would be satisfied with a 
remedy commensurate with the evil. What 
would be thought of the demand of a neutral to 
be exempt from search in al! cases, because the 
cruisers of a belligerent, under the pretence of 
searching for enemy’s property and contraband 
of war, committed depredations on the property 
of her citizens? or, that the belligerent should 
abstain from taking enemies in arms from her 
ships, because, under color of that right, some of 
her own people were carried into captivity ? 

I shall not on this occasion enter into an ex- 
amination of the principles on which the practice 
of Great Britain thus to reclaim her subjects is 
founded, or how far intrinsically it does or does 
not constitute a right belonging to every sov- 
ereign nation. It is enough for us to know that 
it is not of new origin, (as has been asserted by 
some gentlemen,) but that it has been exercised 
for more than a century, not only by her, but 
many other maritime nations, as was most clearly 
shown in a former debate in this House by the 
production of the orders of the British Admiralty 
and the marine ordinances of other European 
States. It is certainly too early for us to attempt 
to expunge from the practice of nations a princi- 
ple in which all others have hitherto acquiesced. 

There is a principle connected with this sub- 
ject for which the Administration contends, which 
shows that the security of our native seamen is 
not their only object, but that their pulicy extends 
to the protection of British subjects against the 
reclamation of their native sovereign from our 
merchant vessels. Indeed they have lately gone 
further than the principle originally assumed 
seemed to embrace. They have pledged them- 
selves to protect those taken in arms against their 
country, even at the expense of the blood of our 
native citizens. Why this solicitude for the in- 
terest and safety of foreigners? Is our native 
population not competent for all the purposes of 
national happiness? Is the world to be told that 
we cannot sustain the contest with our enemy, 
withoutarraying against him bis own subjects and 
protecting them in treason? [think not so meanly 
of my country. I believe the period has arrived 
when we ought to rely, at least so far as respects all 
political and external purposes, on our own native 
population. I would not withdraw from foreigners 
the privilege of seeking among us an asylum from 
the poverty or tyranny of their own country. I 


would ever bestow on them every civil right en- 
joyed by natives, and within our territory extend 
to them protection against every Power on earth. 
But I would let it be distinctly understood, that 
when they left our soil, their right to that protec- 
tion should cease. I would not permit them to em- 
broil us with any foreign Power claiming their 
allegiance after they had left our shores. I 
would go further; I would not permit those who 
should hereafter emigrate to our country, to med- 
dle with the concerns of Government in any man- 
ner whatever. It is not in the nature of things, 
that those whose habits and opinions in early 
life. have been formed for an opposite state of 
things, should know how to use or appreciate the 
rights and duties of a citizen who possesses a por- 
tion of the political power of his country. I 
know such a regulation would exclude some val- 
uable men, but it would exclude also a mass of 
corruption and ignorance dangerons to the purity 
of our institutions. With respect to this system 
of retaliation, to which the Administration have 
pledged themselves, be the blood that shall flow 
on their own heads. I would not voluntarily 
shed one single drop of native American blood 
for all the foreign population we have acquired 
for the last fifteen years, or which we shall ac- 
quire for a century. z 
But the principle has been advanced and very 
generally supported, that we stand pledged to 
those who have been naturalized under our laws, 
to protect them wherever they may think proper 
to go, even against the claim of their native sov- 
ereign when within his jurisdiction ; to whom it 
is said the duties of allegiance are to all intents 
and purposes dissolved by the process of naturali- 
zation. This opinion, like many other doctrines 
of the day, is not pretended to be supported by 
reasoning drawn from the nature of Government, 
or the rights and duties resulting from a state of 
society ; but some fanciful theories, some abstract 
notions about the laws of nature, are presented to 
us as its basis. It is said that Congress are au- 
thorized to establish an uniform system of natu- 
ralization; that they have by law prescribed the 
requisites to which foreigners must conform, and 
when they do so (as there is no limitation) they 
become citizens to every possible extent. This 
is plausible, but not the less incorrect. The error 
consists in misconceiving the nature and effect 
of municipal law. The Convention who framed, 
and the people who adopted the Constitution, did 
certainly not conceive the absurdity that they 
could invest Congress with the power of making 
laws which should operate beyond our jurisdic- 
tion. They granted the power to pass laws for 
the naturalization of foreigners, to have the effect 
of other municipal laws, confined in their oper- 
ation to the territorial jurisdiction of the country, 
where we are sovereign. When a foreigner there- 
fore is naturalized, he becomes entitled to the 
enefits and subject to the duties, which munt- 
cipal law can bestow in the one ease, and exact 
in the other; but nothing more, To contend 
that municipal laws can have an ex-territorial 
effect, is to contend that one nation can repeal 
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the laws of another and interpolate its own regu- 
lations into the principles of publie law. 

The doctrine of original native allegiance which 
cannot be abandoned but with the consent of the 
sovereign, to whom it is due, which is the law of 
Great Britain, and most other European States, 
is founded on the same principles. The rights 
and duties which it embraces, are the offspring of 
municipal law. The claim upon the subjects 
allegiance, can only be enforeed where the sov- 
ereign has jurisdiction. ‘This doctrine is not in 
couflict (even in theory) with the practice of 
naturalization. And when weli understood, can 
produce no practical collisions, Thus, for in- 
stance, a British subject emigrates to this country, 
where he becomes naturalized. So long as he re- 
mains here he is entitled to the rights and sub- 
ject to the duties of an American citizen, because 
he is within the protection of our laws, limited 
in their effect by the limits of our territory. But, 
when he returns to his native country or goes on 
the high seas, where for certain purposes and to 
a certain extent all nations have common juris- 
diction, his original allegiance revives, or rather 
the means to make it operative are revived, and 
he is to every intent restored to the character of a 
British subject, because he is within the legiti- 
mate influence of the laws of the community of 
which he was first a member, and which had 
never absolved him from his duties. All con- 
flicting obligations which he has coatracted while 
here, are suspended until he returns. 

It is contended, however, that the doctrine of 
perpetual allegiance violates the principles of 
natural law, which authorize every one to pursue 
his happiness where he deems it best attainable. 
To me it seems preposterous to talk about natu- 
ral right, in connexion with this subject; for, if 
it proves anything, it proves that there is no al- 
legiance due to any country; a man may go 
when and where he pleases; and, in relation to 
the community from which he emigrates, the 
moment he leaves them he may become their 
enemy; an absurdity which I.am sure none will 
countenance. Allegiance is not known in the 
natural state; it has its origin in the institutions 
of society, and must, therefore, be exclusively a 
matter of social regulation; the object of which, 
in relation to every subject, is to restrict the con- 
duct of individuals to such limits as the welfare 
of the community, in the opinion of those to 
whom the right to judge is confided, may require. 
The idea of natural right in opposition to the du- 
ties in a social state, is at war with all govern- 
ment. It is the natural right of the strong to 
redress his injuries by the exercise of his physi- 
cal powers; but how preposterous would such a 
defence be where the personal rights of the weak 
were violated, even in the rudest society ? There 
is, indecd, a principle of natural law connected 
with this subject, but which, instcad of support- 
ing the individual right claimed, is in direct hos- 
tility to it. 1 mean nature’s first law, pervading 
all animated beings—the right of self{-preserva- 
tion. Every community has the unquestionable 
right to preserve and perpetuate itself. And the 


ner of applying them, cannot be left to individual 
judgment, but the discretion of those in whom 
the sovereign power resides. Hence, it has the 
right to declare that no one shall abandon his na- 
tive soil in times of great calamity, when the 
existence of the society is threatened by a pow- 
erful enemy, and when all theaid of its members 
is required to make a successful resistance: to 
declare that, though he may leave his native soil 
and parsue his happiness in foreign climes, he 
shall never be permitted to turn his arms against 
the country that gave him birth; or adopt any 
other regulation that may tend to preserve its se- 
curity. Without this power, every community 
is at the mercy of another, who may hold out in- 
ducements to detach its members; and thus, by 
lessening the number on the one hand and in- 
creasing it on the other, ultimately subjugate and 
destroy it. Í 

Sir, I do not only believe that, in a state of so- 

ciety, no such right of which I have spoken, 
claimed for individuals, does exist; but that it 
never ought or can exist consistent with the prin- 
ciples of sound morality. Godwin laid it down 
as a principle of political justice, that a child was 
under no duty of gratitude to its parents. That 
the anxiety attending its childhood, the cares of 
its infaney, the trouble and expense of rearing it 
into active life, imposed no moral obligation 
which required any return. Hence it follows, 
that the son might, without violating any duty, 
desert his aged parents, surrounded with poverty 
and distress, to be provided for by the charity of 
others. Of the same character do the opinions 
appears to me, which are now afloat, that a man 
is under ne obligation of gratitude to his native 
| country; that he may abandon it in the hour of 
| danger, and leave to diminished numbers the per- 

ils and evils of defending it against a powerful 
;and ruthless enemy; nay, that he may even re- 

turn in their ranks to assist in its destruction, and 
i stain his native soil with the blood of his parents 
| and kindred. ‘These anti-social opinions may 
j suit present purposes, but they are revolting to 
my nature. | cannot and never will subscribe to 
them, or assist in giving them any countenance. 

There was a period in our history but recently 

past, when this doctrine might have recoiled 
upon us, and covered this country with irretriev- 
able ruin. We have scen, in our day, on the con- 
| tinent of Europe, a military power arise, such as 
| 


the world never witnessed, which had prostrated 
everything within its reach, and was grasping at 
everything that yet bore the name of independ- 
ence. Fingland alone maintained her erect atti- 
tude. Her naval power constituted the ouly re- 
| maining barrier to universal dominion ; for Rus- 
sia, though not conquered, had, at one time, been 
compelled to bow to the wishes of her’s and the 
| world’s enemy. Those who had paid any atten- 
| tion to the progress of events, and the charac- 
| ter of that gigantic ambition which manifested 
Í itself in the person of him, who seemed to have 
drawn within his grasp the power of Europe, 
could have very little doubt that nothing short of 
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the government of the world would satisfy his 
wishes. I confess, for myself, that I was not 
without serivus apprehension for the fate of my 
own country, when I saw such an accumulation 
of power in the hands of one individual, particu- 
larly at the period when he was passing the Nie- 
men, at the head of the most powerful and best 
appointed armies of modern times, to give the 
death-blow to the independence of Russia. Sup- 
pose he had succeeded, and the accumulated 
pressure on England, whose manly resistance had 
aroused all the malignant feelings of his nature, 
and whose destruction was the first object of his 
heart, had been forced to yield. What would 
have been our situation? We should have been 
compelled to have recourse to that love of native 
country which seems to be considered as no vir- 
tue, at least no duty, to save us from subjuga- 
tion; or, voluntarily, submit to the yoke. Sup- 
pose, while his legions were collecting on the 
other side of the Atlantic to embark for our 
shores, but before actual war existed, a portion of 
our population, in expectation of what was to 
follow, should have thought it better “to seek 
their happiness” elsewhere, than remain subject 
to the dangers of our situation and the privations 
and inconveniences attending a manly struggle, 
and should have attempted to leave their country 
at such a period of difficulty. Where is the 
American who can say, who dare utter the senti- 
ment, that it wasa natural right, and that they 
must be permitted thus to desert their native soil 
in the hour of calamity? Suppose a portion of 
them thought it proper to unite with the enemy 
before his attempt upon us was known, and re- 
turn in his ranks and give every aid to his efforts 
to subjugate the cuuutry of their birth, the land 
of their fathers. Where is the man who would 
have the presumption to pronounce such conduct 
innocent? And yet the principle adopted by the 
Administration and supported in this House, goes 
to the full extent of justifying such treasonable 
acts towards another nation committed by its 
subjects. 

I have heard it said, that though every Gov- 
ernment has the right to prevent the emigration 
of the people, yet, if it permits them to leave its 
territory, they become completely absolved from 
every duty towards it, for all future times, be- 
cause with its assent they are placed in situations 
where it is possible obligations would be created 
conflicting with every pre-existing claim. And. 
therefore, that the permission to leave the soil is 
an act on the part of the sovereign which. though 
restricted and conditional in terms, is in effect an 
absolute renunciation of the claim of allegiance. 
There is not even plausibility in this idea, and 
certainly no nation in any period of the world 
ever countenanced it by its practice. Thar the 
sovereign should have the right to prevent emi- 
gration entirely and not to define the objects for 
which the subject may emigrate, or to prescribe 
conditions, is not supported by any correct princi- 
ple. The power to interdict an act includes ne- 
cessarily the power to regulate it, and prescribe 
such limits as are deemed necessary. It seems 


to me a strange position, that when a person is 
permitted to leave his own country for a particu- 
Jar ternporary purpose, it should be converted in- 
toa right, not only to go where his inclination 
leads him, and return divested of every duty, but 
to return asa public enemy. The sovereign au- 
thority of a country may not deem it necessary 
to restrict its people to their native soil, but per- 
mit them to pursue their interest in foreign cli- 
mates; but is it reasonable or just to construe 
this act of lenity into a license to associate them- 
selves with those who make war upon it, without 
committing any offence? Surely not. Should 
conflicting duties be created by a person thus 
permitted to emigrate, it is not the fault of his 
native sovereign, but his own, and, therefore, the 
act must be at his peril. There are, however, 
few, if any, cases where they could arise. Be- 
cause the party abroad, in merely rendering obe- 
dience to the laws of the country where he is 
resident, is discharging the duties of local allegi- 
ance, which by the public law of nations every 
one owes to the sovereign in whose dominions he’ 
resides. A British subject here before the war, 
therefore, may be required to defend this country 
against British forces, and his doing so will not 
subject him to any punishment if he should fall 
into their hands, because the act is not voluntary. 
Those who have precipitated us into our pres- 
ent unfortunate and ruinous situation, demand 
of usto yield the means which they shall pre- 
scribe, as necessary to insure a vigorous and suc- 
cessful prosecution of the war, the only hope, as 
they say, of a speedy and honorable peace, the 
professed object of all. When we inquire how 
all this is to be effected, we are answered, that 
the means asked will enable them to subdue Cana- 
da, and everything else will follow. And this 
infatuation inereases as experience unfolds its 
want of wisdom. Sir, could I believe that your 
efforts could secure such a result, much as I de- 
precate the evils which inevitably will attend the 
continuance of the war, I would give you all the 
aid in my power. To obtain peace, honorable 
peace, for this bleeding country, I will make al- 
most any sacrifice. But I cannot yield my own 
opinions tothe promises of gentlemen, particularly 
when every day’s occurrences prove their cor- 
rectness; while they prove the mistake, want of 
foresight, or want of wisdom, on the part of those 
who set up this high claim to our confidence. In 
one object I will unite with them—in the defence 
of our country. 1 shall not inquire by whose te- 
merity the enemy has been brought to our doors; 
or whose imprudence has invited hostility on our 
soil. Wor shall I consider either the expense, or 
the consequences of making every effort, when 
| the occasicn shall require resistance. I shall 
grant the means, so far as depends on me, to the 
utmost ability of the country. But as it respects 
the operations in the territory of the enemy, I 
| must be permitted to consider them not as dic- 
tated by imperious necessity, but a subject on 
which the exercise of a sound diseretion is ad- 

missible. 
| What is the prospect which gentlemen have 
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to our view, to afford 


tain possession of the Canadas, at the expense of 
incalculable sums of money and many lives, and 
see whether you can discover anything that would 
justify those who are not committed to abandon 
their opinions. It is true that just before your 
troops retired into winter quarters Jast November, 
the movements of your armies and the promises of 
the friends of Administration excited expectations 
in the public mind that before the end of the cam- 
paign the British power in both provinces would 
be prostrate, and the whole (except Quebec) in 
your possession; but it is equally true that your 
troops were compelled to leave the enemy’s ter- 
ritorles with diminished number, without accom- 
plisbing any single object. You were told too, 
{after every hope had been blasted,) in this place, 
by the Chief Magistrate of the nation, that our 
arms had been successful, “ both on the land and 
on the water.” But in a few weeks thereafter you 
had the distressing intelligence, that the small rem- 
nant of your forces between the Lakes were driven 
from their position at Fort George, and that the 
whole Niagara frontier, for many miles into the 
country, was laid waste by a merciless and victo- 
rious enemy, who, exasperated by the vindictive 
and cruel acts of your commander, had executed 
vengeance on the innocent women and children, 
who could not fly in the inclement season of win- 
ter to a place of safety. Thus, in one month after 
the campaign was closed on your part, all the ad- 
vantages you had gained during its whole pro- 
gress, and much more, were lost. You have, it 
is true, above Lake Erie, some stragglers who 
maintain nominal possession of the country for 
you, but 1 venture to say that if they do not re- 
tire they will be in captivity before Spring, and I 
should not be surprised if the whole Michigan 
Territory should again fall into the hands of your 
enemy. 

These were the consequences of your offensive 
operations in Canada, at a period when circum- 
stances existed which may be considered highly 
advantageous to your efforts. I believe it most 
unquestionably true, that the Governmentof Great 
Britain did not entertain any serious apprehen- 
sions that you would resort to war, and of course 
no preparations suited to such an emergency were 
made, while, on the other hand, you had deter- 
mined on that event for months before it was de- 
clared, and put your preparations in a state of pro- 
gression. he declaration of war produced an 
ardor whieh excited many at first into service, 
which vanishes when the novelty wears away, 
and is already languishing. Besides, pressed as 
your enemy hitherto has been, by the great Eu~ 
ropean contest, particularly the war in the Pen- 
insula, his means of defence and annoyance so far 
as you are concerned must necessarily have been 
Jess, than if all his resources could have been di- 


rected against you alone. The events which 
have lately taken place on the other side of the 
Atlantic have changed the aspect of affairs so es- 
sentially, that itis not unreasonable to suppose 
that Great Britain will think of the security of 
her provinces, the immediate object of your hos- 
tilities, by adding to the means of their defence, 
and thereby increase the difficulties which hitherto 
have been sufficient to render abortive every ef- 
fort you have made. 

Sir, if you are not incapable of profiting by cx- 
perience, the occurrences since the war ought to 
convince you that our soil is not favorable to the 
production of materials for conquest and military 
power. The enviable cquality of our situation; 
the general happiness of our people; and the re- 
ward which honest industry every where receives, 
leaves but a small portion of your population ta 
fill the ranks of your armies. Few if any, in or- 
dinary times, are driven into them by necessity. 
Who is there that regards it? Is there any one 
who has any claim to be ranked among the friends 
of the country, who would exchange these bles- 
sings for all the military power ever possessed by 
any nation, with its invariable concomitants, 
poverty and slavery? I venture to say there is 
uot. When I took occasion two years ago to 
state it as my conviction, that the sons of our far- 
mers and other respectable young men would not 
enter the ranks of your army, the sentiment met 
with general disapprobation on the other side of 
the House, as degrading to the patriotism of the 
country. Patriotism at that day was to effect 
everything; it seemed to be thought cee 
rather to repress than to excite it! How much 
have gentlemen been mistaken! Experience has 
shown them ignorant of the first principles of 
political scienee—jgnoraut of the character and 
situation of the people whose interests are com- 
mitted to their hands. Scarcely had the first mo- 
ments of the war passed away, before gentlemen 
found that patriotism alone would not fill your 
ranks, but that it must be stimulated by interest. 
They then added considerably to the bounty and pay 
of thearmy, asa means to effect their purpose; of the 
success of which they had not the smallest doubt. 
But the failure of the last campaign proved them 
again mistaken. They have now directed them- 
selves entirely to the cupidity of your people, who 
are to beallured into your army by the enormous 
bounty lately authorized, of one hundred and 
twenty-four dollars, and one hundred and sixty 
acres of land to each recruit. Even that will not 
do, Jt is necessary in order to secure this object 
so near the hearts of gentlemen—(an army suffi- 
cient to subdue Canada,) to throw a portion of 
the laborious classes out of their accustomed em- 
ployments, so that necessity shall bring about 
what cupidity cannot effect. Sir, about the pc- 
riod of the declaration of war, I saw a paragraph 
in a leading print devoted to the Administration, 
recommending to Congress the adoption of mea- 
sures calculated to create distress among the peo- 
ple, as a measure indispensable to fil the Army. 
The profligacy of the sentiment impressed me 
with horror and indignation. I did not however 
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believe it possible, that it ever could receive any 


countenance from those whose duty it was to 


ward off calamity and secure general happiness. 
Nor do I now pretend to say that gentlemen have 
acted in obedience to this recommendation; or 
that they have been stimulated by such motives 
in the pursuit of their policy. I hope no man is so 
corrupt. But the fact is, that such a state of things 
does now exist. All seafaring persons, and the 
poorer classes in the commercial towns, immedi- 
ately dependent on commerce, are placed in a 
situation where their industry no longer can se- 
cure them bread. And to save themselves and 
their families from starving, or subsisting on 
charity, they are compelled to enter your armies. 
To every mind not bent on the pursuit of its ob- 
ject, without reflection, these things will afford 
strong admonitions, at least to pause. Who can 
remain under the delusion of conquest and mili- 
tary glory, with such facts before his eyes? Or 
who can deem the objects in contest worthy the 
sacrifices demanded? No nation can long con- 
tinue a conflict with such enormous expenditures 
as you encounter. Your measures, instead of dis- 
playing your strength, exhibit your weakness, and 
tend rather to encourage than to dismay your 
enemy, because he must know that they cannot 
last long. 

Suppose, however, at the expense of the im- 
mense sacrifices you are making, you shall be en- 
abled to overrun the enemy’s provinces and ul- 
timately subdue them: what then? Are you 
certain that you will thereby secure the object of 
this war; or obtain something equivalent? If 
the principle, the relinquishment of which you 
demand, is so important to Great Britain as to 
justify her in maintaining it at the expense of a 
War into which it is evident she entered reluc- 
tantly, is it to be expected that she will barter it 
for Canada? That she will yield a great mari- 
time right (as she estimates it) for the restoration 
of acolony which hitherto has been of little value 
to her? But, with the well known pride of that 
nation, is it reasonable to suppose that she will 
permit you to sever her Empire without making 
the greatest efforts to regain possession of the con- 


| the threshold when all commerce, if not annihi- 
i lated, was entirely suspended and your ships 
chained to the wharves. The security of your 
seamen on the high seas was made another great 
object. They are now interdicted the ocean and 
turned on the land. Ina few years your ships 
will be rotten or eaten by the worms ; your com- 
| mercial capital will have sought other employ- 


l ment; your seamen will have gone into foreign 
| service, or turned landsmen; so that by one 
i mighty effort of wisdom the ruin of your com- 
| merce is converted into a mean to secure its free- 
idom; and driving your seamen from the ocean, 
: or out of the service, seems an appropriate remedy 
‘for the protection of their rights, ‘Thus, at the 
| end of the war. the freedom of our commerce and 
|the security of our seamen will have become 
| mere abstract propositions. With such prospects, 
|I cannot give my aid to support the war offen- 
sively for a single moment. Iwill not co-operate 
in measures pregnant with such consequences. 
An honorable member from South Carolina, 
| (Mr. Catnoun,) however, has told us, that this 
war on our part is defensive, and therefore, that 
the minority are bound by their own principies 
| to support it. To comeat this novel conclusion, 
i he has referred to the causes which provoked it, 
and insisted that, as it was waged in defence of 
our just rights, its character was therefore defen- 
sive. This argument, if itis entitled to the name, 
proves that in this war both partics are on the 
| defensive, because Great Britain asserts that the 
; defence of her maritime rights and of her terri- 
‘tories compels her to resist your claims and your 
j hostilities 5 aud she certainly has as much right 
| to give character (o her acts and motives as you 
have to characterize yours. The gentleman’s 
doctrine, if true, goes still further. It proves that 
no civilized nation ever did wage offensive war. 
Examine the pages of history, and show me an 
insiance where the most unprovoked hostilities 
were not attended with some justification. To 
| redress some past injury; to enforce some un- 
| questionable right; to obviate some expected 
| evil; are the State pretexts that have in all times 
i been employed to give color to unjust attacks. 


quered part—particularly with the unanimity of | When the King of Prussia, in 1756, in the midst 


her councils and her people, which supports her 
in this war? She will make those efforts. She 
will do more. She will harass our extended and 
unprotected coast with increased activity. Should 
she be relieved from the pressure of her Furopean 
war, as appears probable, her naval power and 
her liberated land forces drawn from other ser- 


vices will give sufficient employment to all your | 


means, and by protracted efforts, if not by imme- 
diate force, she will teach you, even in Canada, 
that you are engaged in an “ unprofitable contest,” 
and thus render you disposed to abandon the field 
of conquest after you had been fally in possession 
of it. 

This war has certainly been attended with 
some very extraordinary appearances, and the 
consequences, should it continue, will be still 
more extraordinary. It has been waged for the 
freedom of commerce ; and scarcely were we on 


of profound peace, entered Saxony with an im- 
mense army. he actcd, as he asserted, from mo- 
tives of self-defence, to defeat the designs of his 
enemies. The unprincipled partition of Poland 
in 1772 was justified in an elaborate manifesto, 
issued by the Powers concerned, on the ground 
that the dissensions and disorders in that country 
threatened the repose of Europe, particularly of 
the neighboring nations, and that the measure 
adopted was indispensable, not only to restore 
j general tranquillity, but to preserve their domin- 

ions from the effects of those disorders. The cause 
avowed by the great Napoleon to justify hostili- 
tiesagainst Russia, about the time we commenced 
ours against her ally, according to the honorable 
member, converted the most arrogant attempt 
upon the sovereignty of the nation into justifiable 
and defensive war. What could be more impo- 
sing and better calculated to justify such an act 
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than the object pretended—of rescuing Europe 
from the commercial shackles with which Bug- 
land fettered it? He, like the supporters of this 
war, fought in defence of the rights of commerce 
and seamen, if you take his word for it. Sir, the 
character of a war, according to the received 
opinions of all writers, is offensive on the part of 
thenation who authorizes the first unequivocal and 
professed act of war, whatever the provocation or 
motive may be. It may be just or unjust, but 
still it is offensive war. We authorized the first 
acts of hostility; the war, therefore, is offensive 
on our part, though in relation to our enemy it 
may be just. 

Gentlemen in the majority have, on every oc- 
casion, not only bestowed censure on the conduct 
of the minority, but have attributed to their op- 
position the failure of all their measures. Sir, 
what has been the character and effect of the 
Opposition, of which we hear so much, and which 
is loaded with so much opprobrium ? Has it in 
any instance driven you from your object? Has 
the adoption of any measure connected with your 
policy been defeated by it? Have you not at 
your command the sword and the purse of this 
nation, in the use of which according to your own 
will you cannot be controlled? Ordo we not ren- 
der a Constitutional obedience to all your laws? 
How then can our opposition be stigmatized 
either as improper or injurious? In what does 
it really consist? In nothing more than in the 
expression of our sentiments, as the representa- 
tives of a portion of the people, on the great ques- 
tions in which their present and future welfare is 
deeply involved. This is the sum of our oppo- 
sition on this floor. And who is there that dare 
pronounce the exercise of this right improper? 
For myself, like my honorable friend from New 
Hampshire, (Mr. Wensrer,) the more it shall be 
denicd me, the more determined I shall be to ex- 
ercisc and maintain it. It shall, as far as lam 
concerned, not have the sanction which hercafter 
might be claimed from its abandonment. But 
why are the friends of Administration so sensi- 
tive on this subject? Ilave they anything to ap- 
prehend from our efforts thus restricted, if truth 
is on their side? hose only who love darkness 
fear the light; or will they assert that the people 
are so destitute of discrimination, that they will 
mistake falsehood for truth, and sophistry for 
reason? They surely will notin the face of their 
own maxim, “that error is harmless when truth 
is left free to combat it,’ make any such asser- 
tion; or do gentlemen assume the bold ground, 
that though our statements are correct,and our 
reasoning just; yet, as they are calculated to 
weaken the efforts of the Government, it is im- 
proper that the people be informed of the state 
of their affairs, and of the tendency of public 
measures? Whatever may be privately thought, 
{am sure no public countenance will be given to 
such a sentiment. 

An honorable member from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Catuoun,) however, told us the other day, 
that though opposition ina free country is not 
only admissible, but sometimes salutary, yet 


is entirely mistaken. It was not the factious 
spirit of minorities that caused the overthrow of 
those Republics; it was the factious spirit of those 
who had the active power of government in their 
hands that proved fatal to them. It is that which 
is the most dangerous to the liberties of every 
country. Ido not pretend to say that a spirit of 
faction (by which I] understand a subserviency 
to sinister views, at the expense of every publie 
duty) has not sometimes pervaded minorities; 
but I do say, that it has most generally been the 
offspring of the violent measures of majorities, 
and that it is less frequent, and less dangerous, 
with those who oppose than those who direct the 
course of public measures. A minority is a pas- 
sive body; its importance, in a free government, 
is derived from the apparent or real abuses of the 
active power, and its operations are directed sole- 
ly to the public sentiment. If they become vio- 
lent and factious, it is generally because extraor- 
dinary means have been afforded, and extraordi- 
nary provocation given, by their adversaries. A 
majority, on the other hand, unite in themselves 
the whole sovereign authority, which they may 
exercise uncontrolled by public sentiment toevery 
extent. And who is there, that understands the 
character of the human heart, who does not know 
that the temptations of power are often too strong 
to submit to the restraints of public interest and 
public duty? Those who “feel power forget 
right.” 

If we consult the history of past times, particu- 
larly of that country whose institutions we have 
in a great degree imitated, and whose character 
is not very unlike our own, we shall see the opin- 
ions here advanced strongly supported. We shall 
sce that in England minorities, of whatever polit- 
ical description, have most generally supported 
principles triendly to popular rights, while ma- 
jorities almost invariably have adopted measures 
calculated to strengthen their powcr and destroy 
their adversaries at the expense of civil liberty. 
I could present to you a long catalogue of exam- 
ples; but lest I should tire your patience I will 
merely refer to one—the attainder of Sir John 
Fenwick in the reign of William HI. It will be 
recollected that the Whigs had then the ascend- 
ency in the councils of that country; men who, 
in the reign of James II. had opposed the arbi- 
trary doctrines of the day—‘‘passive obedience 
and non-resistance”—doctrines which have been 
revived in this country, and advocated in this 
House. They had not only opposed their votes 
and their opinions, but their arms to the meas- 
ures of Government, and by their union and ener- 
gy brought about the event, which has since been 
hailed as a “glorious revolution.” Yet how did 
they act when flushed with power? In the case 
to which I referred, they attainted the accused 
with treason on the ex parte affidavit of one wit- 
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| ; 
the very men who had supported the measures | overboard? To this I have no doubt the gentle- 
of the preceding reign to their fullest phan would resort if he was not afraid. Perhaps 


that country; and it would be vain, indeed, to | the authority cited has no kind of connexion with 
attempt to prove, by our political history, that the | our present situation. Dr. Witherspoon applied 
party who have succceded to power here are more | his hypothetical case to the then state of the 
regardful of their professions. I have lived Jong; country. When we, as a portion of the British 
enough to learn that there is no essential differ- | Empire, attempted forcibly to separate ourselves 
ence between political parties, except so far as in- | from the dominion of the parent State, the law of 
dividual virtue and talents go. They all act very ; nature, which is the law of force, was the only 
much alike under like circumstances. Those } rule for our conduct; hence, the majority hada 
who have the reins of government in their hands ; right to resort to every means their physical power 
will abuse their power whenever they think they | gave them to secure their object. But what is 
are firmly seated in the publie confidence, and | our situation now? We havea government to 
nothing but the vigilance of the people, which ; which all are parties, and by which the rights of 
the opposition of a minority is calculated to keep | all are secured. Among them is the right belong- 
alive, can save them from the profligacy and cor- | ing to every one, to investigate public measures, 
ruption to which it will naturally tend. and to speak of them as they may appear to merit, 

An honorable member from Tennessee (Mr. ! and this right extends to every possible act, short 
Grounpy) seems to admit that temperate opposi- | of meditated resistance to the law. 
tion on the floor is not improper; but he bestows; The honorable gentleman has lately stated some 
severe reprehension on certain acts done out of | particular acts, which, in his opinion, amount to 
this House, tending to defeat the measures of Ad- i moral treason; such as persuading persons not to 
ministration. His fancy has created an offence | enlist in the army, or not to loan their money to 
which he calls moral treason, hitherto unknown ; the Government. I cannot see anything im- 
to any code established to regulate the conduct | proper in this, unless the act involved a violation 
of man. Though its name is known to every one, | of some duty, which is dictated by conscience. 
yet we are all ignorant how it is composed, or j For myself, though I should not conceive either 
what is its essence. When we ask, does it consist | act criminal, or immoral, I have never interposed 
in the violation of any law? we are answered į my advice in any of the supposed cases. I have 
that it does not. When we ask, whether disobe- | never advised any person not to enlist, because I 
dience to the dictates of conscience constitutes | do not recollect that any one, for whose welfare 
any ingredient? we receive the same answer. | I felt much interested, ever wished to take such 
When we demand to know what it really is, the |astep. Those who enlisted where I] am acquaint- 
answer contains such refined, metaphysical reas- | ed, were generally persons who rendered a ser- 
oning, that we are still left to conjecture. This | vice to their neighborhood by leaving it. Ihave 
new-fangled, this sublimated offence, without | never persuaded any one not to lend his money, 
body or soul, without any resting place on this | because my constituents (and the geulleman’s) 
earth, is conjured up by the gentleman whenever j have no occasion for such advice—they have very 
he rises in his place to address you. litule to lend. 

The honorable member has disclaimed the merit | Gentlemen in the majority have frequently in- 
of the original discovery,and very disinterestedly | vited us to an union of effort in the cause in which 
bestowed it on another. But I presume, if he is we are engaged; by which I understand that we 


not the inventor he certainly has improved on the | are to abandon our opinions, though every day’s 
idea, and, according to the rules of the Patent | experience proves their correctness, and subscribe 
Office, is entitled toa patent for his improvement, | to the infallibility of theirs, overwhelmed as they 
which will give him the exclusive enjoyment of | are with disappointments. Union in promoting 
all its benefits. He has referred us to Dr. With- | our country’s good is highly desirable, but union 
erspoon as the original inventor, who, it seems, at j in accelerating its ruin is worse than any division. 
the commencement of the Revolutionary contest, | There are occasions when I would relinquish 
addressed his Scottish brethren in America, and | opinions not fully matured—there are others 
exhorted them to aid in the cause of the Colonies | when I would yield them to the counsels of wis- 
against the mother country. To illustrate his | dom, to which experience had given a high sanc- 
idea of their duty in the then crisis, he supposes | tion; but gentlemen will pardon me, when I de- 
a vessel at sea in distress, which required the aid | clare that I have no confidence whatever in their 
of all on board to bring her into a port of safety; | counsels. Though as individuals I respect many 
he supposes a minority of the crew, not only to | of them, as honorable men and men of talents, 
refuse any aid themselves, but counteracting, by | yet I think their political views at war with the 
everything in their power, the efforts of their | best interests of this nation. There is not one 
companions; and he asks whether the majority Í single prominentact of Administration connected 
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with our foreign relations for some years past, 
which I do not believe fundamentally wrong. 
They have led us step by step into our present 
difficulties, while every new experiment was at- 
tended by new promises. For myself, therefore, 
had Iany weight, I should deem it my duty to 
impede, rather than accelerate your progress in 
this downhill course of ruin. 

Permit me to take a short review of the most 
prominent public transaction, since the com- 
mencement of our difficultics abroad. I will lead 
your attention no further back than to the period 
when the treaty negotiated by Messrs. Monroe 
and Pinkney with Great Britain was rejected by 
the President, because it always has appeared to 
me that that act was the foundation of all the 
evils which have since befallen the country. Ido 
most sincerely believe that, had it been ratified, 
we should not only this day enjoy the blessings 
of peace, but have little, if any, cause of complaint 
against our present enemy. It had been negoti- 
ated under circumstances as favorable as any 
American could wish ; circumstances which once 
passed might never return. Its provisions, though 
not such as they would have been bad we had it 
in our power to dictate the terms, were more fa- 
vorable than those of the treaty of 1794, which 
had received the sanction of Washington, and 
under which we so eminently prospered. They 
were “honorable and advantageous to the United | 
States,” in the opinion of our Ministers, now | 
members of the Cabinet; but it was indignantly 
rejected by the President, and gentlemen who 
now constitute the majority approved of his con- 
duct, It was supposed that the situation of Great 
Britain would compel her to submit to any terms 
the Administration should dictate ; or, ifshe would 
not, it was better to have “no treaty.” Gentle- 
tlemen were mistaken in both. They could ob- 
tain no better terms, and the effect of having “no | 
treaty” we now witness in the calamities of the! 
country. 

After gentlemen had foregone the advantages 
of negotiation, they set about to invent and apply 
their own remedies to cure the disorders of the 
body politic. The Embargo was the first that suc- 
ceeded the rejection of the treaty. It was hailed ; 
by the Admiuistration, its friends, as wonderfully 
efficacious, not only as a remedy but as a preser- 
vative, It was to coerce the belligerents (or rather 
Great Britain) into an abandonment of their 
injurious policy, aud to preserve us from war. 
After the experiment had been made, sufficiently 
long to evince its preposterous absurdity, and to oc- 
casion load complaints, in many parts of the Union, | 
it was abandoned, and a commercial non-inter- H 
course with tbe dominions of the two great bel- 
ligerents substituted, This measure was adoped, | 
not because a majority were convinced of the in- 


efficacy of the embargo, but because the people | 
To this very day į was i 


| 


This proves to me | (w 


| 


would not bear it any longer. 
“all true believers” are firmly persuaded that it 
would have been effectual had it been continued 
or had it not been violated. 
that they do not understand the character of a 
free Government. A free people will not long 


submit to great privation, the necessity of which 
they cannot comprehend. Andina free Govern- 
ment, where the laws are necessarily mild, you 
cannot enforce regulations militating against the 
general habits and interests of the community 
without changing it in reality into a despotism. 
Napoleon could not execute his anti-commercial 
system among the people in Folland until he 
placed every individual under the control of mili- 
tary power. This is the only means which can 
execute an embargo in this country. And of this, 
it seems, the majority are convinced—as they 
have lately adopted it themselves. 

After the non-intercourse had been in opera- 
tion long enough to subject our farmers and plant- 
ers to at least ten millions of dollars loss in the 
sales of their produce, burdened with the expense 
of double freight and double insurances, I thought 
I saw a strong disposition in this Tfouse to get 
clear of it by some means. But it could not be 
abandoned, consistently with the policy which 
had been adopted, as long as the belligerent edicts 
continued, without substituting something in its 
stead. A substitute seemed with the majority to 
be indispensable. A substitute was the rage; but 
what it should be no person could tell. Í recol- 
lect about that time, an bonorable member from 
Virginia, (Mr. Guo.son,) whose ardor and hon- 
esty in the cause 1 very much admire, in accents 
of despair exclaimed, What! no embargo! no 
non-intercourse! no substitute! As if the des- 
tinies of the nation hung upon one or the other, 
At length however, “a substitute” was brought 
into the House by an honorable member from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Macon,) of a very inno- 
cent and harmless character, afterwards baptized 
“ Macon’s Bill No. 1.” By its provisions, the mer- 
chant vessels of Great Britain and France were 
to be excluded from our harbors entirely, but 
commercial intercourse in every other respect 
was permitted with those Powers. l was friendly 
to its passage; not because 1 believed it was cal- 
culated to coerce the belligerents or even induce 
Great Britain to retaliate, but I thought it well 
enough to throw into the hands of our own peo- 
ple the whole profits of carrying our products, as 
Great Britain had not been friendly towards us. 
As to France she was out of the question, as none 
of her ships visited our ports. But, above all 
other reasons, the conviction thatthe majority 
must have a “substitute,” was the most cogent to 
influence me to support the bill. 1 feared that if 


! they could not get that, which was perfectly 


harmless, they might adopt some other that would 
do mischief. It passed this House, but was un- 
fortunately rejected in the Senate; [say unfortu- 
nately, because I believe it probable, had it become 
a law, we should have got clear of the restrictive 
system, and perhaps this day have been at peace. 

‘After this bill was rejected, a new “substitute” 
n demand. But what it wonld be, or what 
it ought to be, seemed to be the question, Ulti- 
mately some one, more sagacious than the rest 
hoit was I know not to this day) discovered 
that the only way was—to induce one of the bel- 
ligerents to relinquish his injurious measures, by 
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In the progress of the bill through this House 
its friends manifested great expectations. They 
seemed to believe that they had fallen upon a 
most fortunate expedient, calculated to obtain 
respect for our commercial rights, by exciting in 
the belligerents a spirit of emulation to precede 
each other in ceasing to injure us. The infatua- 
tion, for I can call it nothing else, pervaded the 
most intelligent who were friendly to the Admin- 
istration. 1 recollect to have heard in conversa- 
tion an honorable member from Massachusetts 
of cousiderable talents, then a member of this 
House, declare that the bill provided a certain 
remedy for the difficulties under which we then 
labored. I was astonished to hear him make 
such a declaration—because, it appeared to me, 
that every one who had paid any attention to 
the character and wishes of the French Govern- 
ment, could see in this measure the seeds of the 
evils of which such an abundant harvest has 
since fallen to our lot. It was the very measure 
which afforded full scope to the deception and 
chicanery of the French Cabinet to draw us from 
our neutral attitude, and such has been the effect. 
Scarcely had the act of the Ist May been re- 
ceived at Paris, when the toils were spread, and 
the Administration were caught. I wish I could 
believe they were unwillingly caught. The 
President, on the second of November, 1810, an- 
nounced, on the authority of the letter of the 
Duke of Cadore of the 5th of August preceding, 
that the decrees of Berlin and Milan were revok- 
ed—an assertion, to say the best of it, which has 
never been supported by any proper evidence, 
and about which men differ according to their 
political opinions. The consequence was, that 
in relation to Great Britain the non-intercourse 
was put in force, and the ground of impartiality 
abandoned, to which the Administration had al- 
ways professed rigidly to adhere. 

But it was not to be expected that we should 
long remain in the situation in which that act 
placed us. It was the natural forerunner of 
stronger measures. As the fact had been assert- 
ed, that France had ceased to violate our rights, 
and Great Britain alone remained unjust; ano- 
ther step became indispensable, as soon as public 
opinion was ripe for it. Accordingly, at the 
commencement of the session, in November, 1811, 
the President recommended to us, “an armor 
and an attitude suited to the occasion;” and a 
large army was voted, under the impression, I 
believe, that Great Britain had counted on our 
pacific policy, in which it was necessary to un- 
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honorable member from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Ca.uoun,) who the other day talked about the 
predictions of the minority having failed, then 
pledged himself that the greater portion of the 
country would be in our possession in six weeks 
after the war should be commenced. Some gen- 
ulemen even supposed that no efforts of ours were 
necessary ; that the Canadians were panting for 
the glory uf conquering themselves. Two cam- 
paigns are now wasted, and you are no nearer 
your object than when you began. 

After this review of the measures of Adminis- 
tration, which gentlemen have uniformly sup- 
ported, and which have progressively brought us 
into our present calamitous situation, I should 
like to know upon what principle they can set 
up their high claims to our confidence. Has 
any one of their measures succeeded? Have 
they been able to perform any of the promises so 
lavishly made? They rejected the Treaty of 
1806 and promised you a better. They were 
mistaken. They resorted to the embargo, to 
coerce Great Britain, and to save you from war. 
Great Britain maintained her policy and laughed 
at your embargo, and you are now at war. They 
adopted the non-intercourse with equal effect. 
The act of May, 1810, was to relieve you from 
the injustice of both belligerents; it has brought 
you into a ruinous war with one, without ob- 
taining justice from the other. ‘The war finally 
was to secure everything. It has secured noth- 
ing—but, combined with the restrictive system, 
sacrificed everything. The whole system of 
measures in fact, from the beginning, has been a 
miserable patchwork of expedients, resorted to 
as oceasion seemed to require, without any regu- 
lar and liberal policy. For myself, therefore, I 
cannot unite with gentlemen, however much I 
may respect them as individuals, in a course 
which has led us into many evils, and which, in 
my opinion, if persisted in must terminate in ruin. 

I hope I shall be indulged, on this oceasion, to 
use the liberty which gentlemen on the other 
side frequently exercise. Permit me, also, in 
my turn to invite to union. An union, not to 
support measures, which every day’s experience 
condemns; to continue a hopeless, disastrous, 
and ruinous war ; to fasten on ourselves and pos- 
terity, a heavy load of burdens; to cherish the 
profligacy of those who riot on the public spoils. 
But an union to restore the general happiness. 
Let them come over to us, and with us travel 
the path that leads to peace and national pros- 
perity, from which they have departed. Their 
policy stands condemned by universal experience; 
to ours it has given a high sanction. I repeat, 
therefore, unite with us, and restore peace to our 
country. 

The Committee now rose. 


1333 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Feeroary, 1814. 


Virginia 


Fripay, February 11. 
Mr. McKee, from the Committee on the Pub- 


New Orleans ;” which was read twice, and com- 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole on Monday | 
next. 
Mr. Grosvenor, from the committee appointed | 


on the petition of Henry Malcolm, made a de- 


tailed report, which was read, when Mr. G. re-, 


ported a bill for the relief of Henry Malcolm, | 


which was read twice, and committed to 


lative Council of the Indiana Territory, made a 


report which was read; when Mr. J. reported a | 
bill to establish the mode of laying off the Terri- | 


tory of Indiana into districts, for the election of 
members to the Legislative Council; which was 
read twice, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading on Tuesday next. 

Mr. Fisx, of New York, from the committee 
appointed to inquire into the manner in which 
the Army has been supplied, and in which con- 


THE LOAN BILL. 


The House went again into Committee of the 
Whole. on the bill authorizing a loan. 

Mr. Suerrey, of Virginia, resumed the thread 
of his discourse against the bill, which was broken 
off by theadjournment of yesterday. His speech 
is given entire in preceding pages. 

Mr. Rura, of Tennessee, followed in a short 


l é acom-; oan: 7 a se 
mittee of the Whole: | speech in favor of the bill; when the Commit 


Mr. Jennines, from the committee appointed | 
on the 5th instant, on the resolution of the Legis- | 


tee rose, reported progress, and obtained leave to 
sit again. 


Saturpay, February 12. 

Mr. Larrimore presented a resolution of the 
Board of the Trustees of Jefferson College, in the 
Mississippi Territory, requesting the sanction of 
Congress to an act of the Legislature of said Ter- 
ritory, requesting the sanction of Congress to an 
act of the said Territory respecting escheats.— 
Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Larrimore also presented a memorial of the 


tracts have been executed, &e., reported that the | House of Representatives of the Mississippi Ter- 
committee had entered into the inquiry, but found: ritory, praying that the right of suffrage may be 
their progress impeded by the want of evidence, | more extended in said Territory.— Referred to Mr. 


which they were not at present authorized to re- 
quire ; and, therefore, moved that the committee 
be authorized to send for persons and papers.— 
Agreed to. 


MR. BASSETT’S PETITION. 

On motion of Mr. Bayzy, of Virginia, the 
House took up the report of the Committee of 
Elections on the petition of Burwell Bassett, con- 
testing the right of Tuomas Bayty to a seat in 
this House, as a representative from Virginia. 

A motion was made, by Mr. Gnotson, of Vir- 
ginia, to Jay the report on the table, 
of the absence of the petitioner. The motion 
was opposed by Mr. Bayty and Mr. PICKERING, 
and negatived. 


Larrimore, Mr. Ronerrson, and Mr. Bayties. 

Mr. Larrimore also presented a resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the Mississippi 
Territory, requesting that the number of Coun- 
cillors for said Territory may be increased.—Re- 
ferred to the committee last appointed. 

Mr. Hemrsreap presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of the Territory of Misouri, request- 
ing Congress to make some provision for the re- 
lief of those persons, in said Territory, who have 
suffered in their persons and property by the late 
earthquakes.—Referred to the Committee on the 


on account| Public Lands. 
| Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 


Affairs, reported a bill to authorize a detachment 
from the militia of the United States; which 


A motion was then made, by Mr. Guouson, to} was read twice, and committed toa Committee 


postpone the further consideration of the subject 
to Monday next. This motion was opposed by 
Mr. BayLy, and Mr. Pickering of Massachu- 
setts, and was negatived. The House then pro- 
ceeded to consider the report. 

Mr. Auston, of North Carolina, renewed the 
motion to lay the report on the table, on the 
ground that, as it was affirmative, it required no 
confirmation by the House, any more than the 
general report of the Committee of Elections on 
the credentials of the members, which is made at 
the commencement of each Congress, and inva- 
riably ordered to lie on the table. This motion 
was negatived, 69 to 69. 

A motion was then made, by Mr. Res, of 
Tennessee, to recommit the report to the Com- 
mittee of Elections, for amendment. On this 
motion, as on all the others, a desultory discus- 
sion arose, not involving any question of princi- 


of the Whole. 

Mr. Troup also reported a bill to continue in 
| force an act to raise ten additional companies of 
| rangers; which was read twice, and ordered to 
| be engrossed, and read the third time on Monday 


THE LOAN BILL. 


The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole, on the bill to authorize a loan for the 
year 1814. 

Mr. Finpuey addressed the Chair as follows : 

Mr. Chairman: I have voted for the declaration 
of war, and for the means necessary to carry iton, 
but have not heretofore on that subject accom- 
panied my vote with my reasons for giving it, 
believing that such reasons had been given by 
others, as were self-evident; I now, however, 
claim the attention of the Committee to a few ot 
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the reasons that determined me to vote fo 
and the means of carrying it on with effect, and 
consequently to vote for filling the blank with 
twenty-five millions of dollars, as I design to do. 
This is the third declaration of war that I have 
lived to see, and I have read of many more, } be- 
lieve of most that have been declared in Europe 
on the system that has heen adopted for two cen- 
turies past; and I have observed but very few of 
them declared on grounds so perfectly justifiable 
as that in which we are now engaged. 

I have, sir, heard one, if not more, respectable 
and honorable members, to give weight to their 
arguments in opposition to this war, mention that 
they themselves had learned their politics in the 
old school—the school of Wasntncton. You, 
sir, I know, consider old men to be privileged to 
some extent to talk about themselves; this hav- 
ing been already admitted to others, I will make 
some use of the privilege, because this will be 
connected with my argument. Iam, sir, now an 
old man. I have the frost of seventy years on 
my head. Iam a scholar of the old school—of 
the school of Wasnineron. I was elected a 
member of the first committee appointed to pro- 
mote independence, in a very respectable and then 
very extensive old county of the same State that 
I have still the honor of representing in this 
House. I was employed in confidential stations 
to support it when declared. I risked my life 
oftener than once, in situations where several of 
my friends fell, to give it the support I thought it 
deserved. When the present Government was 
put in operation, and Gen. WasitnGron was ap- 
pointed President, I was consulted by him about 
the circumstances and defence of the Western 
country, before I had the honor of a seat in Gon- 
gress; and, owing to particular eircumstances, 
was more intimate with and more consulted by 
President Wasuincron and the members of his 
Administration, than ever I have been by any 
succeeding one. Therefore I claim a right to be 
a disciple of that school, and perhaps the oldest 
one in this House. But it is proper to inquire, 
what was the doctrine taught in this school? 
This may be substantially found in the official 
documents of that period. 

In President WASHINGTON’S remonstrance, pre- 
sented to the British Minister, he says, that the 
British Government had broken the definitive 
treaty before it was known in this country, and 
continued to break it after it was known. 

That they continued to break it after it was 
known, we are taught to remember by very se- 
rious tokens; they continued to supply the sav- 
ages, by whom they had desolated much of our 
country during the Revolutionary war, with ev- 
ery implement for distressing the most exposed 
part of our settlements. Kentucky was made the 
unceasing object of their attack, and even Penn- 
sylvania did not escape. On the conclusion of 
the Revolutionary war, Congress found them- 
selves possessed of as little power as means of 
providing for the general defence, and gave some 
reason to believe that they were not very zeal- 
ously disposed to defend the Western frontier; 


other causes rendered it necessary, or at least 
prudent, for Gen. WasHincron to send a confi- 
dential agent (Mr. Innis) on this inquity as part 
of his mission. He reported an amount of suf- 
ferings in Kentucky beyond what had been con- 
ceived, while their hands were bound up from 
even defending themselves by retaliation. 

During the first Congress of Wastincron’s 
Presidency, and without any act of Congress for 
that purpose, he sent out. an expedition against 
the hostile Indians, under the command of Col. 
Harmer, composed in part of the militia from 
Pennsylvania, Kentucky, &c. They were de- 
feated, and besides other friends whom | valued, 
a young man, a near and dear relative of mine, 
was killed andsealped by the savages. The next 
season, Gen. St. Clair was sent out with an army 
provided by law; he was not only defeated, but 
his army destroyed. Jt was raised only with a 
view to subdue the Indians between the Ohio 
and the Lakes, but the savages from the deep re- 
cesses of the woods were brought to Detroit, still 
at that time in possession of the British, contrary 
to the express terms of the definitive treaty, and 
furnished with everything necessary for war, and 
sent against Gen. St. Clair. I recollect this the 
more perfectly, because, on the receipt of that in- 
formation by the President, I was sent for by the 
Sceretary of War, and informed of it; the Sec- 
retary lamented that the information came too 
late for the Government either to recall or rein- 
foree General St. Clair. Government was, there- 
fore, under the necessity of raising a large and 
more permanent army, which was put under the 
command of Gen. Wayne, and which, after four 
years, became eventually successful, Much more 
information might be given of the hostility of 
Britain against the United States during this pe- 
riod, but 1 will only detain you, sir, with one in- 
stance. A council of the Indian tribes was con- 
yened by Lord Dorchester, then Governor of 
Canada, in which he engaged to supply them, in 
behalf of Britain, with munitions of war, and 
encouraged them to proceed in way against the 
United States with an expectation of the co-op- 
eration of the British Government. ‘This wasfirst 
shown tome in confidence, but has been since pub- 
lished even in British prints. The British Min- 
ister was ealled upon to account for it. Hegave 
no satisfactory answer ; so, we are informed, Gov. 
Prevost, of Canada, has done when called on 
about the worse than savage depredations on the 
Chesapeake. After peace was made with the 
Indians, and Jay’s treaty was ratified, President 
Adams informed Congress as early as 1797, of 
the British agents being employed in forming a 
confederation of all the {Indian tribes against the 
United States, the truth of which has been se- 
verely verified. 

Much has been said in opposition to the con- 
quest of Canada; in almost every argument 
against the measures of Government, the attempt 
to make the acquisition has been denounced, as 
both unjust and unwise. ‘This, sir, is not the doc- 
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trine of the school of WasninarTon, nor even of 
New England while colonies. Tt is well known 
that they, while colonies—principally Massachu- 
setts—equipped and sent out a powerful armament 
at their own expense for the reduction of Canada, 
to commence with the taking of Quebec, under 
the command of their Governor. The winds and 
waves defeated them; many were lost by ship- 
wreck; those who escaped returned home. It is 
remembered by many yet living and recorded in 
history, the very great assistance which the col- 
onics, especially New England, contributed to aid 
Britain in conquering Canada from France dur- 
ing the seven years’ war. In accomplishing this 
object, much American blood was shed. 

When the aggression of Britain forced the col- 
onies, though still acknowledging allegiance to the 
British Crown, to appeal to arms in defence of 
their rights, one of their earliest objects was the 
conquest of Canada. The approaches to it were 
secured, and the plan laid for its future reduction, 
before the declaration of independence was agreed 
on, and officers appointed and an army raised for 
the final conquest of Canada. In the Autumn 
following the declaration of independence, General 
Washington detached a division of his army ;un- 
der the command of General Arnold to co-operate 
with General Montgomery in the reduction of 
Quebec. ‘I'he misfortunes that prevented the 
final success of that plan, are too well known to 
require to be repeated; but though the plan was 
at that time defeated, it was not relinquished. As 
soon as the French alliance was obtained, the 
plan was renewed by Congress. General Wash- 
ington was consulted on the subject, and the 
Marquis de Lafayette went to France to negoti- 
ate for assistance to complete the conquest of 
Canada. He did not, however, succeed, and the 
object was from necessity relinquished. 

ft may be asked, what was the object of the 
New England colonies, and afterwards the United 
States, in being so solicitous for the conquest of 
Canada? Was it to acquire a greater extent of 
territory ? No: it was solely as a defensive meas- 
ure of the first importance; it was, as they ex- 
press themselves, to secure their frontier settle- 
ments from being destroyed, and their people, 
without regard to age or sex, scalped and barbe- 
cued by a savage and ferocious foe, instigated 
and supplicd with the munitions of barbarous de- 
struction by the agents of a forcign nation when- 
ever they thought proper. If this wasa justifiable 
reason for the conquest of Canada in defensive 
war by offensive operations, when our settlements 
but in a few instances were extended to the sour- 
ces of the Atlantic rivers, how much more justi- 
fiable and necessary it is uow, when our people 
are increased to more than three times the num- 
ber, and our settlements extended far and wide 
on all the Western rivers, as well as to the South ? 

Mr. Chairman, some of those who were opposed 
to the war, and every measure proposed for car- 
rying it on to effect, denied that the Indians either 
provoked or commenced the war. Not designing 
to detain you long on this subject, I refer to the 
warning voice of President Adams to Congress, 


in his speech to Congress sixteen years ago, to 
which I have alluded above, and to all the infor- 
mation since obtained by Government from the 
Indians themselves and our own agents, cf the 
councils to which the Indians were called by the 
British agents, of the presents made to them, of 
arms, ammunition, and all other suitable goods, 
and as to the industry of their prophets, &c., in 
extending the confederation against the United 
States, and of the murders committed, and such 
rendezvous as have usually indicated the com- 
mencement of Indian war. Was the Government 
to look blindly on till our frontier settlements 
were desolated and the inhabitants murdered, 
without using auy means of prevention? It was 
only by a preventive measure they did begin; 
they sent a commissioner, accompanied with 
a small army, to the principal Indian rendezvous 
to negotiate; they promised to negotiate the next 
day ; but while the army lay in security, depend- 
ing on the promise, they were attacked with the 
usual Indian ferocity in the night. Was the Gov- 
ernment wrong in marching the army into their 
country? If they were in error, they learned it 
in the school of President Washington, who, dur- 
ing the first Congress, called on the militia of 
different States, the first call of militia under the 
Government, and who, with the only regiment of 
regulars then existing, were sent on a secret ex- 
pedition to attack the Indian towns. Those In- 
dians, I believe, were justly charged with com- 
mitting murders and stealing horses in Kentucky, 
but not at that time in other States; on the late 
Occasion murders had been committed, and horses 
stolen in different Territories, and endeavors used 
to induce them to desist. Before General Wayne’s 
treaty the Indians refused to acknowledge the 
transfer of that Territory to the United States in 
full sovereignty ; but in that treaty the sovereign- 
ty of the United States, as transferred by Britain, 
was fully acknowledged—the Indians retaining 
the right of soil, disposable to the United States 
only; therefore, the United States had an unques- 
tionable right to march their troops wherever it 
was necessary in that Territory. It may possi- 
bly be recollected by some members, that when 
provision was made by law for raising several 
regiments in addition to the peace establishment 
in 1808, I advocated the measure, on the ground 
thata military force stationed in the Indian coun- 
try was absolutely necessary to prevent an Indian 
war; and gave my opinion that a regiment or two, 
judiciously stationed, might prevent a war, and 
incalculable mischief and expense. Though the 
raising these regiments was strenuously opposed, 
and the recruiting stopped the next session, yet 
no member suggested that we had no right to 
keep a garrison in that country, or denied that 
the British agents were supplying the Indians 
with the munitions of war. 

I have, sir, examined with some attention what 
has usually, by the civilized nations of Europe, 
been assigned as causes to justify war. In some 
of them 1 could only discover that the party as- 
signing them only wished for an excuse to get to 
war; but thata mation, by its agents, exciting 
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war in a neighboring country, was an act of hos- 
tility, and a just cause of war against the aggres- 
sor, is agreed by all; yet the nation against whom 
the hostility is committed is the proper judge of 
the time aud manner of correcting it. If there 
was any duubt of the hostilities committed by 
Britain, in exciting the savages and supplying 
them, it might be supposed that their so instantly 
incorporating them in their armies, and patron- 
izing their savage barbarity in conducting the 
war, is a sufficient proof; therefore, I conclude 
that their exciting and supporting the savages in 
a war against the United States, was alone a jus- 
tifiable cause of war, and renders the conquest of 
Canada not only expedient but a necessary de- 
fensive measure, and would alone justify the war; 
but itis not alone. Ido not, however, design to 
detain the Committee with explaining all the 
causes of war that existed before it was declared. 
I design, principally, to confine myself to one 
other cause, viz: the impressment of our seamen, 
and on that I will chiefly confine myself to the 
question of expatriation, on which some extraor- 
dinary opinions have been advanced—opinions 
to which I seem to be personally called to pay 
attention. 

But, sir, before I proceed further, I will take 
some notice of what an honorable member from 
Rhode Island (Mr. Porrer) expressed some days 
since, in vindication against the charge of factious 
opposition. He claimed the opposition made by 
the minority in 1798, as an example and justifi- 
cation of that opposition. The gentleman and 
myself were both in that Congress; | was one of 
the minority ; a minority much more numerous 
in proportion to the majority than the present. 
The minority were opposed to engaging in hos- 
tilities with France, formally repealing the former 
treaty with that nation, without making further 
attempts at negotiation, as the door to this was 
still open; but when these acts had become laws, 
the minority did not oppose the means of carry- 
ing them into effect. I voted for the direct tax; 
I voted for the greatest number of ships that was 
moved to fill the blank, a greater number than 
carried; but I was opposed to leaving the num- 
ber wholly to the President’s discretion. The 
minority in the first Congress were zealously op- 
posed to the assumption of the State debts, on 
other principles than those prescribed by the Con- 
federation, and before they were liquidated and 
their amount known; and that party having be- 
come the majority in the second and two succeed- 
ing Congresses, they prevented the large additions 
to the assumption debt, recommended from the 
Treasury to the second Congress, from passing 
into a law, but rigidly preserved the National 
faith, by appropriating funds for the assumption 
which they had opposed, as well as for any other 
debt. The act assuming the State debt, after 
having been first rejected, was carried by a very 
small majority ; but those who were then the mi- 
nority acted on the Constitutional principle, that 
the vote of the majority, however small, gave va- 
lidity to the measure, and morally obliged the mi- 
nority and the citizens at large to carry it into 


character of opposition, and determines whether 
it is factious or not. 

The honorable member from New, York (Mr. 
Grosvenor) a few days since asserted, and that 
repeatedly, that we were making war for the pro- 
tection of traitors, and considered that as the ex- 
clusive, or at least the principal object of the 


present war. He asserted, that every emigrant 
that had not become a citizen, and who engaged 
in war against the country in which he drew his 
first breath, isa traitor, and he expressed great 
doubt, if even having become a citizen could free 
him from that charge; he at least considered it 
as a point not yet settled, and therefore illegal. 
The honorable member from Virginia (Mr. Sner- 
FEY) yesterday in an eloquent, but, on that point, 
a very metaphysical argument, asserted, that man 
was under a perpetual and indissoluble obliga- 
tion to support the country in which he drew his 
first breath, &c. Iwill not follow the gentle- 
man’s metaphysical subtleties in proof of this as- 
sertion; I prefer common sense and common 
usage. Taking both the gentlemen’s arguments 
together, l feel myself charged with being a traitor, 
and, if so, Lam a pretty old one, and it is full 
time I should examine myself, for this is brought 
home as a case of conscience. 

Mr. Chairman, I drew my first breath in the 
British European dominions, but have been in 
this country more than fifty years. As early as 
1775 I served as a member of the committee 
elected to preserve order when the King had re- 
nounced the protection of the Colonies by dis- 
solving their Legislatures, and to provide for the 
public defence, and also to prepare the way for 
independence; and when it was declared, though 
not in the regular army, I risked my life more 
frequently, and for longer periods, where many of 
my friends fell, or were taken prisoners, for its 
establishment, than any law required; I on more 
occasions than one volunteered my services in 
support of it, as several of my near relations have 
already done in the present war. Therefore, on 
the principles now advanced, I have long been, 
and yet am, at least a moral traitor of a high 
grade, and for which, if I cannot be punished in 
this world, I must account in another. I may, 
however, be answered, that we were all equally 
traitors at that period, being equally born sub- 
jects to the British King, but were morally jus- 
tified by the justice of the cause. This answer, 
however, will not justify me on the principle of 
perpetual allegiance to the country in which I 
first drew my breath. I drew my first breath in 
Ireland, which then was, and continued to be, a 
component part of the British Empire; therefore, 
on the principles now advanced, Lam still under 
a moral obligation of allegiance to that soil and 
Government. This was not the case with those 
who drew their first breath in the Colonies; they 
supported the allegiance to the soil in which they 
drew their first breath, and only became trailors 
to their King. Kings may be changed or die, bul 
the soil where we drew our first breath continues 
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unchangeable. Therefore, I was a traitor on 
another and much higher principle than the na- 
tive colonists. I also took up arms and held offi- 
cial appointments of pretty high trust before I was 
a naturalized citizen. Indeed I never have been 
naturalized, except by the definitive treaty. It is 
true, that during the Revolutionary war, I, in 
common with the native colonists. took an oath 
to support the independence of the United States ; 
this oath was prescribed by the State Legisla- 
tures, to distinguish between Whigs and Tories, 
a distinction then well known, that the latter 
might be double taxed, and deprived of political 
privileges. That old school of Washington did not 
admit advocates of British aggressions and tra- 
ducers of their own Government to sit in the Na- 
tional Councils, nor enjoy political privileges, 
but they did admit many into their councils and 
armies who had not drawn their first breath in 
the Colonies, without any act of formal natural- 
ization. Municipal laws for naturalization are 
introduced for the security of the State which 
enacts them, and not for the security of other na- 
tions; perhaps the United States is the only na- 
tion which has a standing general law for that 
purpose; Britain has none, yet admits to citizen- 
ship for a short time of service on the ocean. No 
nation is obliged to have such a law, yet all na- 
tions are obliged to treat strangers who come 
among them with hospitality as long as they per- 
mit them to stay, and to grant them protection, 
in return for which they are obliged to support 
the government and obey the laws; we oblige 
them to serve in the militia, constables’ guards, &c. 

Mr. Chairman, I really do not understand how 
happening to draw my first breath in a particular 
spot can bring me uodera moral obligation of 
perpetual allegiance to that spot, under the pen- 
alty of being guilty of treason, which is allowed 
to be the highest crime a man can commit in so- 
ciety. Ihave been taught to believe that the law 
of nature, which is the law of nature’s God, 
made it the duty of every man to consult and 
pursue his own happiness, and that this conduced 
to the gencral happiness. I have acted on this 
principle. The same supreme law also taught 
me that I could not be brought under a positive 
moral obligation but by a conscious act of my 
own will. Now, sir, I am not conscious of where 
or when I drew my first breath; my will was not 
consulted about it; it was not my voluntary act; 
I was wholly passive in that business. Therefore, 
no moral obligation can arise from it to bind my 
conscience to perpetual allegiance to that spot of 
earth. If this reasoning is correct, I conclude 
that Iam not guilty of the high crime of trea- 
son; that Iam nota traitor. About twenty years 
after the time I was told [had drawn my first 
breath, consulting my own happiness, E came to 
Pennsylvania, where I have resided for more than 
half a century. I have found that doing so con- 
duced to my own happiness and the happiness of 
those with whom I am connected. I have a 
pretty numerous family of children and grand- 
children, who, as far as they have grown up, bear 


do not consider themselves as slaves to the soil 
on which they were born because they happened 
to draw their first breath in it. 

I have said that this is the doctrine of the law 
of nature. I will add that it has been the prac- 
tice of free and civilized nations of the world, as 
far back as we can trace their history. After 
God had created the human race, he commanded 
them to increase, and multiply, and replenish the 
earth, which he apportioned to the different origi- 
nal families; but they, or at least the inajority of 
them, rebelled against this commandment, and 
erected a despotic government on the plains of 
Shinar, (Chaldea.) The first despotic Govern- 
ment of which we have any information, and 
the first national sin of which, we are informed 
in sacred history, was, like the opinion of the 
gentleman to whom I reply, refusing the right of 
expatriation. The Creator and Supreme Gover- 
nor of the world said. * Disperse abroad, and re- 
plenish the earth. “No,” says the Government 
of Shinar, “we have chosen a fertile and beauti- 
ful situation ; we will compel you to stay to 
defend the Government, to which you owe a 
perpetual allegiance; we will establish here an 
universal empire; we will make ourselves a 
name, and an elevated tower, that we may not be 
scattered abroad.” But God punished this des- 
potism contrary to his law of nature, and, by 
confounding their language, laid them under the 
necessity of dispersing themselves abroad, and 
replenishing the earth in small colonies of emi- 
grants, which laid the foundation of such numer- 
ous small nations as we observe in the time of 
Abraham. 

The empire of Shinar, (Chaldea,) it appears, 
was soon dissolved, and we find, from the same 
record, the emigration was free in all the coun- 
tries of the East for some ages; we do not find 
that they asked leave to emigrate from the coun- 
try which they left, but they did request admit- 
tance into the country to which they came. Ja- 
cob and his sons requested permission to settle in 
Egypt; they were received and treated with hos- 
pitality ; but, after they had increased in num- 
ber, and all those who had been born before they 
came to Egypt were deceased, they proposed to 
emigrate to Asia, from whence their ancestors 
had come; but the King of Egypt, then became 
a despot, refused to permit them toremove. The 
ruin that this brought on that King, and the dis- 
tress it brought on the nation, it is not necessary 
to repeat. After this period, emigration appears 
to have been freely admitted between Egypt, 
Phoenicia, Greece, &c., till, perhaps, it might 
have been interrupted by the rise of great em- 
pires, the scourges of the world; but it is well 
known that it was freely admitted by the civil- 
ized and free nations of Greeceand Rome. They 
gloried in this as the test of their freedom and 
civilization. ‘The moral law of nature, and the 
examples I have quoted, are the schuols from 
which f have derived my principles on this sub- 
ject, as well as from the school of Washing- 
ton, who admitted every free emigrant into the 


true allegiance to the country of my choice, but | Army, even without naturalization, if he was not 


1343 
H. or R. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
sgh a cy oe 


1344 


Fenrrvary, 1814. 


a deserter from the enemy’s camp. Such he 
would not trust. 

There was, sir, however, an old school, which 
once prevailed all over Europe, and, unfortunate- 
ly, yet prevails in Russia, Poland, and some parts 
of Germany—the school of feudal vassalage, on 
the principles of which, men, except some privi- 
leged orders under the designation of serfs, are 
considered as the trees that grow in the woods, 
and transferred with the soil, like the herbage it 
produces. When the Sovereign of Russia be- 
stows a landed estate on a favorite, it is not lim- 
ited by the number of acres, as with us, but by 
the number of souls it contains; and the same is 
the case with Poland, and several Sovereignties 
of Germany. This we know to our cost. They 
were sold in thousands to Britain, for whom these 
gentlemen are such zealous advocates, in order to 
destroy the Americans. Some of these despots, 
however, scorned to sell their people for that pur- 
pose, and refused the British money. Russia and 
Prussia did so. I have conversed with several 
respectable old Germans, who have informed me 
that they had to purchase their freedom from 
their Prince, and some have come away by stealth. 
Tam acquainted with a very respectable manufac- 
turing town (Harmony) in Pennsylvania, the in- 
habitants of which emigrated from Germany not 
very many years since, but had previously to pur- 
chase the right of emigration. To this school. 
and to it only, the gentleman’s principles will 
apply. From other parts of Germany, from Hol- 
land, &c., emigration has been freely admitted ; 
and none of these nations ever pretended to re- 
claim them again, even if they went off by stealth, 
either by land or sea, after they were out of their 
municipal jurisdiction. 

The question, sir, wholly relates to Britain. No 
other free nation has ever set up such a monstrous 
claim as she does. I know the gentlemen in op- 
position assert that all the nations of Europe 
maintain the right of reclaiming their citizens 
who drew their first breath on their soil. This 
is a question of fact, and not of theory. They 
have not mentioned one instance of any nation 
doing it, except Britain, nor of her doing it, till 
within a few years past. I am confident they 
cannot do it; no, nor of Britain reclaiming them 
from any other nation but ours. Can they tell, 
sir, how much her army and navy would be 
thinned if other nations would reclaim all their 
citizens? In that event, the United States would 
come in for a large share of even native citizens. 

The question of expatriation, in the present 
contest, derives its importance from the question 
of impressment. The Greeks and Romans con- 
sidered violence done to one citizen as an act of 
hostility against the whole nation, and resented 
it accordingly. So did all nations, not even ex- 
cepting the savage tribes. So did President 
Washington; so did President Adams, and every 
succeéding Administration, only they exercised 
longer forbearance than the ancient nations would 
have done. 

As early as 1792, President Washington in his 
instructions to Mr. Pinekney, then our Minister 


near the Court of London, mentions one instance 
of British impressment that had recently taken 
place, and instructs our Minister in remonstrating 
against that outrage to inform the British Court 
that it was such an act of hostility as, if persisted 
in, would certainly provoke retaliation; or, in 
other words, was clearly indicating, that it was a 
just cause of war in his opinion. He also ob- 
jected to written protections as a test of citizen- 
ship, because our flag was the proper protection 
of ajl that sailed under it. When Jay’s Treaty 
was made, this question with some others was 
postponed for further negotiation. Another Min- 
ister, Rufus King, was sent without delay, with 
positive instructions to renew the negotiation on 
that subject. On the same principles similar in- 
structions were renewed and strongly enforced 
by President Adams, and continued to be so by 
President Jefferson, but without success, These 
things are so generally known, that it is not ne- 
cessary to be more particular. Some gentlemen 
who hear me are so well acquainted with the facts, 
that they can correct me if I am mistaken. I, sir, 
agree with Washington and Adams, that impress- 
ing seamen of any description, whether our own 
citizens or those of other nations, from under the 
national flag on the ocean, the common highway 
of nations, was a just and, if persisted in, neces- 
sary cause of war. That thousands of our own 
native citizens were thus impressed, was a great 
aggravation to the aggression, but did not change 
the principle. Impressing French, Danes, Por- 
tuguese, &c., from under our flag, about whose 
language there could be no mistake, has been 
practised, and protested against by different Presi- 
dents. President Adams, it is presumed, was as 
well informed on this subject as any member on 
this foor. He not only in his public instructions, 
but in his private discourse, invariably maintained 
that our national flag was the protection of all 
under it, except contraband of war. In his last 
instructions to Mr. King, he lays down the incon- 
testable position, that independent nations, while 
they remain so, have all equal rights; that con- 
sequently, if Britain had a right to impress from 
under our flag, we have an equal right to impress 
from under theirs. 

It has, sir, been repeatedly and boldly declared 
on this floor, by such as are engaged in advocat- 
ing the cause of Britain and accusing their own 
Government, that Britain has enjoyed and exer- 
cised these rights from time immemorial; and 
they treat with a kind of ridicule our expectation 
that she will ever surrrender them, or ought to 
do it, because they say her national existence de- 
pends on them; that she has invariably exercised 
this authority. This I deny absolutely, and appeal 
to facts. Ido not admit it to be entitled to the 
name of right. 

During the reign of Queen Elizabeth, thou- 
sands of Englishmen went volunteers into the 
service of Holland and Henry 1V. of France; 
but though England soon after, being at war with 
Spain, stood in need of seamen, yet we kuow 
they did not impress their own seamen, nor sea- 
men of other nations, from under the flag of Hol- 
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land or France. As the armies of Tolland have 
been generally composed of men enlisted from 
other nations, they have at all times, while they 
enjoyed independence, had numbers of English, 
and Scotch, and Germans from different States 
in their service. They had several regiments 
kept up regularly by recruits from Scotland. 
Britain has been at different times at war with the 
United Provinces, but we never have heard of 
British citizens who entered their ranks in time 
of peace, considered or treated as traitors. Du- 
ring the Revolutionary war, when Britain pur- 
chased all the Germans she could procure frum 
the petty despots, she also called on the States of 
Holiand for the Scottish regiments; but they re- 
fused to come. Britain afterwards went to war 
with Holland, but did not in that war consider or 
treat as traitors the Scottish regiments, nor be- 
fore they went to war impress seamen from the 
ships of Holland; nor have they impressed from 
Prussia, whose navy was manned with British 
seamen, from the admiral to the private sailor. 

When the Prince of Orange arrived with an 
army in England to accomplish the revolution of 
1688, that army was composed of officers and 
soldiers of different nations; a large proportion 
of that army, and their General, the Duke of 
Schomherg, were native born citizens of France. 
France became a party in the war, which was 
continued for several years; but none of the 
French citizens who had left France in time of 
peace to seek their fortune in foreign service were 
ever considered or treated as traitors by France. 
During the reign of Lewis XIV., who has been 
often, perhaps justly, considered as a tyrant, a 
number of young Frenchmen, during a period of 
peace between Austria and France, entered the 
Austrian service as voluntcers in a war against 
Turkey. One of these afterwards became the 
celebrated Prince Eugene. A war soon after 
commenced between Austria and France, when 
the King of France called on the volunteers to 
returo. Eugene and a number of others who had 
received commissions from Austria, then consid- 
ered as the natural enemy of France, refused to 
returo. Eugene became Commander-in-chief of 
the army of Austria, which eventually reduced 
the haughty Louis very low; but during different 
wars of near fifty years’ continuance, with some 
intermission, neither Prince Bugene or these 
Frenchmen who continued in the Austrian ser- 
vice with him were ever considered as traitors. 
They left France in pursuit of their own happi- 
ness, and went to a nation with whom France 
was not at that time at war. 

The Count St. Germain, a native of France, in 
ume of peace, entered the service of Prussia; but 
when France engaged in the war against Prus- 
sia, he joined the armies of his native country, 
in which he attained a high rank, and rendered 
eminent services; but he was not a favorite of 
the King’s mistress, Madame Pompadour, and his 
great merit was overlooked. He became discon- 
tented, and determined to resign and go into for- 
eign service. Every inducement was given, and 
promise made, both by the King and Commander- 
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in-chief, to retain him in the service. These 
promises, however, had been too often broken to 
afford confidence. He claimed his right from the 
law of nature to pursuc his own happiness, but 
engaged not to go into the service of those then 
at war with France, but of a neutral Power who 
eventually might be at war withit. He accepted 
of the chief command of the troops of the King 
of Denmark, who gave hima high salary to in- 
troduce discipline and order among the troops of 
Denmark. Was he deemed and prosecuted as a 
traitor, or reclaimed for this? No, after peace 
was restored in France, he was invited back to 
France, and put at the head of the War Depart- 
ment. 

But, passing numerous examples from different 
nations of Europe that might be produced, I will, 
sir, offer a few examples from the practice of 
Great Britain herself on this question. I have 
already mentioned instances from the time of 
Elizabeth ; I will now offer some of a later date. 
On the termination of the war in Ireland, which 
had been for several years supported in favor of 
Kinz James against King William by the na- 
tives, assisted by auxiliaries of France, by the 
Treaty of Limerick, the heads of the Opposition 
were permitted to retire into foreign service. It 
was soon after discovered that it would have been 
better policy to have rendered them happy at 
home. They went into the service of France 
and Spain, and formed the famous Irish brigade, 
so much distinguished in the service of those 
nations in their war with Great Britain, till the 
Revolution of France, in which we know, by 
their names, many of them made a figure. They 
continued to be recruited from Ireland in time of 
peace for ncar an hundred years. General Con- 
way, from France, who served in the American 
Revolutionary war, was one of them. He was 
born in Ireland. These brigades, continually re- 
cruited in Ireland, by the estimated amount of 
more than two hundred thousand, fought against 
Britain, the country in which they drew their 
first breath, from sixteen hundred and ninety ull 
the close of the last century. They were ex- 
changed, and otherwise treated in the same man- 
ner as the native troops of France; they were not 
punished as traitors. This was not singular. Hol- 
land, Prussia, Austria, &c., always had troops in 
their armies, enlisted or appointed from the neigh- 
boring States with which they were frequently at 
war. One of the sons of the sister of the King 
of Prussia, the famous Duke of Brunswick, had 
a command in his army during the seven years? 
war, while his brother had a command in the 
Austrian army opposed to him. But if they emi- 
grated and went into foreign service in time of 
peace, or with a nanon at peace with their native 
country at the time of their emigration, there is 
no instance known io me on record in which 
they were treated or punished as traitors, or obliged 
to return. The instance of Patkul, E presume, 
will not be considered as an exception. Their 
emigration is their voluntary act. In drawing 
their first breath, they are passive, their will is 
not consulted. 
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This case has, apparently, by the gentlemen | 
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the struggle for independence ; but I, and others, | 
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country in which they drew their first breath,’ 
viz: guilty of double treason. But these honor- 
able members seem to have more acute discern- | 
ment than the British Government itself pos- | 
sessed at that time. Very many officers and sol- 
diers of the Revolutionary army drew their first | 
breath in Britain or Ireland. Generals Gates, | 
Lee, and St. Clair, the oldest Major General now 
living of that respectable army, drew their first 
breath in Great Britain, and had held commis- 
sions in the British army. Lee only resigned | 
the British commission the day preceding his; 
acceptance of a Major General’s commission from 
Congress. He was afterwards taken prisoner by 
the British, but he was not by them considered 
as a traitor, but exchanged as other officers were, | 
agreeably to the law of nations. The Pennsyl-! 
vania line of that army, considered, at least be- ! 
fore the mutiny, as the strongest line of the Rev- 
olutionary army, was in a great measure com- 
posed of men born in Ireland. Of these, Gener- | 
als Irwin and Hand, well known in the annals! 
of that period, had been in Ireland, and held mili- | 
tary commissions under the King of Great Brit- ; 
ain. General, then Colonel Irwin, and many! 
other officers and privates who had been born in! 
Ireland, were taken prisoners at the hattle of | 
Three Rivers, but they were not considered as j 
traitors, but exchanged on the same principles as 
the natives were. If this absurd, slavish doc- 
trine, had been urged and admitted at that pe- 
riod, it is very probable that the present genera- 
tion would not have enjoyed independence, ora 
Government of their own; and if we had not 
gone to war when every honorable means of 
avoiding it was exhausted, we would have en- 
joyed independence only in name, the expense of 
supporting it without the benefit. The gentle- 
men know that they did not offer any alternative 
for war but submission. Submission in impor- 
tant points opens the way for repeated submis- 
sions. ; ’ | 
I did not design, sir, to enumerate all the cases j 
that justify the war, and have already called 
your attention longer than I had intended. I 
will only add, that the mission of Henry, as well 
as the missions among the savage tribes, were 
acts of hostility and justifiable causes of war, i 
agreeably to the established rules and practice of | 
all civilized nations, and we are sensible of hav- 
ing felt their hostile effects. . 
it is strange, sir, that this perpetual moral obli- 
gation of allegiance to the spot where we wore 
born, though it should have been the most unpro- 
ductive spot in the world, or under the most op- 
pressive Government, has been so long kept out 
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pal laws of Great Britain, and theories of British 
writers, have no authority but in their own coun- 
try. Let them keep their people in perpetual 


j allegiance, or slavery, if they think proper. I, 


with several hundreds besides, sailed from Ireland 
ina British ship, agreeably to law. I gave no 
promise to return, nor was any asked. I was, by 
law, left free to go to what part of the world I 
pleased in pursuit of my own happiness. I have 
done so agreeably to the laws of Great -Britain; 
therefore she has no claims on me. I declare 
most positively, that I do not recollect of hearing 
this slavish doctrine ever advanced in Congress 
till within ten or twelve years past, if so long. 
It is a doctrine of a new school—not of the old 
school of Washington, to which some of the gen- 
tlemen make pretensions, Wheu I look around 
me in this House, or in whatever company I hap- 
pen to be, I see none but emigrants, or the de- 
scendants of emigrants, who, at no very distant 
period, have expatriated themselves, by their own 
act, from the country in which they first drew 
their breath. ‘his renders the new doctrine of 
treason, recently advocated on this floor, the more 
extraordinary. 

Mr. Rura, of Tennessee said, a difference of 
opinion respecting the war, and every measure 
to carry on war, has obtained and appears to con- 
tinue. A relaxation of the war will be equiva- 
lent to an abandonment of it. Notwithstanding 
the mission of Gotteaburg—which may or may 
not ‘succeed—preparations to prosecute the war 
with effect are necessary. He therefore would 
vote for the proposed amendment, and finally for 
the bill. 

Weare invited “to return.” That observation 
is fair, for on ita question arises, namely, to what 
shall we return? Tuet the circumstances attend- 
ing the period between the Treaty of Peace which 
ended the Revolutionary war, and the Treaty of 
November, 1794, made with Great Britain be 
examined, and these circumstances will forbid a 
return to any situation exhibited in any part of 
that period ; for during that period Great Britain 
retained the Western posts, contrary to the stipu- 
lations of the Treaty of Peace, and there were 
also many difficulties respecting boundary and 
commercial regulations. That Great Britain 
retained possession of the Western posts until 
after the said Treaty of November, 1794, and 
until after she had tried another war carried on 
by her Indian savage allies, is well known. 

That Great Britain had commenced her system 
of maritime restrictions and usurpations against 
the commerce of the United States, previous to 
that Treaty, authentic documents in possession of 
Congress will manifest. That system of usurpa- 
tions was continued, and the partial non-importa- 
tion law was enacted by Congress, to show to 
Great Britain that her true interest was to promote 
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a liberal and free commerce to the United States. | Britain; deaf to justice, she enforced her maritime 
That Great Britain sealed the non-importation | usurpations, and bid defiance to reason and social 
law, by the arrangement made with Mr. Erskine | friendship. So much for the invitation to return. 
is known ; the manner need not now be noticed,: The allusion to the times of James II. is un- 
that non-importation law was thereby rendered | happy in this debate. Powerful parties in his 
ineffectual. Great Britain gaincd her object, and | times convulsed the British Empire. The divine 
with additional foree continued her system of ! right of Kings, perpetualallegiance, non-resistance, 
usurpations. The restrictive edicts of Great! passive obedience, and that the people were born 
Britain and France, retaliating as they professed, | for Kings, and not Kings for the people, were 
on each other, but in fact annihilating the eom- | doctrines prevailing in his time, as well as in the 
merce of the United States, and enslaving citi- | time of his predecessors. These doctrines, en- 
zens of the United States by impressment on the | grafted and sprouting on that system of human 
part of Great Britain, compelled Congress by the | debasement introduced into England by William 
act of December, 1807, to lay a general embargo. j of Normandy, whereby the free people of Eng- 
A law prohibiting intercourse with Great Britain | land passed under the yoke of vassalage and vil- 
and with France succeeded the embargo—how | lanage with their disgracing attendants—a sys- 
that non-intercourse law ran out need not be! tem reducing mankind below the lowest degree 
noticed. Nor is it necessary to notice all or any | of human degradation—was resisted by a power- 


of the various events attending thatembargo and | ful minority, and that minority was ultimately 
non-intercourse, because they are known, not | successful. James II. was forced to abandon the 
only of themselves, but as they operated to pre- | Three Kingdoms and fly to a foreign country, 
vent the effects that the embargo and non-inter- | where he had, if he pleased, time to examine the 
course laws might otherwise have had. These | doctrine of the divine right of Kings and its un- 
things are mentioned to show that the times in | natural concomitants. The minority in the time 
which they obtained afforded no state of relations | cof James II. resisted his usurpations—the major- 
with Great Britain to which the United States | ity of the people of the United States are at this 
as a sovereign Power can return. Nextin order | day resisting usurpations of Great Britain, and 
was enacted the law of the first of May, 1810, the | the minority are opposing that resistance. The 
last Legislative effort of the United States to | people of the United States have examined and 
obtain, without hostilities,a peaceable settlement j will further examine this subject. 
of all differences with Great Britain and France. | That France, Spain, Portugal, and the Baltic 
France, when officially informed of that law, re- | States, have no commerce, has been intimated. 
voked her edicts, so far as they operated against | Who then deprived them of commerce? Let his- 
the neutral commerce of the United States. | tory be appealed to—the answer is, Great Britain. 
Great Britain, although officially informed that | Great Britain has destroyed the commerce of all 
France had so revoked her edicts, refused to re- | the said Powers and States, and has been and now 
voke her edicts so that they might cease to injure | is endeavoring to destroy the commerce of this 
the neutral commerce of the United States, and | nation to complete her unnatural dominion on the 
instead of so revoking them agreeably to the re- | ocean. 
quest of the act of 1st May, 1810, continued to| The partition of Poland has been mentioned. 
enforce them with additional rigor, and in conse- | Well then, who made it? The present Emperor 
quence thereof the non-intercourse law was re- | of Russia did not make or help to make it; from 
enacted and put in force against Great Britain | his known magnanimity, the brave Polanders 
and her dominions, and so continued until the | have reason to expect that that magnanimity will 
declaration of war by a law of June 1812. Í also extend to them. But let us inquire who was 
That no point of time between the date of the jat the bottom of the Treaty of Pilnitz, by which 
first non-importation law and the declaration of | France was to be subdued and divided? He 
war can be shown, in which the United States | who runs may read. Imperial France has stood 
were not oppressed and afllicted with the usur- | the shock, and spared thrones and dominions 
pations of Great Britain, is evident, and there- | which she could have crumbled into atoms. 
fore that period afforded no state of relations| That Great Britain has practised the right of 
with Great Britain to which the United States ! impressing foreign seamen for ages has been said. 
as a sovereign Power can return, without return- i The right !—How did Great Britain obtain that 
ing to a state of degradation and submission. | right? Rights are either natural or acquired. 
The period since the declaration of war exhibits | Acquired rights are by convention or compact. 
no point of time with attending relations with | The last species of right implies consent. That 
Great Britain, to which the United States asa | Great Britain has such right by nature, will not 
sovereign Power can return. To what then are | be asserted—that Great Britain hassuch right by 
we invited to return? Not certainly to asurren- | convention or compact with all other nations, is 
der of the sovereign rights of this nation. denied, and cannot be proved. How then did 
Immediately previous to the act of May, 1810, | Great Britain acquire that thing, if it may be 
was a period in which the restrictive commercial | termed a thing, named a right to impress foreign 
system of the United States had expired; the | seamen? Great Britain acquired that thing by 
United States in that period manifested their de- | the same mode whereby she has destroyed the 
sire to be at peace and friendly mutual inter- | commerce of all maritime nations—that is, by 
course with Great Britain—but not so with Great | force; and force never did or can constitute a 
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right. There is what is called a right of con- 
quest—that species of right is without consent, 
and imposed. Will the people of the United 
States submit to an imposition of that species of 
right? They never will. 

That the United States carry on the war with 
British capital, is intimated. Were the loans of 
eleven millions. of sixteen millions, and of seven 
and an half millions of dollars, British capital ? 
What will they who loaned all these millions of 
dollars say to that? He sets aside all that has 
been said about the value of commerce, and goes 
to show that commerce has gained nothing ; but, 
notwithstanding this intimation, that the loans 
alluded to were the property of the lenders, is 
presumed. 

But these considerations are foreign to the ob- 
ject of the bill. The bill proposes to give power 
to borrow money. Pass the bill, and leave the 
execution with the agent authorized, and Jet him 
borrow if he can—that business will rest with 
him and the banks. 

‘We are asked whether we can balance the 
power of the British in Canada? We answer, 
yes—what one nation has done, another nation 
in similar or better circumstances can do. The 
British, with the strong aid of the then Colonies, 
balanced the power of France, aided by tribes of 
savage Indians,in Canada; and the United States 
are able to balance the power of Great Britain, 
aided by savage tribes of Indian allies, in Cana- 
da; the event, however distant, will be. 

To what has been said in respect to naturali- 
zation, the Actof Confederation and the Constitu- 
tion give a full answer, The great men who 
signed and maintained the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, believed in the doctrine of naturaliza- 
tion. With other causes and facts for that dec- 
laration against Great Britain, they state—* She 
‘ hasendeavored to prevent the population of these 
‘ States; for that purpose obstructing the laws 

‘ for naturalization of foreigners ; refusing to pass 
t others to encourage their emigration hither, and 


‘raising the conditions of the appropriations of 


‘land.’ This is the declaration of the founders 
of American independence. They who in those 
days opposed the Declaration of Independence 
are presumed to have resisted strenuously against 
that declaration, insisting that Great Britain had 
a right to do the facts stated ; and now, after the 
United States of America have been an indepen- 
dent nation thirty-six years, to have reason to 
believe there now are they who resist a principle 
maintained by the founders of that independence. 
a principle for which, with other principles of 
independence, the ever to be revered General 
‘Wasuinaton fought and suffered the troubles 
and privations of a seven years’ war against Great 
Britain; for which principle, and others of inde- 
pendence, the people of the United States did 
mutually pledge to each other their lives, their 
fortunes, and their sacred honor; and for which 
so many brave men suffered, and to establish 
which so many gallant men sacrificed their lives, 
is painful in the extreme. That each State of 
this Union, previous to the ratification of the Con- 


stitution of the United States, had power to make 
Jaws of naturalization, and that all or most of 
them did legislate on that power, is manifest. 
The powers of the several States on that subject, 
by the ratification of the Constitution, were com- 
bined and delegated to the Congress of the United 
States, and on this is bottomed the clause in the 
Constitution which declares Congress shall have 
power “ to establish an uniform rule of naturali- 
zation.” This Constitution we are all solemnly 
bound to support against every power impugning 
it, and against all laws, pretended laws, rules, and 
regulations, militating against it. By the prin- 
ciple in the Constitution, no foreign person is €x- 
cluded from naturalization in the United States. 
When the people of any country are proved to be 
created and born for the useand service of Kings 
and Monarchs, and not Kings and Monarchs for 
the People, then will the arguments against nat- 
uralization have some appearance of being cor- 
rect. ‘Lo make the argument against naturali- 
zation correct and conclusive, to prove that the 
people of independent nations, at their national 
origin, surrendered all their natural and individ- 
ual right of renouncing and removing from one 
nation to another, is absolutely necessary. He 
who thinks he can do this will do right to begin ; 
any argument bottomed on usurped power will 
not be admitted. The Constitution of the United 
States, and the laws made in pursuance thereof, 


are the supreme law of this land ; anything in the 


inysterious constitution, laws, rules, regulations 
and Orders in Council of Great Britain to the 
contrary notwithstanding. To inquire whether, 
to carry into operation by the legislative act any 
principle of the Constitution be obligatory on 
Congress, is not necessary m this case ; because 
Congress by legislative acts has made provision 
for the operation of the principle of naturaliza- 
tion, and these acts are the supreme law of this 
land; to resist them, and to deny the privileges 
by them offered, is dashing against a mountain 
of adamant. 

A comparative view of the expenses of the 
Revolutionary war, and of the Administrations 
of President Washington, of President Adams, 
of President Jefferson, of President Madison, and 
of the war—the depreciation of paper money, the 
modes of its reduction and payment, the various 
speculations attending it—and soldiers’ certificate 
business—may only be noticed. These things 
are remembered. That the debt of the United 
States at the commencement of President Jeffer- 
son’s Administration, was more than the whole 
debt first assumed by the United States, has been 
exhibited to view. This may be passed over. 
in the time of the Administration of President 
Madison, even since the declaration of war, pro- 
digious quantities of breadstuffs and other provi- 
sions have gone to the enemy and his savage al- 
lies—and by this means the price of these articles 
has been raised, and of course the expense of the 
war has been greatly increased. Other causes of 
accumulating expense, and arising from the uni- 
form resistance to the operations of the Govern- 
ment before and since the declaration of war, can 
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be related, but being publicly known are passed 
over. 

Often hasthe following proposition been dragged 
into argument—* If the repeal of the Orders in 
Council had been known, the war would not have 
been.” And pray what will that prove? That 
the Orders in Council existed, and injured the 
United States. But the Orders in Council were 
not repealed irrevocably. Another proposition, 
with the mighty particle if, will complete the 
argument, viz: If the Orders in Council had not 
been made to operate against the United States 
the war would not have been. 

That “ the controversy is owing to ourselves,” 
has been said. Admitted: But not in the sense 
intended by the gentleman who used that propo- 
sition. Let the word if be used, and the propo- 
sitions following will exhibit the truth of the first 
proposition. Ifthe United States had never ex- 
isted as an independent nation, the war would not 
have been. If the United States had not resisted 
the usurpations of Great Britain, the war would 
not have been. If the United States had sub- 
mitted to the usurpations of Great Britain, then 
the war would not have been. What a wonder- 
ful little fellow this little word 7f is! 

Frequently have the words “ make peace” been 
repeated. The frequent use of these words seems 
to intimate that the diplomatie proceedings with 
Great Britain during the Administration of all 
the Presidents of the United States, respectively, 
have not been attended to. Letall the documents 
containing these proceedings be carefully read ; 
and they will show that the subject of them on 
the part of the United States was to remove and 
prevent the operation of the usurpations which 
have ultimately compelled the United States to 
declare war against Great Britain. 

That “as empire is extended, the Government 
is weakened,” has been asserted. If this propo- 
sition be correct, the converse is also correct; 
that is, as extent of empire is diminished, the 
Government is strengthened. Hence it follows, 
that if the empire of the United States was con- 
fined within the limits of the State of Connecticut, 
the Government would be stronger than it now 
is; and the people of the United States (being 
substantially the Government) that is, the people 
then within the limits of Connecticut, would be 
stronger than all the people of the United States 
now are, will be a consequence. This sort of 
argument corresponds in propriety with another 
observation, “the smaller the majority the strong- 
er; and the greater a minority the weaker.” 
Strange indeed! wonderfully strange arguments 
against the bill! 

What would the Opposition have us to do? 
Do they desire that we shall reject this bill and 
cease to provide means to support the Army and 
the, Navy? Do the Opposition desire that our 
Army shall be disbanded—that oar little Navy 
shall be laid up, and our seamen discharged ? 
Discharge the Army—lay up the Navy—leave 
the frontiers open to anenemy void of mercy and 
abandoned to cruelty—and you will (to speak in 
the language of alate eloquent man) hear in every 


breeze and blast of wind from the North and 
Northwest the cries and shrieks and groans of 
men, women, and children, scalped, massacred, 
and dying under the scalping knife, hatchet and 
other implements of death wielded with barba- 
rous ferocity by the hands of the painted enemy 
and his savage allies. Do the Opposition desire 
that state of things? Do the Opposition desire 
that our Commissioners to Gottenburg shall be 
instructed to submit to any terms Great Britain 
shall impose? If the Opposition desire this state 
of things, let them speak out directly ; for, if right, 
they need not be silent on these points. 

Let the blank in the bill be filled, and let the 
bill pass; the money will be obtained, and will 
be to support the Army and the Navy. The 
Army and the Navy are praised and extolled for 
victories obtained over the enemy. Praise alone, 
however delectable, will not do. Praise alone is 
for immaterial beings. Praise may feed the soul, 
but will not feed nor clothe the body. We praise 
the gallant seamen of the Navy for their mighty 
deeds. They are far beyond all praise; and if 
we deny it to them, the wild and tame animals, 
who feed on the grass and herbage of the United 
States, will open their mouths and utter bound- 
less praises to the brave men who defend the soil 
on which groweth their food from the inveterate 
enemy. Letus, then, give to the Army and to the 
Navy sufficient for support, and they will defend, 
and with strong hand maintain, the sovereign 
rights of this nation. 

Mr. Humpureys said he rose with diffidence 
to address the House, on a subject which he con- 
sidered to be of more importance than any which 
had or probably would occupy the attention of 
Congress during the present session. In vain 
have laws been passed for adding three regiments 
of riflemen to the present establishment, and 
making other provisions for the vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the ensuing campaign, if the bill now 
under consideration should be rejected. It was 
the master spring by whieh the whole warlike 
machinery of the country was to be set in mo- 
tion, and if it were rejected we should be under 
the necessity of submitting to whatever terms 
the enemy might think proper to dictate and 
impose. 

For his part, he was satisfied of the justice 
of the war; that it could not be avoided without 
sacrificing the interest and independence of the 
United States; that, in his opinion, the resources 
of the country were amply sufficient for its prose- 
cution and ultimate honorable and successful 
termination. He did not, therefore, think with 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Saprrey) that no appropriation of money for its 
support ought to be made. 

That gentleman (Mr. S.) had, in the commence- 
ment of his argument, endeavored to prove, by a 
variety of facts and deductions, that there was 
too great a scarcity of capital for the purposes of 
trade within the United States; that the present 
measure was calculated to diminish the stock 
and transfer it into the hands of foreigners—so 
that, at the expiration of three years’ war, the 
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circulating medium would not be adequate to 
the ordinary purposes of internal trade. 

This statement of the result of the present meas- 
ure would, if correct, be productive of gloomy and 

ainful reflections ; but, without an extraordinary 

nowledge of the finances, it could be easily 
demonstrated that the position was altogether 
erroneous. 

When the Government want money, a quan- 
tity of stock is created equal to the sum required; 
which stock is nothing more than the under- 
taking of Government to pay the amount of the 
principal and interest of the money which they 
may borrow of individuals, in the manner and 
according to the stipulation which may be au- 
thorized and agreed upon; this stock or assump- 
tion is sold to the capitalists of the country, who 
pay the purchase money into the Treasury of the 
United States, and again it is disbursed in pay to 
the soldiers, mariners, and agriculturists, for the 
support of Government, and in the prosecution 
of the war. Thus, if ten millions be borrowed 
in the course of the year, it gets into general cir- 
culation ; every person in the community receives 
a portion of benefit from it, because it is added to 
the circulating medium of the country; a part 
enables the farmer to pay his taxes, and the bal- 
ance falling into the hands of individuals may 
constitute a fund for future loans to the Govern- 
ment, if necessity require it. 

But the gentleman from Virginia “contends 
the stock will be taken up by foreigners, and pro- 
duce the evils he apprehends.” Should Govern- 
ment have occasion for twenty-five millions— 
which is believed to be the sum required on the 
present occasion—we will suppose the stock to 
raise the money be sold in Europe ;—the money 
for which it is sold will be introduced into the 
United States, and put into general circulation, 
as has been before observed; by which process 
an addition of twenty-five millions is made to the 
floating capital of the country, which will not 
escape for fifteen or eighteen years, the length of 
time dependent on the amount of interest which 
is annually paid. So far, then, from the opinion 
of the gentleman being correct, the very reverse 
of what he seems to apprehend will be the result; 
and the only danger is, that the too great increase 
of currency may produce a difference between 
the nominal and real value of property, or rather 
a diminution of the value of all property from 
which there is a fixed income. But it is believed 
that no danger is to be feared from this source, 
as the gentleman himself contends that the capi- 
tal employed in trade and in mechanical opera- 
tions is inadequate to the purposes required, and 
it is clear that improvements in any parts of the 
States would progress more spiritedly if the im- 
provers could be possessed of a sufficient capital. 

Mr. H. said he was sorry to differ in opinion 
with many of those gentlemen (in whose correct- 
ness he had much confidence) who declared the 
belief that it was improper on this aceasion to 
inquire into the injuries practised by Great Bri- 
tain, which produced the present war. He thought 
it necessary to take a slight view of the conduct 
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northern to the southern tribes, and strong solici- 
tations made, and promises of support given to 
the southern Indians provided they would join 
the coalition against the United States. The 
horrid and indescribable massacre which was 
perpetrated near the mouth of Duck river, in the 
State of Tennessee, by the Creek Indians—that 
which was committed at Fort Mimms, and the 
war which the brave people of Tennessee and 
Georgia now prosecute almost to the extermina- 
tion of the deluded Creeks—may all be attributed 
to the barbarous and savage policy and manage- 
ment of Great Britain. These facts are suffi- 
cient to justify the endeavor to expel from Can- 
ada all British influence and power. 

The honorable gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Suerrey) had treated the subject of impressment 
with some degree of levity, and stated that the 
figures 6275 made a great show in the public 
newspapers. 

The impressment of Americans is sufficient 
cause for war. If there be six thousand two hun- 
dred and fifty-seven American citizens restrained 
of their liberty by British tyranny, compelled to 
serve in a state of bondage even against their 
own country, is there any person possessing a 
correct idea of the rights of the citizen, and know- 
ing that the British Government decline giving 
them up, and refuse to make any arrangement of 
the practice of seizing the Americans on the high 
seas, who can reasonably belicve these things 
should be submitted to without a contest? Whe- 
ther these men are naturalized according to the 
existing laws, or native citizens, is not material, 
they are bound to the performance of the same 
duties, and entitled to the same privileges and 
protection from Government: it is certain there 
are many of both descriptions. 

It is alleged, probably by way of extenuation, 
that the aecount is incorrect as to the number of 
Americans in the British fleet; but it is not de- 
nied that the number is considerable. Mr. H. 
said he would be glad to be informed what num- 
ber of citizens, and of what degree, were entitled 
to the protection of the nation; for his part, he 
had believed the number to be unimportant. It 
was the principle for which the United States 
should contend, and if American citizens were 
restrained of liberty, held in bondage by foreign 
nations, it was a question between nations, to be 
decided by war, if negotiation failed. The value 
of national rights cannot be estimated ; every in- 
fraction must be resisted; submission only in- 
creases the difficulty of redress, and the precedent 
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is pleaded against us. The honorable gentle- | the strongest maritime State in Europe; the Bri- 
man from Virginia hassaid that England was a! tish influence over the Indians would be wrested 
proud nation, and had made war for the Falk-| from them, and the women and children on the 
land Islands and other foolcries. | western frontier would rest in security and peace. 

It is true that England has assumed a manly | ‘This war is not, as insinuated by the honorable 
and dignified attitude—her pride has led her into! gentleman from New York, (Mr. SHIPHERD,) for 
some errors which have been productive of na- | the purpose of cutting the throats of innocent 
tional evil; but that pride induced her to repel, Canadians; and surely no man is weak enough 


all invasions of her rights and independence, and 
has contributed in a great degree to produce that | 
exalted rank which she now holds among nations. 
Suppose that all the injuries which the United 
States complain of were practised by them against 
Great Britain; that those States were to attempt, 
from an adjoining territory, to excite the Indians 
to hostilities, to corrupt their citizens, subvert 
their Constitution and destroy their independence 
asa nation; trespass upon their commercial rights j 
and seize upon their subjects, in violation of all 
law, and lead them in slavery on the high seas, 
would not every man in England admit that war 
would be justifiable—would it be considered the 
result of unreasonable pride, or anything but 
patriotism or necessity? Yet it has been said 
the war made under these circumstances by the 
United States against England is a wicked, un- 
just, and murderous war. 

With respect to the conquest of Canada, it 
was perfectly justifiable. It was of the greatest 
importance to the United States if the war against 
Britain in the Canadian province should be con- 
sidered an offensive operation, still it was legiti- 
mate and Constitutional; but can any operation 
of this nation, whether by land or sea, be con- 
sidered as other than defensive, if it be calculated 
to repel the enemy or disable him for the further 
prosecution or continuance of the evils of which 
the United States had such just grounds of com- 
plaint? The war was commenced for the defence 
of American rights, of property, persons, and 
principles; in the prosecution of the war every 
act may be considered as defensive, which will 
conduce to the attainment of the objects for 
which hostilities were commenced. The con- 
quest of Canada, and the expulsion of the Finglish 
power from the American continent, would oper- 


ate most powerfully in depriving the enemy of | 
the means of annoying our commerce and prey- | 


| 


ing upon our citizens. 

{Jalifax is the place of general rendezvous for 
the British vessels on the American station—the 
place at which they may be repaired, watered, 
victualled, and supplied ; in a convenient latitude 
between the West Indies and England. The 
ports of the West India islands are not suitable 
toshipping. Without a footing on the contincnt, 
without Canada, in fact (which, as early as the 
year 1762, was considered necessary to the British 
power in America) the same quantity of shipping 
could not be supported on the United States 
coast, nor remain for so great a length of time as 
at present. A small fleet would in general give 
us the command of the American seas, interrupt 
and almost destroy their commerce with their 
southern colonies, and force them to respect our 
rights more cffectually than is in the power of 


to believe that injury to the Canadians is intended 
by our Government. It is against the British 
power and influence on this continent, continu- 
ally used to our destruction. 

Were the question asked, Should the war be 
continued merely for the subjection of Canada? 
the answer would be, no—not because the pro- 
ceeding would be unjust, but because the war 
should be abandoned when Great Britrin did us 
justice, yielded us the object for which we con- 
tended in the commencement of hostilities, and 
consented to make a permanent and honorable 
peace. 

Mr. Coxperer spoke as follows: Mr. Chair- 
man, before the question is taken, I desire to as- 
sign some of the reasons which governed me in 
the course I have pursued, and for the votes which 
I have given, and which I expect to give, upon 
this and sundry other subjects connected with it, 
viz: embargo, non-importation, war, army bills, 
and appropriations. I connect the embargo with 
the question of filling the blank, not because of 
its relation to this subject, but because the gentle- 
man from Kentucky (Mr. McKee) commenced 
his attack upon us by charging us with votin 
against the embargo in December, 1807. I di 
vote against the embargo in 1807, and have voted 
against it every time it has been proposed since, 
for several reasons: Hirst, because I did believe 
it would injure us more than the Muropeans, by 
destroying or diminishing the spirit of industry 
and enterprise for which our citizens are so re- 
markable. The farmer, deprived of the prospect 
of a profitable sale for his surplus produce, will 
have fewer inducements to industry, during the 
continuance of the embargo, than when he has 
the prospect of a profitable market; and it must, 
and certainly will, have the same effect upon every 
branch of industry. Second, because, if it does 
affect the enemy in any degree, and I admit it 
will, it must fall almost exclusively upon the poor, 
who are already miserable, and who have little or 
no voice in the Government of England. Third, 
because we have an extensive maritime frontier, 
blockaded by a formidable navy, which, though 
it consisted (as gentlemen on the other side of the 
House tell us) of one hundred ships, was unable 
so effectually to guard our coast as to prevent us 
from a profitable commerce. I believed, when 
we blockaded the whole of our coast by our em- 
bargo, the one hundred British ships, then stretch- 
ed from the Bay of Passamaquoddy, on the north- 
east, to the Gulf of Mexico, on the southwest, a 
distance of near two thousand miles, would be re- 
lieved from the arduous task of such a blockade, 
and have little else to do but to concentrate their 
forces, and annoy us much more effectually than 
they have by their blockade. These, sir, are some 
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-of the reasons which induced me to vote against 
the embargo, and I have seen or heard nothing 
‘since to alter my opinion. I fear my scruples will 
be confirmed, for I place no reliance on the mag- 
nanimity, justice, or mercy of the British, as an 
enemy. But, if I had doubted the correctness of 
my vote upon this subject, the effects of your em- 
bargo, since it became a law, would have removed 
allmy doubts. [hegin witha circumstance which 
happened in Alexandria, which, though limited 
in its effects, may be of some importance: A citi- 
zen of this place had purchased sixty bushels of 
oysters, which he had put on board of the packet 
which runs daily from Alexandria to this place ; 
he also purchased a few barrels of flour, (perhaps 
four or five,) which he was about to send on 
board; the collector, who I understand had just 
reecived notice of the embargo, considered it his 
duty to demand security, conformably to the pro- 
vision of the act laying an embargo; the owner 
or conductor of the packet, either unable or un- 
willing to give the security, or fur want of time 
to draw a bond, omitted to comply. The conse- 
quence was, the packet had to be detained until 
the vysters were disembarked ; and the men (as I 
am informed) had to give three dollars to a cart- 
man to haul a load on the turnpike the next day. 
In North Carolina, the State which I have the 
honor to represent in part, it has prevented the 
manufacturers of salt from procuring the lumber 
necessary fur extending the manufactory of that 
all-important article; and when my honorable 
colleague, (Mr. Ktna,) the other day, proposed so 
to amend a bill upon the subject as to extend the 
privilege of transporting lumber to be exclusively 
employed in manufacturing salt, the proposed 
amendment was rejected. 

Another case lately occurred in New York. A 
large sum of cash drawn by a man, or by a num- 
ber of men, out of the banks in New York, was, 
by the orders of the collector of the port of New 
York, (who, it is said, was a manager in one of 
the banks,) forcibly taken from the person or per- 
sons having the charge of it, by virtue of the pro- 
visions of the act laying an embargo, and depos- 
ited, it is said, in the vaults of the bank out of 
which a great part of it had been drawn. Ft may 
be supposed the collector exceeded his authority. 
Let us examine the law. The 9th section says: 

“ And be it further enacted, That the collectors of 
all the districts of the United States shall be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to take into their custody specic, 
or any articles of domestic growth or manufacture, 
found on board of any ship or vessel, boat, or water 
craft, when there is reason to believe they are intended 
for exportation, or when in vessels, carts, wagons, 
sleighs, or any other carriage, or in any manner ap- 
parently on their way towards the territories of a for- 
eign nation, or the vicinity thereof, or towards a placc 
where such articles are intended to be exported; and 
not to permit sucli articles to be removed until bond 
with sufficient sureties shall have been given for the 
sending or delivering of the same in some place of the 
United States, whence, in the opinion of the collector, 
there shall not be any danger of such articles being 
exported.” 


| go did authorize, if it did not make it the duty of, 


the collectors to do as they have done; and I find 
no provision in the law to prevent the collectors 
from taking in their custody all the specie or pro- 
duce, removed or attempted to be removed from 
one part of the Union to another, as we have ene- 
mies and foreign territories all around us, from 
East to West, and from North to South, the col- 
lectors being authorized to judge appearances, 

From such a law, from such a construction, 
from such an execution of such a law, I pray God 
in mercy to preserve me, my country, and pos- 
terity ! But other circumstances have proved the 
embargo inexpedient and oppressive. In thirty 
days after the passage of the law, the committee 
who reported the bill, and hurried it through the 
House, informed us that seven thousand persons, 
inhabiting the Island of Nantucket, in Massachu- 
setts, were starving under this measure; they re- 
ported a bill for their relief, and urged its imme- 
diate passage to prevent them from starving, 
The same committee have also reported another 
bill for the relief of owners or masters of vessels, 
to permit such as were absent from home, when 
they first heard of the embargo, to return with 
their vessels in ballast, or with such cargoes as 
they had on board when notified of the embargo, 
provisions and passengers excepted. The votes 
of members in the minority have been noticed as 
a proof of Federal inconsistency. I cannot fully 
comprehend the modern definition of Federal in- 
consistency; but, my Federal consistency is to 
mect every subject fairly, weigh it impartially, 
and vote as my Judgment approves. With this 
kind of consistency, L voted against the bill. | 
find the advocates of that measure are getting 
tired of it; and, as this bill afforded but partial 
relief, I presumed, if the country could prove the 
operation of this measure as proposed by its au- 
thors, it would be given up as Inexpedient and 
oppressive. 

The gentleman from Kentucky charges us with 
voting against the non-importation. Yes, sir, I 
voted against it as a weak measure, which can 
have no injurious eflect upon England now the 
Confederation of the Rhine is dissolved, and Bona- 
parte has, though perhaps reluctantly, abandoned 
his continental system, and nearly the whole of 
Europe ; when Russia, Austria, Prussia, Sweden, 
Holland, Spain, Portugal, Bavaria, Saxony, Wir- 
temberg, Hanover, the Hanse towns, the islands 
of the Adriatic, and perhaps Italy and Switzer- 
land, are all in alliance or friendship with Eng- 
land, and her manufactures and the price of labor 
have advanced in that country thirty per cent. in 
a short time. If we could exclude England from 
the commerce of the world, then, sir, I could con- 
sent to try the experiment; but to relinquish or 
suspend our own commercial pursuits to coerce 
her, in the present state of things, I cannot con- 
sent. 

I come now to the war. I shall not go back to 
the Revolution to search for the causes of war; 
nor shall I attempt to decide between France and 
England, which commenced or which has beea 


Now, sir, it is certain the act laying an embar- | most successful in ils encroachment on our neu- 
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In 1810, Congress, tired of remonstrances and re- 
strictions, passed a law providing that, in case 
either Great Britain or France should, before the 
3d of March next, so revoke or modify her edicts 
as that they shall cease to violate our neutral 
commerce, which fact the President of the United 
States shall declare by proclamation, and if the 
other nation shall not, within three months there- 
after, so revoke or modify her edicts in like man- 
ner, then the provisions of the aet, entitled “ An 
act to interdict the commercial intercourse be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain and 
France, and for other purposes.” shall, from and 
after the expiration of three months from the date 
of the proclamation aforesaid, be revived, and 
have full force and effect, so far as relates to the 
dominions, colonies, and dependencies, and to the 
growth, produce, or manufactures of the domin- 
ions, colonies, and dependencies of the nation thus 
refusing or neglecting to modify her edicts in the 
manner aforesaid; and the restrictions imposed 
by the act shall, from and after the date of such 
proclamation, cease and be discontinued in rela- 
tion to the nation revoking or modifying her de- 
crees in the manner aforesaid. 

The French Minister informed our Government 
the French decrees should be revoked, or so modi- 
fied as to cease to violate our neutral commerce, 
on the first of November, 1810. This the Presi- 
dent published, and by proclamation declared the 
French decrees revoked on that day, and the re- 
strictions were removed from French produce and 
manufactures. The British Government, either 
doubting or professing to doubt the repeal of the 
French decrees, refused to revoke her Orders in 
Council. Both Governments persisted—our Gov- 
ernment athirming the French decrces repealed, 
and the British Government denying the fact. 
The consequence has been a declaration of war 
by the Government of the United States, against 
the United Kingdom of England and Ireland, and 
their dependencies. Let us examine this very 
extraordinary decree, and the time and manner in 
which it was communicated to our Government. 
In answer to the resolution of this House, dated 
June 21st, the Secretary of State informed us in 
July, that the first intelligence which this Gov- 
ernment received of the French decree, was on the 
13th of July, 1812, just twenty-five days after our 
declaration of war against England. What does 
this repealing decreetell us? “Napoleon, Emperor 
í of the French, &c. On the report of oar Minister 
t of Foreign Relations: Seeing by a law passed on 
t the 2d of March, 1811, the Congress of the Uni- 
t ted States has ordered the execution of the pro- 
f visions of the act of non-intercourse, which pro- 
f hibits the vessels and merchandise of Great Brt- 
‘ ain, her colonies and dependencies, from entering 
‘f into the ports of the United States; considering 
that the said law is an act of resistance to the ar- 
‘ bitrary pretensions consecrated by the Orders in 
€ Council, and a formal refusal to adhere to a sys- 
t tem invading theindependence of neutral Powers, 
“and of their flag, we lave decreed and do decree 
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and the British Government. 


‘ are definitively, and to date from the 1st of No- 


* vember last, considered as not having existed in 
‘regard to American vessels.” 

Here, sir, is the very extraordinary decree, 
about which we have had so many disputes 
among ourselves, and between our Government 
Can any gentle- 
man inthis House attend to this repealing de- 
eree,and say he believes the Berlin and Milan 
decrees were unconditionally repealed in Novem- 
ber, 1810? If any can, I confess I cannot. The 
Emperor, so far from informing us they were re- 
pealed on that day, declares it is done in consid- 
ation of the act of Congress passed subsequent to 
that period. 

I come next to inquire into the reasons for car- 
rying on the war. The President in his Message 
at the commencement of this session, after de- 
scribing our relations with England, says, “ under 
such circumstances, a nation proud of its strength 
* bas no choice but an exertion of the one in sup- 
* port of the other’—that is, as I understand it, to 
exert our strength in support of our rights; and 
he adds, “to this determination the best encour- 
‘agement is derived from the success with which 
‘it has pleased the Almighty to bless our arms 
‘both on the land and on the water.” With 
what success has he been pleased to bless our 
arms? When Captain Perry and his brave com- 
panions defeated Captain Barclay on Lake Erie, 
and captured the whole of the British fleet, the 
British destroyed Fort Malden and fled; General 
Harrison crossed over the lake, pursued and over- 
took the British army, commanded by General 
Proctor, dispersed the army and captured or killed 
most of the party. Yea, so great was the panic 
of the British on this occasion, they retreated and 
our troops took possession of a considerable por- 
tion of Upper Canada, and with expectations of 
a speedy conquest, pushed on towards Montreal. 
What has been the consequence? Our com- 
manders have informed us. General Hampton, 
in a letter of the ist of November, after describing 
to the Secretary of War the difficulties with 
which the army under his command had to en- 
counter, says, “he submitted to the officers of 
brigade, regiments, and corps, &c., the propriety 
‘of renewing the attack upon the enemy, and 
‘ what position is it advisable for the army to take; 
and as it is the unanimous opinion of this council, 
that it is necessary for the preservation of this 
army,and the fulfilment of the views of the Gov- 
‘ ernment, that we immediately return, by orderly 
‘ marches, to such a position as will secure our 
t communication with the United States, either to 
‘ retire into winter quarters, or to be ready to strike 
t below,” &e. 

On the 12th November, the General, in a letter to 
the Secretary, writes: ` I should be uncandid not to 
‘own that many circumstances are unpropitions. 
i The force is dropping off by fatigue and sickness 
‘toa most alarming extent. My returns yesterday 
í report the effectives at little more than half their 
‘ original state at Chateaugay ; and, which is more 
‘ discouraging, the officers, with afew honorable ex- 
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f ceptions,aresunkaslowas thesoldiers,and endure | for not supporting this war. The gentleman from 
f hardship and privation as badly.” General Wilk- | Tennessee, (Mr. GRUNDY.) the gentleman from 
inson, in a letter to General Hampton, November South Carolina, (Mr. Catuocn,) and the gentle- 
6th, says: “I address you at the special instance | man from New York, (Mr. Fisx,) have given us 
t of the Secretary of War, who by bad roads worse į several lectures npon moral treason and the doc- 
t weather. and ill health, was diverted from meet- | trine of morality. I know not by what rule these 
t ing me, and has determined to tread back his steps | gentlemen try our morality; not by the Constitu- 
‘to Washington. Iam destined to, and determined | tion or laws of the United States I presume, for I 
t upon the attack of Montreal, if not prevented by | have not wilfully transgressed these laws, and I 
t some act of God,” &c. What was his success? | trust gentlemen are not prepared to charge us 
General Wilkinson, after describing his progress, | with the violation of cither the Constitution or 
and detailing the events of an action with the! the laws. So far from it, sir, I have given the 
British on the 11th, in which he claims the ad- | war my Constitutional support, and shall con- 
vantage, but admits he retired with the loss of one | tinue to do so. When the law requires me to 
field-piece, complains of General Hampton, who,| part with a share of my property to secure the 
from Hampton’s account, was unavoidably pre- | remainder, I do it eheerfully, and I advise my 
vented from forming a junction with him; and on | friends, and have the vanity to believe they will, 
the 13th of the same month, issues a general! order, | when called on to defend their country, march 
in which he says: “ Thus deprived of a large por- | with alacrity ; but J never shall advise them to 
€ tion of his promised force, the Commander-in- | enlist for the purpose of invasion. The gentle- 
‘chief feels himself bound, by a sense of regard | man from Virginia (Mr. Surrrey) has proposed 
‘ to this meritorious corps, and of sacred duty to | conscience as the rule of morality—I prefer that 
t the United States, to spare the livesof brave men, | to any rule proposed by gentlemen on the other 
t and not to hazard the character or interest of the | side of the House; but I know of no unerring rule 
‘nation by an unequal conflict. He with lively | of morality, except the unchangeable and eter- 
t regretand the deepest mortification suspended the | nal rule of right, which the Author of our exis- 
‘attack on Montreal.” Here ends our pleasing | tence has given us to govern our conduct by, and 
prospects of further conquest. But we had still | in which rule our duties to our Creator and to 
an army remaining in Canada, stationed at Fort | each other are briefly described. By examining 
George, under the command of General McClure. | these duties, we find they originate in and rise 
Now we come to his progress. On the 10th De-| out of our relation to God and dependence upon 
cember, he writes to the Secretary of War: | him; or our relation to and dependence upon each 
“From the most indubitable information, I learn | other, and are unchangeably and eternally the 
€ that the enemy are advancing in force; this day ; same. What does this say? Kill, capture, burn, 
a scouting party of Colonel Wilcox’s volunteers , sink, and destroy ? No, sir—it says: Thou shalt 
came in contact with their advance, and this! not kill; thou shalt not steal; thou shalt not 
movement determined me in calling a council | covet anything that is thy neighbor’s, &e. Thad 
of officers. They all accorded in opinion with | no idea of introducing the subject of morality 
‘me, that the fort was not tenable with the rem- | into this House; but, as gentlemen have been 
‘nant of force leftin it. Iin consequence gave; pleased to introduee the subject, let us have the 
‘ orders for evacuating the fort since dusk, and the | principle fairly settled. I do not say gentlemen 
t village of Newark is now in flames.” who voted for and are in favor of war, have vio- 
From this letter, and subsequent accounts from | lated this rule; but I will say, I have not violated 
that quarter, it appears we have not only sus-, it by refusing to kill. This, sir, is the rule by 
pended these operations for extending our con-| which I expect my morality to be tested in the 
quest, but have abandoned the small portion of; presence of an impartial Judge, by whose decis- 
the enemy’s country which we had gotten pos- j] ions we must all abide. While it is the passion 
session of. And the Commander-in-chief was | of some to rule, of some to accumulate, and of 
actuated by a laudable and humane desire to spare | others to shine, I hope the leading passion of my 
the lives of brave men. But unfortunately for | heart will be one which Ieaven inspires, which 
us, the British Commander-in-chief, actuated by | reason rectifies, and which conscience approves; 
motives less humane than our General, or prob- j that of preventing all the evil and doing all the 
ably a spirit of revenge, had determined to retali- | good of which my humble powers are capable. 
ate upon us for burning of the British town of] I come next to take notice of the Army bills 
Newark, which he, whether correctly or incor- | for carrying on this war. We have passed bills 
rectly, considered as an act of cruelty, this act | to authorize the raising sixty-six thousand regu- 
being done contormably to the instructions of the | lars, and have bills on their passage to raise many 
Secretary of War. The British pursued; crossed | more under the character of volunteers if they 
over the line, and destroyed several of our forts; ; will consent to serve during the war. I have ex- 
burned several of our villages, and captured a | amined the several acts of Congress for organiz- 
number of our men, and possessed themselves of | ing the Army of the United States and | find the 
the important post of Niagara, on our frontier. j regular army if raised, will require, if organized 
In all these movements and effects, I discover no | upon the plan of the present Secretary of War, 
great encouragement to prosecute this war of | and I have no doubt we shall raise the men; i 
conquest. say our present establishment wili require 16 ma- 
But we have been charged with moral treason | jor generals, 32 brigadier generals, 112 colonels, 
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112 majors, 66 surgeons, 112 surgeon’s mates, 66 
sergeant majors, 66 quartermaster sergeants, 112 
principal musicians, 660 captains, 1.980 lieuten- 
ants, 660 ensigns, 2,640 sergeants, 3,960 corporals, 
1,320 musicians; making in the whole of general, 
field, staff, commissioned, and non-commissioned 
officers, 12,412, exclusive of commissaries, chap- 
lains, &c. We have no information as to the 
number of effective men in our armies, this ren- 
ders it difficult to ascertain the probable expense 
of sixty-six thousand, if the ranks are filled. A 
gentleman from New York (Mr. GROSVENOR) es- 
timates them at fifteen thousand. A late Sena- 
tor. now Secretary of the Treasury, estimates them 
at eighteen thousand. As the gentleman from 
Tennessee is an advocate for the war, and it is to 
be presumed he understands the subject, which 
neither the gentleman from New York nor my- 
self, as we are not in the secrets of Government, 
do, I shall therefore take his statement as correct. 
If then, sir, we have an Army of but eighteen thou- 
sand effective men, a number toosmall (as is admit- 
ted by the Chairman of the Military Committee) 
to meet the enemy with superior numbers on any 
part of the enemy’s territory, what has been our 
expense the last year? We are told it is but 
forty millions of dollars; that is, we have paid 
but forty millions; but no gentleman will say 
that has covered the whole expense of the year 
1813. No, sir, the honorable Chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means (Mr. Eprss,) 
has apologized to the House for the necessity of 
asking so large a loan before the proper estimates 
have been made and the accounts for last year 
finally settled. 

The honorable Chairman has presented an | 
account of from three to four hundred thousand 
dollars, paid by the State of Virginia, and has 
applied in behalf of Virginia to have the money | 
repaid by the United States. The militia from | 
the State of North Carolina, which I have the 
honor to represent in part, when called on to de-| 
fend their country, volunteered, though many of | 
them were opposed to a war of conquest. They 
have served out their time, and have been dis- 
charged, and I am informed have not received 
their wages or allowance for clothing. Some of 
my acquaintance in the regular service, I am in- 
formed, and I believe correctly, have not been 
paid for several months, and demands are pre- 
sented from every quarter, which none doubt the 
justice of. It is certain, therefore, we have a 
large amount of unsettled accounts, and the rea- 
son why we have paid but forty millions of dol- 
lars last year is, because we had no more moncy, 
and not because all the just demands were sct- 
tled and paid. In 1812, eleven millions were 
borrowed; in 1813, sixteen millions were bor- 
rowed at first, and afterwards seven and a half 
millions; in 1814, thirty millions is proposed to 
be raised by loans and Treasury notes. The es- 
timates for 1814 are said to be $45,350,000. But 
can any gentleman in this House recollect that 
with an effective force of eighteen thousand 
men, our expenses have been forty millions of 
dollars, and say if our ranks are filled, and sixty- 


six thousand men raised, we can support such an 
army, and defray the expenses of the current 
year with sixty-six millions of dollars? Cer- 
tainly not. But gentlemen call on us to support 
the war because it has now become popular, not 
the war of the Government hut of the people. 
How do gentlemen prove this? Not by the 
elections for members of Congress, I presume. 
In New Hampshire three or four members voted 
for the war—all have been left out. In Massa- 
chusetts six or seven voted for the war, and all 
but one have been left out. In Vermont one 
voted against the war, who has been turned out 
by a general ticket, but is since chosen Governor 
of the State. In Rhode Island, Connecticut, 
and New York, few changes have taken place, 
as very few voted for the war. In the Middle 
States little or perhaps no change has been 
made. In Virginia three gentlemen have been 
turned out for voting against the war, and two 
for voting for war. In North Carolina one has 
been turned out who voted for war. It does not 
appear from this statement, and I presume it is 
correct, that the war is very popular. Nor does 
it appear from the recruiting service. We began 
with a bounty of sixteen dollars, we have raised 
it to one hundred and twenty dollars, and our 
ranks are not filled; our regiments are many of 
them mere skeletons. The sixty-three regiments, 
amounting to perhaps twenty-five thousand, sick 
and wounded, inclusive. lf applications for of- 
fice prove the war popular, why then indeed it 
may be pronounced a very popular war. I pre- 
sume we have ten or twelve thousand officers, 
and perhaps as many more applicants for office, 
and if we could form an army of officers and 
march immediately to Canada, I presume the 
province would soon be conquered if they could 
procure provisions. 

But notwithstanding all these things, I expect 
a small majority are for war. They have been 
told the British Government claim the right to 
impress native born Americans, and refuse to re- 
linquish that right, and many of them believe it. 
Let us examine the correctness of this doctrine. 
Mr. Monroe, our late Envoy to England, and 
now Secretary of State, writes a letter on the 
28th of February, 1808, to Mr. Madison, in which, 
after describing the idea entertained by the pub- 
lic upon the subject, he says, “I haveon the con- 
‘ trary always believed, and still do believe, that 


| f the ground on which that interest was placed 


‘by the paper of the British Commissioners of 
: November 8, 1806, and the explanations which 
i accompanied it, was both honorable and advan- 
‘ tageous to the United States; that it contained 
ta concession in their favor on the part of Great 
: Britain on the great principles in contestation 
c never before made by a formal and obligatory 
‘act of the Government, which was highly fa- 
‘ vorable to their interest”? The British Com- 
missioners state that the King was not prepared 
to disclaim or derogate from a right on which 
the security of the British navy might essenti- 
ally depend, especially in a conjuncture when he 
was engaged in wars which enforced the neces- 
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sity of the most vigilant attention to the preser- 
vation and supply of his naval force; that he 
had directed his Commissioners to give to the 
Commissioners of the United States the most 
positive assurance that the instructions had been 
given, and should be repeated and enforced, to 
observe the greatest caution in the impressing of 
British seamen, to preserve the citizens of the 
United States from molestation or injury, and 
that immediate and prompt redress should be af- 
forded, on any representation of injury sustained 
by them. And the British Ministers assured the 
American Ministers they were instructed still to 
entertain the discussion of any plan which could 
be devised to serve the interests of both States, 
without injury to the rights of either. These, 
sir, were the provisions of the treaty or agree- 
ment between the British Ministers and our Min- 
isters in 1806, in the opinion of your present 
Secretary of State. This treaty was rejected 
by President Jefferson, and never presented to 
the Senate for consideration ; in which the Brit- 
ish claim no right to impress Americans, but ad- 
here to their system of reclaiming their native 
born subjects in this oppressive way; and it is 
admitted that in exercising this right, their offi- 
cers have, either through mistake or design, im- 
pressed some native American citizens. For this 
they propose a remedy, which will, if possible, 
remove the evil in a manner best calculated to 
avoid injury to the rights of either. 

-A very important difficulty still remained. The 
American Government claim a right to natural- | 
ize British seamen; and the British persist in re- 
claiming them as her subjects. But I see in the 
National Intelligencer of this day, (February 
12,) a piece signed Cincinnatus, which bids fair 
to remove this remaining difficulty. I will read 
a few of the remarks contained in this essay: 
“The disasters which have attended the Ameri- 
t can arms, so far from having broken the spirit of 
t the nation, have not even touched it?” Again: 
“Among the means of rendering the American 
t Republic independent of the policy of Europe, 
‘the propriety of a change in our regulations, 
‘relative to the naturalization of the natives of 
‘that quarter of the globe, has presented itself 
t with no inconsiderable interest. Aud when 
t peace arrives, come when it will, having really 
t attained political independence, and that by the 
‘strength of our own arm, without the alliance 
“of any foreign people, we shall hereafter be; 


ciliation than of popular war. Tam not disposed 
to give the contents of this paper more impor- 
tance on ordinary subjects than other newspaper 
publications. But as this paper is published un- 
der the eye of the President, and is calleda State 
paper, itis supposed to contain no political es- 
says but such as are approved or tolerated by the 
President. It is reasonable, therefore, to pre- 
sume, that a radical change is contemplated in 
our naturalization system at no distant period, 
which, if effected, will lessen the ground of con- 
troversy. A small majority, are, perhaps in favor 
of war. The citizens of the United States are 
strongly attached to a Republican Government ; 
which certainly is the best form for a people who 
have virtue to enjoy and improve the blessings 
of liberty. This war was declared by those who 
call themselves Republicans, and who I hope 
are, but not exclusively Republicans, for we pre- 
fer a Republican Government. Many of the 
people, therefore, consider this a war for republi- 
can principles. They have been told, and no 
doubt honestly believe, the British’contend for a 
right to impress native born Americans, and com- 
pel them to serve on board of their navy. Pos- 
sessing, as they do, a high sense of liberty, and 
considering this a republican war clothed in the 
plausible dress of free trade and sailors’ rights, 
perhaps a small majority would at this time vote 
for war. But strip this war for conquest of its 
borrowed plumage ; let the people know that the 
King of England, although determined to ad- 
here to his maritime system as a necessary meas- 
ure when contending with the gigantic power 
of France, assisted, though perhaps reluctantly, 
by many of the Powers of Europe, for the na- 
tional existence of Great Britain, and what he 
(whether correctly or erroneously) considers the 
independence of the world, did, as early as 1806, 
give his cruisers instructions to respect the rights 
of American citizens, and gave the most posi- 
tive assurance to the American Commissioners 
that prompt and immediate redress should be af- 
forded on any representation of injury sustained 
by the Americans. Let them know that the 
Prince Regent, when the British and thcir allies 
are everywhere victorious, has proposed to ap- 
point Commissioners to treat with us either at 
London or at Gottenburg in Sweden, upon prin- 
ciples of perfect reciprocity, not inconsistent 
with the maxims of public law, and of the Brit- 
ish maritime rights. That the President has ac- 


‘properly respected by the nations of Europe, | ceded to the proposal, and has appointed five 
“and by none more than by Great Britain. The | Envoys Extraordinary to repair to Gottenburg, 
‘ English are a brave and generous people, and | and commence a negotiation for the adjustment 
“an unequivocal exhibition of the same quali-| of our differences. Let them know that this 


* ties will always constitute a certain title to their 
‘respect. Consulting, however, our own peace 
‘and permanent tranquillity, without reference 
‘to her policy, a serious and interesting question 
‘ought to arise before the termination of the 
‘present hostilities: whether the happiness of 
+ America will not require at the next pacifica- 
“tion, within a reasonable period subsequent to 
‘it, the cessation of the future naturalization of 
‘ British subjects?” This savors more of con- 


war has, with a force too small for successful of- 
fensive operations, already cost the United States 
(this year included) as much money as the whole 
Revolutionary debt at the adoption of the Fede- 
ral Constitution, All which they ought to know, 
in order to decide correctly. And then ask them 
if they desire to prosecute this Quixotic war ot 
conquest, at an expense of from fifty to seventy- 
five millions of dollars per annum, either to 
prove our ability to conquer Canada, or for the 
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life for it, the answer will be no. In examining 
the causes, progress, and effects of the war, and 
the motives for supporting or opposing a contin- 
uance of it, I have said but little respecting the 
conduct of the French, the American, or the 
British Governments, only as they were con- 
cerned in producing the present state of things. 
As to the French Government, or the Emperor 
of the French, I have uniformly detested his 
ambition and admired his talents, both as a politi- 
cian and as a warrior, and I have been somewhat 
alarmed at his progress, though never disposed 
to change my course on that account. But dis- 
covering from his own acknowledgments that 
his plans are disconcerted, or, to use his own 
words, that all have turned against him; that 
Kings whom he had made have forsaken him; 
and his power appears to be broken, and the Con- 
federation of the Rhine dissolved; and that he 
appears convinced of his error, and disposed to 
be at peace, believing if he is reformed as well 
as convinced, he will be a great and good man— 
I had rather hear of his reformation than his 
overthrow. I hope France, confined within her 
natural boundaries, will remain a great and be- 
come a happy nation; and I am willing for them 
to enjoy the privilege I claim for myself, that is, 
of doing their own business in their own way; 
and if the Emperor Napoleon is the choice of 
the French people, I have no objection to his 
reigning over them. 

Tam not anxious to express sentiments of ap- 
probation or of censure upon the conduct of the 
President. Iadmit that if in the discharge of 
duties so important, and in the management of 
affairs so complicated and difficult, he has made 
mistakes, he is entitled to a liberal and a candid 
construction of his motives. f am disposed to 
be a little blind to what I can but consider the 
effects of a mistaken policy. I have always dis- 
approved of the conduct of the British Govern- 
ment upon the subject of impressment, and lam 
disposed to resist the practice if negotiations 
cannot remove the cvil. But gentlemen ask, 
what will be the state of things if the bill under 
consideration is rejected. Sir, I do not wish 
the bill to be rejected. We are blamed for op- 
posing the measures proposed by the majority, 
and not proposing a substitute. Although I have 
little reason to expect anything proposed from 
this side of the House, or by me, will be adopted, 
I will inform you, sir, what I would do: I would 
fill the blank with a moderate sum, say ten mil- 
lions, which, with the estimated revenue for the 
current year, and five millions in Treasury notes, 
would be sufficient for all the purposes of defence; 
J would propose an armistice, which can be no 
dishonorable act in our Government, after the 
Prince Regent has proposed to open a negotia- 
tion which has been acceded to by our Govern- 
ment; and I would remove the restrictions from 
our commerce, and try to revive the spirit and 
resources of the nation, and prepare in earnest 


for war if negotiations fail, and a continuance of 
the war be necessary. As to foreigners. I would 
not go as far as Cincinnatus has proposed; I 
would permit them to live in our country, and if 
they were peaceable, to enjoy the blessings of 
liberty, should Liberty deign to make this once 
happy country her future residence ; and, after a 
sufficient time to become acquainted with, and 
attached to, our form of Government, 1 would 
permit them to be incorporated into our political 
society, and enjoy the privileges of citizens while 
they remained in our territory ; but I never would 
hazard the peace and happiness of our country, 
nor shed the blood of our citizens, to protect for- 
cigners out of our territorial limits. I have now, 
Mr. Chairman, assigned some of my reasons for 
the course I have pursued, for the votes I have 
given, and which I expect to give; they have 
been described in the plain, unadorned language 
of truth, and although they may not convince 
gentlemen in the majority, and induce them to 
act with me, they influenced my conduct, and I 
trust will be sufficient to justify the course I pur- 
sue in the opinions of my friends, and especially 
among my immediate constituents, to whom I 
am accountable; and should J fail in this reason- 
able expectation, I shall at least have secured to 
myself an approving conscience. 

The Committee rose for the want of a quorum, 
and the House adjourned, (38 to 38, the Speaker 
deciding in the affirmative) before Mr. CULPEPER 
finished his speech, which is given entire. 


Monpay, February 14. 


Mr. McKez, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Crawford; which was read twice, and ordered to 
be engrossed, and read the third time to-morrow. 

Mr. McKee, from the same committce, reported 
a bill confirming certain claims to lands in the 
Mlinois Territory, and providing for their location, 
which was read twice, and committed toa Com- 
mitttee of the Whole, 

An engrossed bill to continue in force an act 
to raise ten additional companies of rangers, was 
read the third time and passed. 


PETITION OF MARY CHEEVER. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the report of the Committee of Pen- 
sions and Revolutionary Claims, unfavorable to 
the petition of Mary Cheever. 

[The memorable circumstances of this case 
need scarcely be repeated. For the information 
of those, however, to whom the case may not 
be familiar, it may be well to state them. The 
petitioner was the mother of two noble fellows, 
of her own name, seamen on board the frig- 
ate Coustitution, both of whom were killed in 
the memorable engagement between that vessel 
and the British frigate Java,on whom she, as 
well as her daughter, was entirely dependent for 
support. By their death, she is left destitute of 
the means of subsistence, aud petitions Congress 
for relief. The committee report against it, on 
the ground of the inexpediency of making par- 
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ticular provision for such a case, as not being 
more entitled to relief than many others which 
might occur.] 

Mr. WILLIAM Reep of Massachusetts, moved 
tosubstitule for the resolution, “ that the petitioner 
have leave to withdraw her petition,” a resolu- 
tion instructing the Committee of Pensions to re- 
port a bill for her relief. 

This motion was supported by Messrs ReExp of | 
Massachusetts, Mr. Weustrer of New Hampshire, | 
Mr. Cuappe.t, and Mr. Lownpes of South Caro- | 

i 


lina, and others, on the ground of feeling, justice, 

and public gratitude; and opposed by Messrs. Ey | 
of Massachusetts, Mr. FinpLey, and Mr. Incuam | 
of Pennsylvania, on the ground, taken in the re- | 


gation to my constituents, in lending a hearty 
opposition to the bill under consideration; or, if 
the gentleman who occupies the post of honor in 
the Foreign Committee (Mr. CaLuotn) prefers 
the expression, I will say, a “systematic opposi- 
tion.” Such an opposition I shall be always 
prompt in affording to the bad acts conceived and 
executed by incompetent men. 

After the exhibition of such commanding pow- 
ers of elocution—such rare faculties of reasoning 
—by the honorable gentlemen who have preceded 
me. I confess it is with extreme difficulty that I 
have brought my mind to encounter the mortifi- 
cation of following at so great a distance behind 
them. I will follow them, longo intervallo, well 


port, of the inexpediency of legislating in particu- j pleased if T have the speed and vigor to keep even 
lar cases, not varying in principle from many | in sight of them. Though I cannot hope to ap- 
other cases to which relief is not extended by the į proach, much less equal their uncommon efforts, 
Government. I may be excused for an humble attempt to emu- 
The motion of Mr. Rern was agreed to by a | late their bright example. 
large majority, and a resolution reported to the} But, sir, now that I have taken the floor, when 
House in the following words: I look before me, and survey the vast and bound- 
Resolved, That the Committee of Pensiuns and Re- | less prospect which the subject presents, my mind 
volutionary Claims, be instructed to report a bill grant- | is almost overpowered. I scarcely know where 
ing a pension to the petitioner, out of the Navy Pen-| to begin, how to proceed, when to conclude ;— 


sion Fund. Í 

On motion of Mr. Incuam, of Pennsylvania, | 
who wished this grant to the widow Cheever to 
be as distinct from other cases in its terms as it 
was in its nature—the resolution was further 
amended, by adding the words “ or gratuity,” after 
the word “pension.” 

And, thus amended, after a few words of gen-} 
eral objection from Mr Hatt of Georgia, the re- ! 
solution passed without a division. 

THE LOAN BILL. A 

The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill authorizing a loan for 1814. 

Mr. Cuureper of North Carolina resumed the 
floor, which he had relinquished on Saturday for 
the purpose of adjournment, and in a short time 
concluded what he had to say on the subject, as 
given in preceding pages. 

Mr. Hanson addressed the Chair as follows: 

Mr. Chairman: With difficulty I have been 
brought to participate in this discussion. Many 
days after the bill was reported, the intention had 
not entered my mind. By engaging in it, I knew 
a burden would be imposed upon me, under the 
weight of which, a more vigorous mind and consti- | 
tution than I possess might stagger. I shall, nev- 
ertheless, with as much calmness and temperance 
as the magnitude and character of the subject 
will admit of, examine it in all the relations em- 
braced by the reflections I have been able to 
bestow upon it. t 

Personally convenient and necessary as I have j 
found it to abstain, heretofore, from any eave 
concern in the current business of the House, or, | 
indeed, to afford my due proportion of aid in the | 
more important proceedings that have occupied | 
the attention of gentlemen, yet, on this occasion, | 
it scems to be required of every member to be an 
actor in place of a looker-on. I am influenced 
by feelings more lively than a mere sense of obli- 


not that many topics of interest and magnitude 
do not remain untouched, through the consider- 
ate politencss of those who have preceded me; 
not that there is any dearth of reasons why the 
capacity should be withheld from those who 
evince a fixed determination to pursue a mad and 
ruinous career ; nor that there are not still higher 
obligations thau those imposed by a love of coun- 
ty, Which command the patriot to break and 
diminish as he can the force of a blow aimed at 
her best interests—but it is setting one’s self adrift 
upon the wide ocean; it is like hunting for argu- 
ments to prove an axiom—to assign reasons why 
this loan should not be granted—this war should 
be no longer persisted in. Could one plausible 
reason be assigned for its continuance, sufficient 
arguments might then be called for to demon- 
strate the propriety and necessity of its termina- 
tion. Could encouragement be derived from 
the past, keeping alive hope for the future, to 
stimulate us on the one hand; on the other, more 
than a countervailing depression and despondeney 
would be produced, by a calm contemplation of 
the wonderful revolution in the affairs of the 
world, since the fatal ever-to-be-lamented hour 
when Administration first had recourse to its “ at- 
titude and armour.” Every consideration which 
can be suggested by minds devoted to the good 
of the country is arrayed against this bill. We 
have still much to lose, everything to fear, noth- 
ing to hope, and as little to gain. 

Fora long series of time, this Administration has 
been pursuing a phantom—grasping at the shade 
of a shadow. At this hour they are no nearer 
their unattainable object than when they first 
started. Like the infatuated alchymist, they have 
persisted in their expcriments until the very means 
of continuing them are well nigh exhausted, and 
without the most distant prospect of realizing 
their visionary expectations. It may truly be 
said, the sword was drawn against ourselves. 
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Failing in the hopeless attempt to subdue Great | their luminous exposition of the public finances 
Britain, we were disgraced, humbled, deprived of ; and resources. The prominent and great defect 
many valuable lives; the nation was loaded with | which runs through the expositicn of the honor- 


immense debt; the public safety jeopardized, or 
made to rest upon the humiliating and precarious 
reliance of an enemy’s forbearance ;—successful, 
the sword was sheathed in the bosom of our own 
country. England conquered, where should we 
have concealed ourselves from the scarching eye 
of the fell destroyer—where found shelter from 
the tyrant’s fury ? Victorious, we were conquered, 
defeated, ruined. Such is the nature of the contest 
we are engaged in—a war without hope, carried 
on for objects unattainable. 

Ts any motive to be found for its continuance 
in its conduct, the events which have attended 
it, or what al] must now join in believing will be 
its issue? With the same weak counsels; with 
the same incompetent men to direct our armies ; 
with a divided, disheartened people; contending 
against a formidable nation, united to a man 
against us by what they conceive to be the jus- 
tice of their cause; flushed by the success which 
has every where attended their arms, left without 
a rival on the globe;—what rust be the conse- 
quence of adherence to feeble and desperate coun- 
sels? Released from her struggle on the Conti- 
nent, let England pour her veterans into Canada, 
can we conquer that province? Let her resist- 
less marine, no longer restrained by motives of 
humanity, lay waste our seaboard, where are our 
means of defence? Already has army after army 
been driven out of Canada, captured, or slaugh- 
tered. Loan after loan has been negotiated and 
wasted, and without our rulers condescending to 
tell the people the causes of these disgraceful fail- 
ures; but, when called by a solemn vote of this 
House to make known the causes, referring us to 
a mass of unmeaning documents, from which 
nothing is to be extracted but evidence of the in- 
capacity and ignorance of all who have helped to 
swell the volume of trash; declaring it would be 
unsafe to trust the people’s Representatives with 
a knowledge of the actual state of our army; 
refusing to tell, or unable to say, what has been 
the cost of the war, or how the supplies already 
granted have been applied; keeping the people in 
the most agonizing suspense and painful igno- 
rance of the state of the nation. And yet we are 
called on to unite in a vigorous prosecution of 
this war! My moral sense, sir, revolts at the 
invitation. Neither threats, denunciation, nor 
entreaty, can force or seduce me to plant a poign- 
ard in the breast of my country, already bleeding 
and languishing under so many wounds. 

I am already admonished, sir, to prescribe 
limits to the range of debate I find myself glid- 
ing into. I proceed, at once, to examine the 
budget before the House. It is with some diffi- 
dence I enter upon an examination of the esti- 
mates submitted by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, That branch of the 
debate, I was content to have confined to the 
two honorable gentlemen (Mr. Prrxtn and Mr. 
Suerrey) who preceded me. I must, however, 
endeavor to supply some striking omissions in 


able chairman of the Committee of Finance is so 
‘important that I must claim the indulgence of 
the House while I attempt to explain it. Though 
the House has been amused by fanciful, fallacious, 
| and exaggerated estimates, to show the capacity 
j of the people to lend, it has failed to elucidate 
| the ability of the Government to borrow. That 
i ability depends upon the disposition of the peo- 
ple to invest money in the public stock. To pro- 
, duce that disposition, their interest must be con- 
| sulted, It must be made their interest to lend, 
by furnishing sufficient Government securities, 
! providing indemnity against loss. If a perma- 
nent, efficient fund is created, coextensive and 
coeval with the public debt, and that fund pledged 
| for the payment of the interest, the capitalist may 
Paes see his interest in becoming a public cred- 
| 


itor. You then create the ability to borrow, by 
producing a corresponding disposition to lend, 
which, in Gnance, are convertible. But if, from 
a fear of losing popularity by resorting to an odi- 
ous system of taxation, you fail to provide a per- 
manent revenue, adequate to the punctual pay- 
ment of the interest, and looking to the grad- 
| nal extinction of the principal of the debt to be 
| created, the public credit must suffer, and the 
| moneyed men will find it to their interest not to 

aid the loan. I have too much respect for the 
| understanding of the House to enlarge upon this 
: topic. 

After a fair and deliberate examination, I pro- 
nounce the system of ways and means, submitted 
to the House, deceptive and disingenuous. These 
are song and harsh terms, but I speak in the 

| language of the distinguished gentleman who now 
| presides in this House with so much ability, dig- 
nity, and impartiality. I speak the language of 
| the late Committee of Finance, and of this House, 
who adopted the memorable report of that com- 
mittee, which denounced and reprobated in the 
| strongest terms the very system now recommend- 
ed. {speak the language of every financier and 
political economist, whose opinions are respected 
in free and well regulated Governments, when 
I say it is ruinous and destructive of public credit 
to enter upon a system of loans without provid- 
ing the ways and means commensurate with the 
demands of Government; without creating and 
pledging a fund securing the public creditors in the 
punctual payment of the interest, and ultimate 
reimbursement of the principal of the public debt. 
Ít isa maxim in finance—a fundamental princi- 
ple of public credit—never to borrow without 
providing the means of paying the interest, and 
finally extinguishing the principal. To act upon 
a different system—to rely upon loans to pay the 
interest of loans—is to adopt a most desperate 
system of fiscal gambling ; sapping the foundation 
of public credit, and conducting to national bank- 
ruptcy. Well versed in finance, the predecessor 
of the present chairman of that commitice could 
not be induced to sanction, much less recom- 
mend, a system of ways and means founded in a 
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finances. He acknowledged the wants of the Gov- 
ernment; he introduced a system of revenue to 
meet the public exigencies, and preserve the 
public credit. Gentlemen cannot so soon have for- 
gotten the letter addressed by the Hon. Langdon 
Cheves to Mr. Gallatin. The reply of that Min- 
ister must also be fresh in their recollection. So 
direct and explicit was Mr. Gallatin’s answer in 


regard to taxes, that many at the time supposed— | 
I was fully persuaded—his object was to deter ! 


the Congress from declaring war, by holding up 
to their view a frightful picture of internal taxa- 
tion—the inevitable consequence of war. I must 


beg gentlemen to bear with me, while I read an! 


extract or two from the report of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. to which I allude. 

The President,in his Message of 1811, had sug- 
gested to Congress the propriety of providing a 


revenue “sufficient, at least, to defray the ordi- } 


‘nary expenses of Government, and to pay the 
‘interest of the public debt, including that on 
‘new loans, which may be authorized.” 

The committee, in their report, thus respond to 
the President’s suggestion: 

“Any provision falling short of this requisition, 
would, in the opinion of the committee, betray an im- 
providence in the Government, tending to impair its 


i robated as ruinous, destructive of publie credit, 
i : 
1 
| Government. 
J 


| which is now to be adopted, rather than incur 


“ To have withheld from the public view a fair ex- 
position of the probable state of the fiscal concerns of 
the Government, under the very first pressure of ac- 
į tive war, or to have deferred submitting to the House 
i such a system as in the opinion of the committee was 
j indispensable to place the revenues of the country 
| upon a basis commensurate with the public exigencies, 
: would in their judgment have at once evinced, in the 
| eyes of foreign nations, an imbecility of action and of 
| design, the effects of which must be too obvious to be 
mistaken ; and, as it regards our own country, would 
| have indicated a policy as feeble and as short-sighted 
: as it must have been considered deceptive and disin- 


l 


j gennou as unworthy the rulers of a frec and en- 
lightened nation, as, in its result, it would have been 
| found fatal to its interests, and paralyzing to all its 


| efforts.” 


| Itis impossible to add to the force of the report 
| which I have in part read. I shall only impair 
į its strength and weaken its application, by dilat- 
j ing upon the sound maxims and correct opinions 
iit contains. The committee expressed its full 


general character, to sap the foundations of its credit, ` ik itl P f the Secret: fu 
and to enfeeble its energies in the prosecution of the | COMCUrrence in the opinion of the Secretary of the 


contest into which it may soon be drawn in defence of | Treasury, given in answer to a call upon him for 
its unquestionable rights, and for the repulsion of long | an explicit avowal of his opinion. Mr. Galla- 
continued and most aggravated aggressions. Should | tin’s answer contains this paragraph: 

the ruinous system of relying altogether upon the aid | « That, what appears to be of vital importance, is, that 
of loans for defraying not only the extraordinary ex- | the crisis should at once be met by the adoption of effi- 
penditures of the present and succeeding years, but | cient measures, which will with certainty provide means 


also a large portion, both of the ordinary expenses of 
Government, and the interest on the public debt, in- 
cluding that on new loans, be suffered to prevail, and 
no additional revenues be scasonably provided, it will 


, commensurate with the expense; and by preserving 
: unimpaired, instead of abusing, that public credit on 

which the public resources so eminently depend, will 
| enable the United States to persevere in the contest, 


result, that the loans which it may be necessary to į until an honorable peace shall have been obtained.” 
authorize during the year 1813 must amount to at | 


least $17,560,000, and for 1814 to $18,220,000--(this; This report, leaving nothing to be added in 
estimate was deemed liberal at the time, but it is twelve | condemnation of the very system so much depre- 
millions short of the actual demand)—an operation, | cated at the commencement of the war, and now 
which, by throwing into the market so large an amount ; proposed to be acted on, was adopted by this 
of stock, accompanied with no adequate provision for | House. When, therefore, I pronounced the ex- 
paying even the interest accruing on such as may be | position and estimates of the honorable chairman 
created, but, relying altogether upon the decreasing | of the Committee of Ways and Means to be de- 


ability to borrow for the purpose of paying such inter- | 
est, must have a most unfavorable effect upon the gen- | 
eral price of public stocks, and the consequent terms | 
of the loans themselves. It may be added, that a sys- | 
tem of that sort would, it is believed, be found to be | 
altogether unprecedented in the financial history of | 
any wise and regular Government, and must, if yielded 
to, produce, at no distant period, that general state of į 
publie discredit, which attended the national finances 
during the war of the Revolution, and which nothing i 
but the peculiar circumstances of the country, and the 
want of a well organized and efficient Government, 
during the period of that Revolution, could at all: 
justify.” 


ceptive, fallacious, and disingenuous, I used the 
language of a committee of this House—a lan- 
guage not reproved by the House itself when it 
reecived the repor: of that committee—language 
that will be continued to be applied to the ruinous, 
deceptive, and disingenuous system, under con- 


| sideration. 


But, sir, F need not rely upon the Message of 
the President, the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, aud the opinion the Court party here 
expressed by the reception of that report, in ap- 
plying suitable epithets to the Exchequer budget. 
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orable Chairman. At the last Summer session, 
the gentleman, as chairman of the committee he 
still presides over, introduced a report, which the 
House will indulge me with reading in part: 

“ They (the committee) deem it unnecessary to say 
anything as to the necessity of providing additional 
revenue ata time when the general rate of expendi- 
ture has been so much increased, by measures neces- 
sarily connected with a state of war.” “ A provision 
for an additional revenue can no longer be delayed, 
without a violation of all those principles held sacred 
in every country, where the value and importance of 
national credit have been justly estimated.” 

And yet, sir, the honorable chairman who ad- 
dressed this House and the nation in the manner 
mentioned, after a few short months, has over- 
luoked and disregarded all those sacred princi- 
ciples, the violation of which he so much de- 
plored. 

A little attention will show the great deficit in 
the revenue to meet the interest of the public 
debt, the interest upon the new loan, and the ex- 
penditure of the Peace Establishment. 13y the 
Treasury report, it appears that a revenue of 
$12,050,000 will be necessary to defray the ex- 
penses of the Peace Establishment, and satisfy 
the interest of the publie debt. To meet this 
sum of twelve millions and upwards, the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, in the annual report 
of that Department, on our table, estimates the 
receipts into the Treasury as follows: 

From customs and sales of public lands - $6,600,000 
Internal revenues and direct tax - - 3,500,000 
Balance in the Treasury -~ 1,180,000 

Total - - © - + «$11,280,000 


Making an acknowledged deficit of - $770,000 
For this deficiency no provision is made 

or proposed. ‘To this deficit, admitted 

by the Head of the 'I'reasury Depart- 

ment to exist in the sum mentioned, 

ought to be added - - - - __1,180,000 
Being the balance in the Treasury, at 

the commencement of the present year, 

which will swell the deficit to - - $1,950,000 


The balance in the Treasury, at the commence- 
ment of the current year, can fairly be said to 
form no part of the revenue to pay the expenses of 
the Peace Establishment, and the interest of the 
public debt. It cannot be considered a part of the 
income of the year 1814, because it has heretofore 
been appropriated, and must be wanted to satisfy 
unsettled claims, that have accrued the last year. 
Sothat a real deficit of nearly two millions exists, 
which no fundsare provided by law to make good. 
But a fair deduction heing made from the sum 
charged for the sales of public lands, and the rev- 
enue from the customs and sales of public lands 
will considerably increase the deficit stated. 

The sum so arising is stated at - - $6,600,000 
Being reduced one-third, and added to - — 2,200,000 
The deficit already made out - - - 1,950,000 


Will make a total deficit, admitting the 
land tax to be renewed, of - - A 
13th Cox. 2d Szess.—44 


$4,150,000 


an embargo, reinforced by an extensive and rig- 
orous blockade of the enemy and of itself—so 
rigid that it is a subject of exultation among its 
authors, that vessels of every description are 
chained to our wharves, and the ports are her- 
metically sealed—during a rigid enforcement of 
a non-importation law, what revenue can be de- 
rived from commerce ? 

The necessity then exists to provide additional 
revenue to preserve the public credit, and to 
regard those maxims and principles set forth in 
such strong language, and so highly recommend- 
ed by the House on a former occasion. 

Sir, it isan anomaly in political eeonomy—it 
isa departure from the fundamental principles of 
public credit—to create a debt without providing 
the ways and means adequate to the payment of 
the interest. So say all the writers on finance; 
among them Mr. Gallatin himself, in his book 
upon finance, and the ever-to-be-lamented Ham- 
ilton in his works. This deceased statesman may 
be truly called the founder of the public credit of 
this nation. Called to the Treasury, he found 
the finances of the country in the deplorable sit- 
uation they are described to have been in at the 
close of the Revolution. But, before the magic 
force of his genius, our fiscal embarrassments dis- 
appeared. He extracted order from chaos—light 
from darkness. He‘'made confidence to take place 
of distrust and general discontent. In the cele- 
brated report of this great man, whose services to 
his country are second only to those of our great 
political father, we find the foundation of the 
argument I am feebly endeavoring to sustain? 

“The Secretary ardently wishes (says Mr. Hamil- 
ton) to see it incorporated as a fundamental maxim in 
the system of public credit, that the creation of debt 
should always be accompanied with the means of ex- 
tinguishment. This he regards as the true secret of 
rendering public credit immortal.” l 

The comment upon this text is afforded by the 
financial system of Great Britain. Her Chancel- 
lor of Exchequer would as soon think of spung- 
ing the public debt, as to go into the market with 
his loan without providing the ways and megans 
commensurate with the demands of the Govern- 
ment. He would be hissed off the Exchange. 

The public credit should be guarded with the 
same vigilance and care that female chastity is 
to be protected. The Federal Administrations 
scrupulously regarded this great principle of 
finance. In 1798, when it was necessary, tu meet 


* The failure of the sale of lands, as a source of rev- 
enue, is manifested by the applications entertained by 
the House, on the part of frontier setilers, for a con- 
siderable extension of credit in their payments for pur 
chases already made.—Note by ir. Hanson. 
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the principal. By pursuing the principles and 
advice of Mr. Hamilton, and the practice of all 


well regulated Governments, was the credit of this | 


country established. The means by which it is 
to be destroyed, the House is now called on to 
sanction. 

The present men in power have not only en- 
dangered the public credit by a violation of “all 
those principles held sacred by every country,” 
but they have deliberately violated the public 
faith. Thefactisdemonstrable. The cight mil- 
lion sinking fund, pledged for the payment of 
the old public debt, has also been pledged for the 
payment of the eleven million loan, the sixteen 
million, the seven and a half million loan, and it 
is to be again pledged for the twenty-five million 
Joan. The same sinking fund is also pledged for 
the redemption of the Treasury bills. These 
Treasury bills, hy law, are made receivable at the 
custom-house for the imposts. These bills, pos- 
sessing no intrinsic value—a mere artificial value, 
imparted to them by the fund pledged for their 
redemption—destroy the value of that very fund. 
The sinking fund is rendered valueless, and may 
ultimately, as far as it is derivable from com- 
merce, consist merely in these bills, which area 
legal tender for commercial dutics. This posi- 
tion is so evident that it requires no illustration. 

-J must now be indulged with a few remarks 
upon the ability of the Government to borrow, or 
the capacity and disposition of the people to lend. 
It has been admitted by one gentleman that the 
loan would be filled. I entertain no such opin- 
ion. I believe it will fail. Unless a most exor- 
bitant interest is given, it must fail. Nor is it 
certain that any premium will insure success. 

The Eastern States, being free from blockade, 
have become the depot of most of the foreign arti- 
cles imported into the United States, for the sup- 
ply of the whole American continent. These 
articles, owing to the combined efforts of the pub- 
‘lic enemy and our own Government, cannot be 
paid for in the produce of the Southern and Mid- 
dle States, and must be met by specie. If the 
coasting trade were not destroyed—if the trade 
of the several States with each other had to con- 
tend only against the public enemy, the debt thus 
accrued, in favor of the North, would have been 
discharged during the Winter months, by the 
bulky articles of Southern growth, easily trans- 
ported by our coasting craft. ; 

The President, in a manner not to be disre- 
garded, recommended to Congress to stop this 
traffic. The mandate was obeyed; and specte 
alone must go to meet the demands of the mer- 
chants of New England. ch 
pressure from the Hast, on the banks of the Mid- 


This causes such a; 


in the manner mentioned. The consequence is, 
that the whole circulating medium of the country 
is in danger. Sir, gentlemen seem not to be 
aware of the difficulties with which they are be- 
set. Tdo not wish to rufle their serenity, by ex- 
citing apprehensions; but they should be pre- 
i pared to encounter troubles which they have 
i hitherto been strangers to. They should be pre- 
i pared for an explosion, the noise of which may 
| not reach their ears in time for their retreat. The 
i) 


very foundations of the Government tremble be- 
neath it. The ground on which Ministers stand 
iis hourly washing from under their feet. Let 
them fail in their loan, and they are undone. 
They have no excuse for not providing the ways 
and means called for by the public exigencies 
but the fear of offending the people, and yet the 
popularity of the war is the favorite theme of its 
authors. A crisis has arrived in the finances of 
| the Government, which, unless promptly and 
vigorously met by efficient measures, will bring 
on certain ruin. The credit of the Government 
once destroyed, cannot be easily reinstated. It 
must be destroyed if this system is pursued. 

I will proceed now, Mr. Chairman, according 
lto my original design, to examine the points in 
idispute between Great Britain and our Govern- 
i ment, and endeavor to trace the events which 
i have conducted us directly to this war. If Isuc- 
ceed in satisfying those, whose minds are not 
_stecled against conviction, that instead of bon- 
i estly and sincerely endeavoring to adjust our dif- 
i ferences with Great Britain, the Administration 
| has undeviatiugly pursued the opposite course of 
i provoking and exasperating England, I shall at 
| least stand acquitted for the opposition I give 

this bill. 
: By referring to documents on your table, sir, 
iit will appear that a negotiation was opened at 
i London in 1804. It continued until 1806, when 
j it was brought to a happy issue by the conclusion 
of a Treaty of Commerce and Amity signed by 
! Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney. lt merits particu- 
‘ Jar notice, that pending this negotiation, and when 
there was every reason to expect a beneficial re- 
sult, in the same spirit of insincerity and un- 
| friendliness which has since characterized every 
į correspondence and negotiation with Great Brit- 
jain, a law was passed by Congress, through Mr. 
| Jefferson’s influence, calculated, and no doubt in- 
| tended, to produce a rupture of the negotiation. 
‘ L allude to the celebrated non-importation law of 
: 1806. The avowed object of thisactof the Gov- 
jemment was to coerce Great Britain to concede 
: what we demanded—to obtain by compulsion 
what was to be secured through friendly discus- 
i sion and mutual concession. This compulsory 


die and Southern States, as will deprive them of | measure could have but one effect, if, indeed, it 
the means, if they have the disposition, to fill the | be not certain that such was its object—to excite 
loan, The accumulation of capital in the State | a temper and irritation in the British Ministry, 
of Massachusetts alone, enables that State, by | which would thwart the efforts of our Ministers 
pressing New York, to reach the extreme South- | to obtain a satisfactory and honorable treaty. 
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desired, that the measure should be considered n 
a rod held over the British Ministry to intimi- 
date and compel compliance with our demands, 
yet so ardent was their desire to preserve the re- 
lations of amity and commerce with the United 
States, that they accepted and signed a treaty, 


binding on their Government and left open for | 


ratification or rejection by our Government. This 


article of the rejected treaty. 

The third, and what is now pronounced the 
vital point in contest, although the war was de- 
clared on account of the repealed Orders in Coun- 

[ab is the claim to impress British subjects from 


American merchant vessels. The Secretary of 
State, in a celebrated report, has taken occasion 
to avow that a repeal of the Orders in Council 


treaty, as I shall hereafter show, was pronounced | would not have prevented the declaration of war. 
by our Ministers to he honorable for our Govern- | Is this true? Then I am at a loss to know why 
ment, and highly advantageous to its interests. ; Mr. Foster, for the last few weeks preceding the 


Tt was nevertheless angrily and contumeliously re- 
jected, without even being submitted to the con- 
sideration of the Senate, the Constitutional ad- 
visers of the Executive. 

I will briefly notice the three points of differ- 
ence between the two countries, the adjustment 
of which was confided to Messrs. Monroe and 
Pinkney: 

1st. Constructive, or, as they are denominated 
by the prevailing party, paper blockades. 

2d. The carrying trade, or the rule of the war 
of 1756. 

3d. Impressment of British seamen from Ame- 
rican merchant vessels: 

I will not detain the House by a discussion of 
the old question of blockades. It would be suffi- 
cient for my purpose to show that by the 10th 
article of the treaty of December, 1806, it was 
honorably and advantageously arranged. But 
whether it was so or not, the blockades were com- 
prised in the more extensive system of the Orders 
in Council of 1807, and as those edicts have been 
repealed since the declaration of war, it will not 
be said we are now fighting on account of the 
blockades. They are now out of the question, as 
they form no part of the ground for continuing 
the war. I pass. then, to the second point in dis- 
pute, to wit, the carrying trade. 

I take it for granted gentlemen know that the 
right was claimed by the United States to carry 
on a trade in time of war, which it ts admitted 
we could not enjoy in time of peace—a trade be- 
tween France, the mother country, and her colo- 
nies. Great Britain viewed this intercourse with 
a jealous eye, as indirectly aiding the great enemy 
against whom she was struggling for existence. 
She therefore required the neutral American ves- 
sel carrying the products of the colonies to the 
mother country to enter an American port, and 
unload her cargo, and to pay upon re-exportation 
a duty of one per cent. into our own Treasury, 
and a duty of two per cent. to be paid upon the 
manufactures of the mother country, shipped to 
the colonies, under similar regulations. This 
rule was inconvenient to the merchant, but left 
the ‘country in the full enjoyment of the great 
advantages of that lucrative trade, which en- 
riched so many of our merchants, and poured so 
much wealth into the country. I shall not tres- 
pass upon the patience of the House by noticing 
the popular uproar raised by the “shackles im- 
posed upona lawful commerce.” Itis sufficient to 
say, an honorable and advantageous arrangement, 
in the language of Colonel Monroe, upon this 


: declaration of war, was so closely pressed to 
stipulate their revocation, while the grievance of 
impressment, if alleged as a cause of war, as it 
never was before the war, was kept far in the 
i back-ground of the frightful picture, so often pre- 
į sented to the view of the people. But for once I 
| am willing to take the assertion of the Secretary 
upon trust. Although it was pronounced a Fed- 
eral misrepresentation and falsehood at the time, 
to say a repeal of the orders would not satisfy 
the Administration and prevent war, yet I am 
free to admit, I do believe such a repeal would 
not, under the then auspices of France, have dis- 
solved the bonds which connected us with that 
Government. Bonaparte was urgent in his de- 
;mands. Fle was to be put off no longer. We 
! could not avail ourselves of the “new chances,” 
when the Russian Empire was overthrown, 
which the armies of the conqueror were ready 
to invade, unless we formally acceded to the Con- 
tinental Confederacy. However, Mr. Chairman, 
| I find myself imperceptibly sliding into a course 
of reasoning to which there are no limits this 
side the contemplated termination of the present 
! session. 
I come back, sir, to the question of impress- 
iment and the rejected treaty. But before L enter 
jupon the examination of this question of vital 
| importance, a few werds in relatiun to the treat- 
; ment aod conduct of Colonel Monroe upon his 
jarrival in America, after his treaty was rejected. 
The question naturally presents itself, what 
| could have induced Colonel Monroe, “ one of the 
| pillars of Mr. Jefferson’s happiness,” to sign a 
treaty sacrificing the honor of the nation, and 
compromitting its best interests? What could 
have tempted him to negotiate a treaty so palpa- 
bly bad as to demand an instant rejection? so 
flagrantly dishonorable as not to merit the cere- 
mony of being laid before the Senate? so obvi- 
ously disgraceful as to call forth the censure and 
condemnation of hisemployer ? Good easy man, 
he little thought, at that time, for Mr. Jefferson 
‘intrusts to few the secrets of his bosom, that a 
| treaty was the last thing that was expected or 
desired. He did not know that a treaty with 
England would be deemed equivalent to a war 
with France, and that in no event was offence to 
| be given to France. He- supposed instructions 
would not have been sent to England to nego- 
tiate, unless in sincerity and good faith a favor- 
able result was desired for that negouation. He 
was soon undeceived upon his arrival. He was 
sent into retirement upon his farm in Virginia 
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would heal and hush animosity and clamor 
against that country. British antipathies, upon 
which the ruling party subsists, would be re- 
moved. This was his inexpiable offence; to 
atone for which, he was driven from the presence 
of the Court, into banishment, in the ancient Do- 
minion, He retired with those feelings which 
wounded honor excites—for he yet retained his 
honor. In his retirement he attracted the sym- 
pathy and compassion of the least zealous of all 
parties. The plan was conceived, and upon sug- 
gestion gained daily proselytes, to put him ia 
nomination at the next election, in opposition to 
the present incumbent of the palace. The mo- 
ment was critical and interesting. Mr. Jefferson, 
who has so long governed the country in secret, 
and who only retired after he had gathered a 
storm whose frightful aspect overpowered his 
nervous sensibilites, could not view unconcerned 
the dangerous schism which threatened the Dem- 
ocratic party. The Great Magician ascended the 
pinnacle of his favorite mount, and waved his 
wand over Richmond. ft had an electrical effect. 
The parties were immediately brought to the fa- 
mous conferenve at Monticello. All was instantly 
arranged. The disgraced Minister was recon- 
ciled and again taken into favor. Iis aberra- 
tions were pardoned. He returned to Richmond, 
and there received the requisite whitewashing, in 
the modern political mode. He was quickly ex- 
alted to the gubernatorial chair of the great State, 
as a preliminary step to a regular induction to 
the Office of State, which he now fills. Having 
sat out his appointed period upon the patent stool 
of political repentance, he then passed from his 
probationary state of Governor to his allotted 
station in the direct line of Virginia succession, 
and is ere long to mount the throne. Yes, sir, 
James the Second is ripe and ready to undergo 
the ceremonies of coronation whenever James the 
First shall see fit to abdicate in his favor. ‘That 
the House may judge how far the present con- 
duct and principles of the heir apparent are re- 
concilable with his former professions, I beg to 
be indulged while I read a few pertinent para- 
graphs fromthe book which he found it necessary 
to write in his vindication, while he was yet un- 
der the Royal displeasure : 


“I have on the contrary always believed, and still do 
believe, that the ground on which that interest (im- 
pressment) was placed by the paper of the British Com- 
missioners, of November 8, 1806, and the explanations 
which accompanied it, was both honorable and advan- 
tageous to the United States ; that it contained a con- 
cession in their favor, on the part of Great Britain, on 
the great principles in contestation, never before made 
by a formal and obligatory act of the Government, 
which was highly favorable to our interest,” &c. 


“We were therefore decidedly of opinion, that the 
paper of the British Conunissioners placed the interest 
of impressment on ground which it was both safe and 
honorable for the United States to adinit; that in short 
it gave this Government command of the subject for 
every necessary and useful purpose. Attached to the 
treaty, it was the basis or condition on which the treaty 
rested. Strong in its character in their favor on the 
great question of right, and admitting a favorable con- 
struction on others, it placed us on morc clevated 
ground in those respects than we held before.” 

“ War, therefore, seemed to be the inevitable conse- 
quence of such a state of things, and I was far from 
considering it an alternative, which ought to be pre- 
ferred to the arrangement which was offered to us. 
When I took into view the prosperous and happy con- 
dition of the United States, compared with that of 
other nations; that as a neutral Power they were al- 
most the exclusive carriers of the productions of the 
whole world; and that in commerce they flourished 
beyond example, notwithstanding the losses they oc- 
casionally suffered, I was strong in the opinion that 
those blessings ought not to be hazarded in sucha 
question. Many other considerations tended to con- 
firm me in that sentiment. I knew that the United 
States were not prepared for the war; that their coast 
was unfortified, and their cities in a great measure de- 
fenceless; that their militia, in many of the States, 
was neither armed or trained, and that their whole 
revenue was derived from commerce. I could not pre- 
sume that there was just cause to doubt which of the 
alternatives ought to be preferred.” 


These extracts, sir, speak for themselves, and 
need no commentary. How far. since he has 
been restored to favor, the Colonel has disregarded 
these opinions and proved worthy of his employ- 
ers, may be gathered from an important occur- 
rence during the Spring session. I claim the un- 
divided attention of the House, while I explain 
the matter to which I allude. 

It will be recollected, that during the Spring 
session, the President nominated the noted Jona- 
than Russell Minister Plenipotentiary to the 
Court of Sweden. Mr. Russell’s character did 
not stand very fair before the public, on account 
of an alleged omission, on his part, to deny the 
assertion of the Duke of Bassano, that the French 
repealing decree, of April, 1811, had been regu- 
larly, and in due time, communicated to this 
Government, or its accredited agent at the French 
Court. Before acting upon the nomination, the 
Senate conceived it would be proper to ascertain, 
officially, the grounds of the suspicion against 
Mr. Russell’s fidelity and truth. A committee 
for that purpose was appointed by the Senate, 
with instructions to wait on the Secretary of 
State, and inquire into the fact of the alleged cul- 
pable omission to vindicate the honor and vera- 
city of his Government at the French Court. 
Having performed the duties assigned to them, 
that committee reported in form to the Senate, 
that they had called on the Secretary of State, 
and made the inquiry they were instructed to 
make, and that the Seeretary had given for an- 
swer, that no official letter was in the Depart- 
ment of State containing the contradiction or 
communication required; but he informed them 


1385 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


The Loan Bill. 


vate letter was read to them by Colonel Monroe, : 
bulit contained no such contradiction. 

Well, sir, about this very time, that the Sen- 
ate was engaged in the investigation, the atten- 
tion of this House was called to the same subject 
on motion of my distinguished friend from New 
Hampshire. (Mr. Wenster.) After much diff- 
culty, the House adopted the resolution calling 
for the information. When behold! an official | 
letter was produced, in due form, suitably dated, | 
and regularly authenticated. Yes, sir, the very | 
identical letter which Colonel! Monroe had but a | 
few days before solemnly told the Senate was 
not in the Department of State—not in existence! 
I claim permission then to place the Secretary | 
on the horns of the dilemma. Either the letter 
was in existence, and in the Department of State 
when called for by the Senate, or it was not. If 
the affirmative assertion be true, then the Secre- 
tary was guilty of a wilful untruth ; if the nega- 
tive, then it must have been fabricated for the 
occasion, and deposited in the Department of 
State afterwards, to answer the purposes of the 
parties implicated. There is no evading this re- 
sult—it is palpable—inevitable. Weare brought 
to it by the testimony of the Secretary of State 
himself. This one act of legerdemain diplomacy 
fixed him in the confidence of his employers. 
The sin of negotiating a treaty with England 
was expiated—was more than counterbalanced 
by a successful extrication of the Ministry from 
‘extreme difficulty. He won the approbation and 
applause of his party. The sentiments of Colonel 
Monroe, in relation to a treaty with England, 
when left to think for himsel!, and at liberty to 
act independently, may be found in his letter of 
vindication. What his sentiments and principles 
now are, the world must judge from his actions. 
That judgment impartially formed will not vary 
much from the estimate I have made of his char- 
acter. 

After this digression, into which I have been | 
led by Colonel Monroe’s exculpatory letter, I 
will return to the question of impressment, which 
is the only remaining cause of quarrel with Great 
Britain, and for which the war is continued. 
England claims the right to impress her seamen 
from our merchant vessels. To take American 
citizens, she has never for a moment set up the 
extravagant pretension. The similarity of lan- 
guage and manners between the two people give 
rise to many vexatious abuses of the exercise of 
the right of impressment, and the only possible 
mode of accommodating the opposite claims of 
the two Governments is by negotiation and mu- 
tual concession. Struggling as England has been 
for existence, depending upon her marine for de- 
fence and protection, she could not permit neu- 
tral merchant vessels to be converted into an 
asylum for deserters from her service, without 
endangering her navy. Her seamen are her 


| 


alarming evil of losing her best mariners. 
could not be expected of her passively to connive 
at such an abuse of her rights and attack upon 
her national safety, nor expected of this country 
to sit quietly under the abuse of the practice of 
impressment, the difference could only be settled 
by treaty. It was so settled, as I have before 
shown by Col. Monroe, and upon terms precisely 
such as it is not denied Administration is now per- 
fectly willing to accept. Nor can it be doubted 
they would have come to the same terms before, 
but from a fear of France, and a habit of submis- 
sion to that Power. A wise and provident Min- 
istry would have been content with an arrange- 
ment relinquishisg the practice of impressment, 
without stipulating a formal abandonment of the 
principle. 

I will say a few words upon the question of 
the right of a nation to the service of her subjects 
during war, and to seize them on a common ju- 
risdiction. There is nothing novel in the claim 
of a belligerent to call home her subjects to assist 
in defending their country. She may take them 
by force to aid in the common struggle for self- 
preservation. A belligerent has a right to search 
neutral vessels, It has never been denied by our 
Government, though it has been disputed on this 
floor. In his famous letter of instructions to Mr. 
Monroe, Mr. Madison directs him to stipulate, in 
the treaty he was negotiating, for a renunciation 
of the claim to take from neutral vessels any per- 
son “ not in the military service of an enemy; an 
t exception (says he) which we admit to come 
‘within the law of nations, on the subject of 
‘ contraband of war.” The right of search is then 
admitted. For what may the belligerent search ? 
For contraband of war, which is lawful prize to 
the belligerent; for persons in the military ser- 
vice of the enemy, whom she may make prison- 
ers, upon the principle of preventing them from 
doing her future harm. If, under the acknow- 
ledged right of search, Great Britain could search 
American vessels, and take therefrom whatever 
was legal prize to the seizing belligerent, and 
could also make captive enemies’ subjects, how 
much stronger is her claim to her own, to take 
what is neither enemy nor neutral, but what al- 
ways belonged to her—her own subjects, whose 
services are required for the common defence? It 
being admitted that she may make prisoner of an 
enemy, to prevent his doing the belligerent fu- 
ture harm, why may she not take her own sub- 
jects for the same purpose of strengthening her- 
self and weakening the enemy, by aiding in re- 
pelling his attacks? It stands to reason—it par- 
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ralization. 
tecting British subjects, deserters or not, is to be 
found in every declaration and act of Adminis- 
tration. The same letter before referred to, page 
11, contains this passage: “ With this exception 
‘(contraband of war) we consider a neutral flag 
‘on the high seas, as a safeguard to those sailing 
‘under it.” Thus, an asylum, a secure refuge is 
to be afforded by American merchant vessels to 
British deserters. It is for a recognition of this 
haughty and extravagant pretension, which no 
British Minister dare recognise, that we are at 
war. A pretension which they have reiterated 
they could not recognise, though they have as 
often manifested a sincere wish to come to an 
arrangement, which would be mutually satisfac- 
tory to both nations. Our Government has never 
met their wishes expressed on this subject by a 
corresponding disposition or overture. An aban- 
donment of the right is what they have never 
ceased to demand. And when instructions to 
that effect have been uniformly given to Minis- 
ters, can any one believe a treaty has been hon- 
estly and sincerely sought by our rulers? To 
present the question fairly, by explaining the 
views and feclings of the British Governmentupon 
the question of impressment, tedious as may he 
the process, I must read a few extracts from doc- 
uments before the House. 

"Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney held a conference 
with Lords Auckland and Holland, on the 22d 
of August, 1806. These Commissioners, always 
deemed friendly to this country, declared “that 
‘they felt the strongest repugnance to a formai 
‘renunciation of their claim to take from our 
t vessels on the high seas such seamen as should 
t appear to be their own subjects; and they pressed 
‘upon us with much zeal a substitute for such 
‘abandonment,” &c. “They enforced this (say 
‘our Ministers in their despatch) by observing, 
‘that they supposed our object to be to prevent 
‘the impressment of American seamen, and not 
‘to withdraw British seamen from the service of 
t their country, in times of great national peril, in 
t order to employ them ourselves; that their pro- 
i posal would effect this object ; thatif they should 
‘ consent to make our commercial navy an asylum 


‘ for all British seamen, the effect of such a con- 
‘cession upon her maritime strength, on which 
* Great Britain depended, might be fatal.” 
Although willing to accept a substitute, which 
would completely provide for the interest and se- 
cure the honor of the United States, it appears 
‘that Great Britain never would yield the p&n- 
i ciple. 
i Ina despatch from our Ministers, on the 11th 
i of September, 1806, they say the British Minis- 
j ters asserted the right of seizing her own subjects, 
| adding that “ the relinquishment of itat this time 
j‘ would go far to the overthrow of their naval 
‘© power, on which the safety of the State essen- 
|: tially depended.” 
: In 1806, the British Commissioners referred the 
j question to the law officers of the Crown. who re- 
t 
| 
t 


ı ported in favor of the right of taking their own 
subjects, and the Commissioners themselves then 
' added, “that the relinquishment of it was a meas- 
| © ure which the Government could not adopt with- 
| * out taking upon itself a responsibility which no 
|‘ Ministry could be willing to meet, however 
|‘ pressing the emergency might be.” 

Having thus given their final answer, the Brit- 
ish Ministers, still anxious to arrange the dispute 
upon impressment, submitted to our Ministers 
the subjoined counter project to that which Col. 
Monroe was directed to propose: " Whereas, 
‘when one nation is at war, and the other at 
* peace, it is not lawful*for the belligerent to im- 
|‘ press or carry off from the neutral vessel sea- 
|* faring persons who are the natives of the neutral 
j‘ coantry, or others, who are not the subjects of 
i‘ the belligerent; and whereas, from similarity of 
|: language and appearance, it may be difficult to 
i distinguish the subjects of the two States, the 
‘high contracting parties agree, for the greater 
l‘ security of the neutral subjects, they will re- 

‘spectively enact such laws as shall subject to 

‘ heavy penalties the commanders of belligerent 
|ships, who shall carry off the subjects of the 
|‘ neutral on any pretence whatever.” What, sir, 
| could be more fair? or more fully answer the 
i pretended claim of Administration? The pro- 

posal was, nevertheless, rejected. The British 
| Ministers, still anxious to place the question upon 
| the best possible footing for this country, ad- 
| dressed a note to our Ministers, from which I beg 
leave to read a short extract. They state “that 
‘instructions had been given, and should be re- 
|‘ peated and enforced, for the observance of the: 
|; greatest caution in the impressing British sea- 
if men, and that the strictest care shall he taken. 
| t to preserve the citizens of the United States from 
i‘ any molestation or injury, and that immediate 

‘and prompt redress shall be afforded upon any 
|‘ representation of injury sustained by them.” 

In noticing this letter to our Government, 
Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney say, “ everything is 
1“ expressed in it that could be desired, except the 
| t relinquishment of the principle.” But Mr. Madi- 

son, in his celebrated letter of instructions, of May 
20, 1807, says to Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, 
® you will observe that the proposition is so 
‘framed as not to comprehend among British 
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‘the United States, and who must necessarily be | may he foreed to bear arms against their native 
‘so regarded within their jurisdiction, and under | country, and therefore are entitled to protection 
‘our flag.” 
We are at war then for a principle which | within, and without our territorial jurisdiction ? 
Great Britain has declared she never would yield, | They were not forced to abjure allegiance to their 
although she was willing to compromise—for a | Government. The fault is their own, if they have 
principle which Mr. Monroe declares was “ hon- | “entangled themselves” by an act done in their 
orably and advantageously arranged” by the re-| own wrong. 
jected treaty of 1806. This is the object of the| In the case of retaliation presented to the na- 
war now avowed by its authors. I may here-| tion, the President goes further than some gen- 
after show it was engaged in for objects alto- | tlemen of the ministerial side seem prepared to 
gether different. follow him. He not only claims to protect for- 
Mr. Chairman, upon this question of impress- | eigners naturalized by our laws, but this protec- 
ment, ailegiance, protection,and retaliation,which | tion is to be extended to emigrants who owe 
has been connected with it, gentlemen here may | merely a local temporary allegiance to-this coun- 
fret, rail, and argue, until doomsday. They may} try. According to his delusive, unsound doc- 
set up new-fangled doctrines, unknown to public | trine, those are to be protected who have “ incor- 
law, and deny old and established principles, but as | porated themselves into our political society,” not 
far as depends upon the opinions of the ablest | according to our laws, but according to “the 
jurists, aud the practice of the oldest regular | modes recognised by Great Britain.” Now, sir,. 
Governments, the point in controversy is long | Iam prepared to go a step further than has been 
ago settled. It is immutably determined. It is | deemed necessary from the actual case presented 
inherent in the very nature of society and Gov- | to our consideration. Isay an Englishman, natu- 
ernment. If it were otherwise, every political | ralized or not by our laws, if found in arms 
society would contain the seeds of its own disso- | against his native country, is a traitor by the laws 
lution and destruction, instead of the great in- | of his native country. I do not confine the posi- 
herent principle of perpetuity and power. Sir,| tion to British subjects naturalized here, and 
we have no right to the service of the subjects of | made captive within the dominions of their Sov- 
a foreign Prince. We can, if we choose, and | ereign, where the arm of protection cannot be 
have the power, protect them against the supe- | extended, but if the armies of the enemy crossed 
rior claim of their native country—we may de- | the lines and invaded us in turn, and made pris- 
clare a war for such an object, but we derive no | oner a Briton in arms against Britain, he is as 
such right from social regulations or the public | much a traitor as if taken in the heart of the 
law of nations, British Empire. If, by the laws of England, her 
Ít is a fundamental maxim of the common law | subjects cannot throw off their allegiance, and 
of England, which, I believe, we have no power | are taken in arms, no matter where, they must 
to repeal, or just pretension to render nugatory | answer to the offended laws of their native coun- 
in its operation, “that natural allegiance is per- | try for the parricidal act. I can see no assignable 
‘ petual, and cannot be affected by time, place, or | difference in the cases, according to the laws of 
t circumstances, nor can it be changed by swear- | I3ngland, and who is born in that political so- 
‘ing allegiance to another Soverergn—the sub- | ciety, is bound by its primary laws and regula- 
‘ject may to be sure by such means entangle | tions. They are not to be annulled, or altered, 
‘himself, but he cannot unloosen the bands which | for the convenience of an individual, or the few, 
t connect him with his native country.”—[See | tothe imminent danger or destruction of the many. 
Blackstone’s Commentaries. Our naturalization laws can have no more bind- 
Availing themselves of the indulgence of pur- | ing effect upon other nations, than any other mu- 
suing their happiness in whatever climes their j nicipal regulation. By claiming to give them 
fortunes may lead them, if they form engage- | an extended operation to other countries, we in- 
ments with another Government inconsistent | terfere in their internal government. We set up 
with their prior and permanent obligations to | the lofty and high-sounding pretension of legis- 
their native country, it is an act done in their | lating for the whole world—of making our acts 
own wrong. They enter into a contract from its | grafts upon the public law of nations—of' incor- 
nature void, ab initio, because it requires two | porating our municipal acts into the great code 
parties, both able, to make a valid contract. In} of nations. If we mean and are able to coutend 
the case mentioned one of the parties to the con- | against a world in arms, this new and towering 
tract of naturalization was disabled from con-| pretension may be persisted in, as similar inno- 
tracting. If the foreigner, owing original and | vations have heen by invincible conquerors, who 
permanent allegiance to his native country, from | know no laws human or divine, that assign 
which he has no power to absoive himself, except | bounds to their ambition. Upon no principle, 
by her consent, express or implied, engages to per- | neither according to the previous admissions and 
form opposite and irreconcilable duties, he alone | practice of our owa Government, nor the long 
is to blame for the difficulties in which he may | established principles of other nations, can we 
find himself involved. This I conceive a full} maintain such a claim. It is hardly necessary 
answer to everything alleged of the hardship of | to detain the House by reciting the circumstances 
naturalized citizens being forced to perform con- | of Clark’s case, who was taken as a spy and dis». 
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charged by Mr. Madison. The case of Williams, 
‘decided by Judge Ellsworth, in Connecticut, also 
shows by our laws, as well as those of Great 
Britain, that allegiance is perpetual. 
brated case of McDonald, shows what the law 
and practice is in England and France,. who 
never thought for a moment of resorting to re- 
taliation, for the trial and condemnation of an 
adopted citizen who had lived in France from his 
infancy, held a commission in her service, and 
was taken in arms against England, and tried as 
a traitor, Such men are traitors, in the legal 
true sense of the word, and ought to be treated 


as such. The good of society and the safety of 


Governments require it. If, to protect them, we 


resort to +a bloody, ferocious, exterminating sys- 
tem of retaliation, we shed the innocent blood of 


our own countrymen. We cause the blow to be 


struck, though we do not immediately aim or di- 
rect it. I say then, without reserve, if the Presi- 
dent proceed in the ruthless bloody business he 
has commenced, he is answerable here and here- 
after for all the American lives wantonly sacri- 


ficed. Posterity will pronounce him guilty, and 
heap maledictions upon his name. 


throne, and the present generation is swept into 
the silent tomb, those who live after us will pro- 
nounce a dreadful judgment upon the chief ac- 
tors in this tragedy of blood and murder. As 
Chief Magistrate of this Republic, I owe your 
President, sir, 


of a party, I turn from him with instinctive dread 


and loathing, still, so prosper all my efforts here, 
I wish him no other ill, than that he may live 
long enough to see his errors—to become sensible 


of the miseries and afflictions he has brought upon 
this abused people—to repent and reform! 

The question of impressment was advanta- 
geously and honorably arranged, in the opinion 
of our Ministers. Nota doubt is now entertained 
that Administration would hail with joy a treaty 
similar to that rejected. 

The second reason assigned by Mr. Jefferson 
for rejecting the treaty was, that the British Min- 
isters reserved the right of retaliating the Berlin 
decree, if it was not resisted by this Government. 
I say, without any such reservation, she would 
have been perfectly justifiable in adopting a sys- 
tem of retaliation, after a reasonable time allowed 
this Government to resist that edict. But she 
was so anxious to leave this Government without 
a pretext for discontent, that she would not resort 
to the laws of self-defence without due notice to 
us, collaterally invelved by this commercial war- 
fare, Instead of receiving this avowal of the ne- 
cessity to which England might be reduced, of 
inflicting upon France the evils of her own in- 
justice, in the spirit in which it was made, it was 
another reason with Mr. Jefferson for rejecting 
the treaty. And here permit me to say, that no 
man of an independent discriminating mind, and 


The cele- 


The unnatu- 
ral deed will blacken the page of our history. 
When the party contests of the day are forgotten; 
when the passions engendered by political strife 
have subsided; when reason shall resume her 


much respect, still I have no oil of 
adulation to pour upon his head. As the chief 
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of sound judgment, can doubt the justice of the 
British retaliation of the Berlin decree, as fur as 
any neutral was concerned, who had acquiesced 
in that decree. Otherwise the contest with France 
would have been most unequal. Allies in the 
disguise of neutrals could shield France, while 
the breast of Britain was hared to the sword of 
her enemy. But it was not for Mr. Jefferson to 
become a party by implication, as he feared it 
would be deemed in France, to any plan of re- 
sisting the great system of commercial annihila- 
tion commenced at Berlin. No, Bonaparte’s at- 
titude at that period was too imposing to allow 
of such rash counsels as implied an attachment 
to commerce, and a determination to oppose a 
barrier to French encroachments. “ The great 
and generous Napoleon” had just broken into 
fragments the triple coalition. Prussia struck 
down, aud her power broken to pieces; Russia 
driven to her frontier, and converted to an ally 
from an enemy; the “supereminent Napoleon,” 
seated on the throne of the Great Frederick, was 
dictating law to the commercial world. The 
Berlin decree was the commencement of the very 
system to which we are one of the very few par- 
ties left. It was intended to incorporate into the 
new commercial code the very principles which 
have been contended for on this floor; nothing, 
therefore, could have been more remote from Mr. 
Jefferson’s wishes or intentions than any stipula- 
tion which looked like resistance to the Berlin 
decree. Under such circumstances, and at such 
a time was it, that the treaty was rejected. At 
a time when the prophets and wise men here 
talked familiarly of a national bankrupty in Eng- 
land, or of her speedy overthrow by Bonaparte, 
ifa civil war was not produced by our restrictive 
energies, which were driving the manufacturers 
to madness and desperation. From this time we 
were gradually drawn into the great Continental 
Confederacy, the principles of which were sanc- 
tified by the decree of Berlin. Now came the 
vaunted Treaty of Tilsit, It was the corner stone 
of the immense fabric built upon the Berlin de- 
cree. At Tilsit was digested and methodized the 
grand scheme of commercial aunihilation, com- 
menced at the Prussian capital, not many months 
previous. By enticing or forcing all the States 
of the Continent in this league, their ports were 
to be shut against British commerce. How far 
the continental system succeeded among the 
States of Europe the world well knows. How 
far, thenceforward, Mr. Jefferson evinced his 
steady purpose of uniting in the war upon com- 
merce, 1s to be collected from the acts of Admin- 
istration. Tedious as 1 may be, yet it is neces- 
sary, to arrive at the results I propose, to take a 
rapid view of some of the acts of co-operation 
with France, which stain our statute book. The 
embargo stands first and pre-eminent in this black 
catalogue. It is notorious; it was familiarly 
talked of in the Paris coffee-houses. It was a 
topic of zéle-d-té¢e in the coteries of the Imperial 
Metropolis. Our Minister in France gave warn- 
ing of the measure. Merchants on the Continent 
wrote to their correspondents here to prepare for 


1393 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


The Loan, Bill. 


At length des- 
patches arrived from General Armstrong, and as 
quick as the thunder succeeds the flash that an- 
nowunces it, our ports were sealed. An embargo 
unlimited as to duration, and universal in extent, 
sat like Jneubus upon the land, blasting its best 
fruits more than all the congregated fluids of the 
heavens poured down at once upon our crops. 
How are we to account for this foreknowledge in 
France of measures to be adopted here? How for 
the decree promulgated by Bonaparte, avowedly to 
enforce the embargo? There is but one explana- 
tion. But it is not the least mortifying circum- 
stance, that while the rays of the great political 
sun of Europe illumined the track of merchants 
and speculators on the Continent, our poor out- 
cast merchants and deluded people were left to 
grope in the dark, without a faint glimmering of 
light to guide them. It is enough to add, “ Na- 
poleon the Great” applauded the embargo, as a 
generous renunciation of commerce, rather than 
submit tu the shackles imposed on it. 

The next important event, which forms one of 
the links in the chain which connects us with 
France, is the Grand Congress at Erfurth, in 
November, 1808. There the system of commer- 
cial annihilation, stipulated at Tilsit, was to be 
more completely organized, and rendered univer- 
sal. I do not say, sir, we were avowedly and in 
due form represented at that Congress. But, one 
fact is established beyond contradiction: a Mr. 
Short, whose name had not been heard before by 
one man in ten thousand, was secretly despatched, 
via France, in good season to arrive at that Con- 
gress. Although | have always understood he 
travelled quite as rapidly as Mr. Barlow, who 
lost his life by dancing attendance on Bonaparte, 
I cannot say that he arrived in time to take his 
seat in the General Congress. One thing is cer- 
tain, if he went upon any other errand, it never 
has been stated, while the appointment of the 
man, and his mission, was at the time as unknown 
to the people as the “ secrets of the prison-house.” 
It is equally certain, when he was afterwards 
nominated to the Senate, he was unanimously 
rejected. His appointment was contrary to law, 
because there was no vacancy to fill during the 
recess ofthe Senate. But, Mr. Jefferson had done 
what he wanted, and was not to be put off from 
his purpose. -Disappointed in his man, he was 
not to be frustrated in his ultimate design. Mr. 
Adams was, therefore, nominated Minister to St. 
Petersbure. This son of the father had said, 
when the embargo was recommended, upon the 
high responsibility of the President, “the Senate 
should not doubt or hesitate.” For so noble a 
sentiment he must be rewarded, upon the princi- 
ple of buying off impatient and hungry office- 
seekers, And I do fear, we have as yet had only 
a foretaste of the efficacy of this mode of purchas- 
ing supporters for the Administration. Oo Mr. 
Adams’s subject, I have only to add, there is a 
region in Russia that would be a fit elime for a 
man of such pliable patriotism and convenient 
principles to spend the remainder of his days. — 

The embargo, Mr. Chairman, came exactly in 


aid of the invasion of Spain. As the legions of 
the conqueror were descending into her fertile 
plains like a mountain torrent, we did our utmost 
to make them the easy prey of theirinvader. We 
could do no more than was done, to say nothing 
of the attempt to steal from her, provinces, while 
she was struggling for self-preservation. Yet, 
gentlemen are restless, and become angry, when- 
ever the fact of the co-operation of Administra- 
tion with France is alluded to. Sir, I will con- 
sent to abandon my whole course of political 
thinking, and to be ranged under the Court col- 
ors, on the Treasury bench, if it can be shown 
in what respect the policy of Administration has 

l been at variance with the policy of France for 
six successive years. It isa melancholy, degrad- 
ing truth, that we have followed her track as 
faithfully, as fleetly, and as clamorously, too, as 
the keen-scented, well-trained hound pursues the 
fox. If occasional deviations have occurred, it 
was only because the trail was lost through the 
intricacy of the path, but the leader of the pack 
soon got upon the right scent again. His Impe- 
rial Majesty has no othcr ground of complaint 
against us, except that we have sometimes becn 
thrown out in the chase. 

I mean not to be understood, sir, as disputing 
the right of the majority to pass what laws they 
please, keeping within the pale of the Constitu- 
tion—to form what foreign leagues or alliances 
they see fit, But, while I admit that it is the 
t prerogative of the majority to act,” I maintain 
the privilege of the minority to protest. I shall 
ever claim aud exercise the right of showing, by 
fair and manly argument, the fact of the eo-oper- 
ation of Ministers with France, and the baleful 
effect of such co-operation. When, sir, your jour- 
nals show it—when your annals teem with evi- 
dence of a systematic co-operation with France, 

‘in all her views, why are gentlemen startled by 

la reference to the fact? Why do their cheeks 
mantle at the charge of hating England, when 

' they do burn with rage against her, and admiring 
France, when they once expressed that admira- 
tion as ardently as ever a lover wooed his para- 
mour, or Cleopatra sighed for the embraces of 
her Roman Antony. 

; You relieved yourselves from the embargo, sir, 
by the artful arrangement of April, 1809, made 
in bad faith, and never intended here to be car- 
ried into effect, even if ratified by Mngland. Its 
ratification in London was securely guarded 
against by the language in which it was made. 
But to make the matter sure, as if a double bond 
of fate were taken, the spirit and letter of the 

| convention was formally contravened by a legis- 
lative act, admitting equally the vessels of war 
of France and England into our waters. Under 
that act, too, the Secretary of the Treasury is- 
sued a circular opening a trade with France 
through Holland, her dependency, so pronounced 
subsequently by Bonaparte himself, when he 
chose to chastise us for that arrangement. This 
was done inthe same spirit and with the same 
view, that Mr. Madison interwove his invectives 
against the British Monarch into Mr. Smith’s 
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letter, before it was known whether the arrange- | Gentlemen now know that a non-importation 
ment would be avowed or disavowed in Eng- |law against England is a mere brutum fulmen. 
land. l How has she regarded your tremendous, starv- 

The embargo being “hissed off the stage,” in ing, non-consuming system, that was to drive 
the course of time, as the able gentleman from | her manufacturers to rebellion? You have not 
Virginia (Mr. Suprrey) told you, the nation was | so much as checked or deterred her one moment 
amused with *Macon’s little bill, No. 1,’ and Jin the gigantic, noble effort. to liberate the en- 
“little bill, No. 2.” It escaped the sagacity of | slaved nations of Europe. Her means of subsi- 
the honorable gentleman that this little bill, No, | dizing the nations, united in resisting usurpation 
2, innocent and harmless as it appeared, con- | and tyranny, have not been in the smallest de- 
tained the seeds of this war. It was intended to | gree diminished. The work of emancipation 
lay, and did lay, the foundation of the famous, I | has progressed with a steady and a quickened 
should say, infamous juggle of thé celebrated | pace. The glorious work of deliverance has 
Cadore leiter, To enable the President to nego- | now arrived at its proud point of consummation, 
tiate with effect, it conferred upon him legisla- | in spite of all the laborious artifices here, to in- 
tive powers—the power to annul and re-enact a | sure success to tyranny and usurpation. Feeble, 
law of Congress. Even in the griping reign of | feeble indeed, haye been our measures against 
Henry the Eighth of England, when a complying, | Eugland and the Allies ; formidable and afflict- 
servile Parliament clothed that Monarch with | ing to ourselves! But even now, sir, now that 
legislative powers, by giving to his proclamations | our Cabinet has been dragged by the collar to 
the binding force of law, the people resisted the | Gottcnburg, to sue for peace, if they have the 
encroachment. The cry was, Magna Charta is | good luck to get a treaty which happens not to 
invaded! and the voice of the people prevailed. | have submission written in capitals on the title 
The King submitted; not so here. Henry the | page, I have not a doubt, it will be ascribed to the 
Eighth was agriping tyrant, but not quite so stub- | magical efficacy of your restrictive energies. So 
born as our master. Mr. Madison clung to his | deep in love with this system are its authors, that 
prerogative as Legislature as well as Executive, | even now, when the deliverance of the Conti- 
and he succeeded in legislating the country into | nent has opened so many markets to the British 
a war. From the date of the Cadore letter, the | manufacturer, that the supply is too small for 
Government travelled on step by step, until the | the demand, yet no doubt, the system will be con- 
country was completely emeshed in the toils of | tinued. Yes, enlarged, by another non-importation 
the usurper. We passed from non-intercourse to | law! And for what? If for no other reason, 
embargo, and to non-importation upon non-im-|to hold out the appearance that we have not 
portation, fully persuaded that Great Britain had į been acting in concert with France heretofore, 
but a few short months to survive, and hoping | because we continue the system even after it is 
for the glory of sharing the spoils with Napo- | broken up on the European continent. This 
leon. Dr. Franklin somewhere remarks, that “we | sort of management is very well understood at 
‘assemble Parliaments and Councils to have the | the palace. It is to be hoped, however, that gen~ 
‘benefit of their collected wisdom, but at the | tlemen will state the reasons and objects at large 
‘same time we have the inconvenience of their | for passing the non-importation law, which has 
‘ collected passions, prejudices, and self-interest. | come down from the Senate. That law, too, 
‘ By the aid of these, artful men overpower their | like the bounty bill, may be carried to Gotten- 
t judgment, and dupe their understandings. And, burg in the pockets of our Ministers, by way of 
‘if we may judge from their edicts, arrets, and | coercing England! And when the treaty comes, 
‘acts, all the world over, for regulating com- | “I told youso!” will exclaim gentlemen; “see 
‘merce, an assembly of great men is the great- | what our restrictive energies have done at last!” 
test fool on earth.” No doubt, sir, all the credit will be given to em- 

Mr. Chairman, as early as 1794, Mr. Madison | bargo and non-importation, and not to the defeat 
began to impregnate the minds of those who of Bonaparte. So have gentlemen succeeded in 
have since supported him, with all the absurd | puffing this political catholicon, which, like all 
notions which now prevail of the efficacy of our | other nostrums, from the worm-destroying lozen- 


restrictive energies. Ever since he has been in | ges, and bump-dispelling lotion, down to the itch- 
power, he has continued to test his favorite the- ointment, will never stand in need of a certifier 
ory by lacerating the nation with his self-tortur- | to vouch for its infallibility. But, sir, this na- 
ing suicidal system, which even to this day, tion will not be forever the dupe of quackery 
against all experience, is persisted in. It will be | aud imposture. The signs of the times warrant 
persisted in with an obstinacy proportioned to |a belief that the people in their hearts loathe 
the greater importance of preserving Mr. Madi- | these restrictive nostrums. The time is not dis- 
son’s reputation for consistency, to relieving the | tant when the grand inventor will not only 
people and preserving the Union. Sir, Lam tired, cheerfully dispose of his patent right, but will 
tired, sick of this perpetual, never-ending, still- | strive hard to cast the credit and glory of his in- 
beginning recurrence to your restrictive energies, | vention upon his adversaries. 

or in more appropriate language, your anti-com-| Sir, when we look back upon the past, and for- 
mercial fooleries. What effect have they had | ward to the future, I can see no claim that Ad- 
upon England? no more than children’s pop- j ministration have upon a single honest man in 
guns would have upon the walls of Quebec. i the country to support them one hour longer in 
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rule. 
atoned for by the pious and goodly works of De- 


Federal sins and abominations were to be 


mocracy. This was all very fine, while the 
word of promise to the ear was kept, but for the 
performance let the condition of the country tes- 
tify. To describe it would sicken the patriot 
heart. 

Sir, as to your restrictive warfare, once more 
let me ask, what has it done for you? You 
pledged all your political character, you staked 
all your pretensions as statesmen, to bring the 
proud Monarch of the detested isle to your feet 
if the restrictive system were fairly tried. Did 
you not try it to your heart’s content for one long 
and uubroken period of eighteen months? and 
were you not glad to get rid of it by a diplomatic 
mancuvre? From time to time, you tried a 
variety of other expedients, all eventuating in 
like failure and disgrace. Laughed at and ridi- 
culed at home, made a by-word in Europe, you 
were jecred and goaded into war. Yes, you 
went to war, say some, because the minority 

‘laughed at you, and, it was said, you could not 
be “kicked into war.” The same men now say, 
they will make peace if the minority will let 
them, that is, if they will not laugh at them for 
giving up all they have been contending for. 
You have tried war just as long as you have 
tried embargo, and instead of humbling England, 
as you promised, you have not been able even 
so much as to conquer her pitiful little prov- 
ince next door to you. She barely allowed you 
to cross her threshold, when you were driven 
back, covered, not with laurels and glory, but 
with shame and dishonor—the common fate of 
poasters, But how much blood and treasure this 
conquest of Canada has cost, the people will 
never be permitted to know. It would not be 
republican-like to tell them. They might abuse 
the confidence so reposed in them, in a manner 
not precisely according with the views, and plea- 
sing to the nice sensibilities of their rulers, One 
thing is certain ; you commenced with your tre- 
mendous, wonder-working. starving system, SIX 
years ago, you tried it in all its various and mul- 
tifarious forms ; and with what effect ? wellnigh 


> 


to destroy yourselves. You then declared war. 
This was to strike England senseless to the 
ground. Take it altogether, sir, most curiously, 
indeed, have our affairs been conducted. You 
have pursued the true circular policy. Like a 
certain crawling animal, called the caterpillar, 
or like the dog trying to catch his own tail, you 
have gone round and round in a circle, without 
arriving an inch nearer your point of destination, 
You began in 1807 with an embargo, and here 
you are, in 1814, with an embargo again. Sir, 
it is time, high time, for rulers thus proved to be 
imbecile and incompetent, totally unfit to manage 
the affairs of this people, either in peace or in 
war, to abandon the elevated stations which they 
cannot fill, and to make way for abler and better 
men. Upon this subject 1 beg not to be mista- 
ken. Let it not be supposed I would have the 
incumbents of power to give way in our favor. 
If I know anything of the views and feelings of 
the honorable and virtuous men who compose 
the party to which I belong, they want not power 
now; nor would they accept it under existing 
circumstances, unless to save the country. No, 
sir, such is the wide waste and desolation visible 
everywhere, that no,man or set of men, who 
would undertake to repair these ravages, could 
preserve the people’s favor longer than a single 
term. Your Government is made a perfect 
wreck ; it is scarcely worth bringing into port. 
Such deep root has corruption taken in this 
country, that he who attempts to restore the 
Constitution to its original purity and force will 
engage ina profitless pursuit; his labor compen- 
sating his pains. I repeat, no, sir. Select from 
your own party, if to be found, a man of honor, 
talents, integrity, and independent spirit. Such 
aman, who would be the Chief Magistrate of 
this United Empire, and not the chief of a fac- 
tion, would unite the confidence of all honest 
men. Call him by what political name you 
please, he would receive the support of all good 
citizens. Such a man, so supported, might be 
able to reconstruct the dilapidated edifice of 
Government; to rebuild those institutions of 
freedom that have been so long decaying and 
tumbling in ruins about us. We will take pow- 
er, sir, when the people fly to us for salvation ; 
when they seek shelter from misery and oppres- 
sion in the wisdom and virtue of Federal coun- 
sels, they will not find us shrinking in the hour 
of peril; when they fly from Democracy as from 
pestilence, famine, and nakedness, we will give 
them food and raiment, and healing medicines. 
Thus much, sir, in answer to the charge of op- 
posing Government from a desire to obtain 
ower. 

Next, in the long list of measures of co-opera- 
tion with France, comes the declaration of war, 
couched almost in the precise terms that Bona- 
parte had declared war for us not very Jong be- 
fore—*War evists between the United States 
and Great Britain,” &c. This measure was re- 
solved on, just as Bonaparte was invading Rus- 
sia. Having for a series of years aided France 
as far as in our power lay, in the plan of stab- 
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bing England to the heart, through her com- | France. We were the last to embark in the 
merce, we now drew the sword to despatch her | great imperial ark, which has so long rode tri- 
in fair eombat. umphant on the waves of despotism. Ít was not 
Bonaparte’s first plan of conquering England | the ark of safety, for it has foundered. Every 
was by invasion, Our rulers had not the glory | soul on board is saved, or endeavoring to escape 
of participating in this grand enterprise, which, | but us—poor Americans ! People awake! aban. 
when the bubble burst, turned out a mere blind | don the wreck, or we sink and perish init. A 
for his designs against the Continent. After {moment’s delay may be fatal. While we delib- 
much blustering at Boulogne, and prodigal waste | erate, all may be lost. Dum deliberamus incipi- 
of treasure, the flotilla was abandoned, and the | endum, incipire jam serum fit. See! there is 
tyrant entered upon the execution of his vast but one shattered plank remaining between our 
scheme of continental conquest. This finesse of | country and the abyss below. 
invasion was a servile imitation of an admirable| I had much to say, Mr. Chairman, upon the 
stroke of policy by Julias Cæsar, who, medita- | subject of opposition, and the causes of the de- 
ting a blow nearer home, collected a large flo- | cline and fall of the ancient Republies, a topic 
tilla at Sipontum, Tarentum, and Brundusium, | introduced on a former oceasion, by a gentleman 
as a feint against Spain. So also was his cele- | from South Carolina, (Mr. Catnoun.) This 
brated interview with the Emperor Alexander, | would naturally lead to a comparison of the 
on the water, at the Treaty of Tilsit, in imitation | character of our opposition, and the present sit- 
of the meeting between Octavius, Young Pom- | uation of the country which demands it, and the 
pey, and Mark Antony, in their ships drawn up character of the opposition by the men now in 
in view of the Roman people, who lined the| power, and the condition of the country when 
beach to witness this imposing spectacle. we werc in the majority. From such a discus- 
The plan of invasion abandoned as chimerical, | sion we can have no motive to shrink. It is to be 
the grand object of overthrowing England was courted, and I hope will be pressed by others, so 
to be effected by a fair contest for the mastery of | well able to exhibit the contrast in striking colors 
the seas. ‘his second farce was to commence as | to the nation, I have not the strength left to 
soon as one hundred ships-of-the-line were ready | trace the rise and progress of parties, and to 
for theexhibition. ‘Terrible to England, and titilla- | compare their principles, professions, and_ac- 
ting to the republican sensibilities of the Napo- | tions. The history of Genet, Adet, and Fau- 
leonites, who joined in the cry that “ France had | chet; the attempt to force Wasuineron from 
ships and we had seamen.” as this mighty navy | his neutrality ; the clamor for war instead of 
project was, it also was abandoned. peace, in 1794; the furious, desperate opposition 
A new system was now started, to “ conquer | to Jay’s Treaty ; Mr. Madison’s resolutions, in- 
the freedom of the seas” by the destruction of| tended to produce war ; Colonel Monroe’s sub- 
commerce. In this play, Mr. Jefferson had his | mission to the French Directory; his recall, and 
part assigned him in the cast of characters. The | disgrace; above all, the whiskey insurrection ; 
plot was simple, and to appearance happy and | these constitute some of the items in the account 
easy in its execution. The reasoning was catch-| of the character of the opposition made to us 


ing and irresistible. The navy of Great Britain while in power. 1 gladly turn from the disgust- 
ing picture. 


constitutes her power. It is the stay and prop 

of her empire; the pillar of her greatness; the Tedious and desultory as my remarks have 

sheet anchor of her existence; the great, and | been, Mr. Chairman; worn out as your patience 
must be, and as is my strength, I must neverthe- 


then the only barrier to universal despotism. 

The commerce of England maintains that navy. | iess claim further indulgence, while I offer a few 

Annihilate commerce, shut the ports of the world | remarks upon the subject of an armistice. As 
such an event is now ardently desired, certainly 


against her, and the work is completed, the busi- Js no 
by the people, if it is not expected by the Gov- 


ness is done. The props thus undermined, and 
the pillars torn away, the whole fabric of British | ernment, it is proper to show how the Adminis- 
tration has met this question on former occa- 


greatness falls, and is crushed to pieces. France 
succeeds to the dominion of the seas, is resistless | sions, so shall we arrive at the probable result of 
our negotiation for such an object. I mean to 


on the land, and the enslavement of the human 
family is sealed. I have already shown, sir, how | show, how the Administration has made and met 
advances for an armistice, as it may have an im- 


this Government systematically and faithfully 
co-operated with France in her continental sys- | portant bearing on events which will sooner or 
later engage our attention. 


tem. 

Even now, Mr. Chairman, but yesterday, it Hight days after the declaration of war, 26th 
was announced here, the Emperor, cooped up| of June, instructions were sent to Mr. Russell, 
in Paris, like Louis XIV. in an address to his j from which, while I read an extract, I ask the 
Senate of slaves, proclaims that the only States indulgence of the House: “If the Orders in 
that adhere to him are America, Denmark, and |‘ Council are repealed, and no illegal blockades 
Naples, ‘Ihe two last, he boasts, remain faith- | ‘substituted to them, and orders are given to dis- 

‘continue the impressment of seamen (mark! 


ful to their alliance, while the United States 1 
continues a successful war against England! Ij‘ British or not, naturalized or not) from our ves- 
«sels, and to restore those already impressed, there 


is too true, sir, these vassal States excepted, we |‘ s l 
are the only people now ranged on the side ofj‘isno reason why hostilities should not immedi- 
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t ately cease—securing these objects, you are au- | 21, 1812, he says: “As a principal objec 

‘war is to obtain redress against the British 
‘ practice of impressment, an agreement to sus- 
: pend hostilities even before the British Govern- 
iment is heard from on that subject, might be 
‘considered a relinquishment of that claim.” 
And yet Great Britain was to relinquish all her 
claims, abandon all she contended for, to obtain 
a truce. This kind of reasoning at once puls 
an end to all armistices. An armistice implies 
submission by neither party, nor the abandonment 
of any point. 

Another correspondence upon the subject of 
an armistice took place with Admiral Warren, 
showing on the part of Great Britain a coatin- 
ued desire fur peace, on terms honorable to both 
nations, and compatible with the safety of her 
people. As further proof of the pretensions of 
Mr. Madison, I ask leave to read a short extract 
from a letter of Colonel Monroe to Admiral 
Warren. He says, “that a suspension of im- 
‘pressment during the armistice seems to bea 
‘necessary consequence. It cannot be presumed, 
‘ while the parties are negotiating, that the Uni- 
give up everything for which she has been con- |‘ ted States would admit the right, or acquiesce 
tending, as absolutely as though she were beaten | ‘in the practice of the opposite party.” To re- 
in battle, and conquered. A proposition for a| move all doubts of the pretensions and demands 
truce would neither be made or listened to by | of our Government which they required to be 
our haughty, proud Cabinet, unless England E before a suspension of arms would be 

t 


Madison. An actual renunciation of the prac- 
tice of impressment must precede even an armis- 
tice. Great Britain, as a condition pre-requisite 
even to a suspension of hostilities, must relin- 
quish the exercise of a practice which she claims 
as an essential right. It may be thought impos- 
sible that our Goverment betrayed so much pre- 
sumption ané folly as this demand pre-supposes ; 
but let us see how Mr. Russell understood and 
construed his instruction. In his letter of Au- 
gust 24, 1812, to Lord Castlereagh, he says,“ he 
Fis authorized to stipulate with His Britannic 
t Majesty’s Government an armistice, on condi- 
‘tion that the Orders in Council be repealed, &c. 
‘and that orders are immediately given to dis- 
£ continue the impressment of persons (not Amer- 
‘ican citizens, but persons, deserters, or others) 
‘from American vessels.” In other words, sir, 
as acondition precedent to a suspension of arms, 
Great Britain is, in the outset of the contest, to 


ee n MIM 


yielded, surrendered uncondititionally,and passed | agreed to,1 will read one more extract. It is 
under the yoke. The power of England was | from the closing paragraph of Mr. Monroe’s let- 
considered still in the wane; our imperial ally | ter to Admiral Warren: “If there is no objec- 
was yet in the plenitude of his greatness. I need i tion to accommodation relating to impressment 
not enlarge upon this topic, Whatever relates t other than the suspension of the British claim 
to it is now understood, and begins to be felt by | ‘ to impreasment during the armistice, there can 
the whole body of people. ‘be none to proceeding without an armistice to 
We may inquire impatiently, Well! how did ‘the discussion and arrangement of that sub- 
Lord Castlereagh answer this demand of Mr. ‘ ject—the great question being satisfactorily ad- 
Russell, made in the language of his instruc- «justed, the way will be open to an armistice.” 
tions? As was expected, desired, and no doubt | First settle what we are, or we say we are, fight- 
foreknown by our rulers, if after all their expe- ing for; give up your claim of impressment ; 
rience they have yct learned anything of the acknowledge yourself in the wrong; concede 
English character. I will read his Lordship’s | what we demand, and then we will agree toa 
reply: “I cannot refrain on one single point | truce. In other words, there shall be no suspen- 
‘from expressing my surprise, that as a condi- sion of armsuntil the objects of the war.on our 
‘tion preliminary even to a suspension of hos- | part are fully obtained and completed. What 
‘ tilities, the United States have thought fit to! were we lo rclinguish in return for such a conces- 
‘demand that the British Government should | sion of essential and vital importance to Eng- 
< desist from its ancient and accustomed practice land? Comparatively nothing; in fact nothing 
‘of impressing British seamen from merchant | upon which England placed the value of a far- 
‘ ships, simply on the assurance that a law shall thing. Will the same tone be preserved at Got- 
‘hereafter be passed,” &c. Thus, sir, Mr. Mad- tenburg? How fares it with the Continent ? Is 
ison was once more disappointed in the attempt | Philip sick ? f Ss 
to extort from the fears of England what she] To agree now toan armistice, which is not 
could not otherwise be induced to cuncede, as preceded by, or does not include an arrangement 
endangering her existence. Will the same lau- of the question of impressment upon terms con- 
guage be held at Gottenburg ? lı depends upon | sistent with former pretensions, will be submis- 
another question—how fares it with the great sion, not on the part of the eountry, bat by Mr. 
belligerents? will there be a general peace? | Madison. It wul be hauling down the colors of 
have dissensions sprung up among the allies? is the Administration. ; 
the “ Great Napoleon” stripped of his power and} Every moment, sir, that this war has been con- 
renown ? are we to be no longer dazzled by the | tinued since the armistice agreed on between 
lustre of his foreign conquests ? Governor Prevost and General Dearborn, it has 
But Governor Prevost offered us an armistice. | been under a new character, whatever may be 
It was instantly rejected by Mr. Madison. Ina said of us justice when declared. The policy, 
letter from Mr. Monroe to Mr. Russell, August Í necessity, and justice of the war, was a settled 
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question when the armistice was rejec 
ever just, it became from that moment unjust, 
wanton, and unnecessary, as it has been uniformly 
ruinous and disgraceful. And yet, sir, defence- 
less as we are, our seaboard unprotected, depend- 
ing chiefly on the forbearance of the enemy, we 
are invited to grant more millions to be thrown 
away. 

Upon the subject of supplies, a new doctrine 
is broached—nay, has resounded in this hall. No 


other than the slavish Oriental doctrine, that we, | 


the immediate representatives of the people, are 
bound to grant supplies, as long as his Majesty 
and the House of Lords are opposed to peace. 
Suppose the Executive and Senate shall see fit to 
let their treaty-making power sleep for twenty 


years, are we bound to echo the sentiments of 


the two privileged estates of the new kingdom ? 


What is the feature in the Constitution which | 


gives this House its weight, its importance. its 
authority? Itis the power of the purse. It is 
for us, like the Commons House of Parliament 
in England, to make or withhold appropriations, 
If ever there was a time, or if evera time can 
arrive, when this boasted prerogative should be 
exerted in behalf of our suffering country. now 
is that time, when limits must be assigued to the 
mad schemes of conquest and ambition, or the 
country is irretrievably lost. 

Gentlemen bounce when our defenceless situa- 
tion is spoken of. Why, sir, I have no desire to 
render weaker in public estimation, the public 


defence. nor to diminish the resources of the coun- | 


try. What the means of defence are, and what 
they might and ought to have been, are tupies 
worthy the consideration of the House. No man 
can deny, that a provident Administration might 
have placed the country in a situation to defy the 
enemy, and scorn his menaces. A tythe, I might 
almost say u centismal part of the treasure wasted 
in foreign conquest—in the cruel invasion of un- 
offending neighbors, who were ready to sacrifice 
everything but honor and security for peace—the 
front and head of whose offending was loyalty 
to the Government of their choice, and resistance 
of all attempts to seduce them from their alle- 
giance; of the money lavished upon profligate 
Court parasites and favorites, who make polities 
an article of traflic—of the money squandered in 
philosophical vagaries of moon-struck empirics— 
of the immense sums bestowed or thrown away 
upon such objects, but a part would have created 
a marine sufficient to meet the enemy upon the 
proper element, and to chase from our waters any 
fleet he could have conveniently sent here. No 


man can deny, if, instead of bethinking them- | 


selves solely of the means of obtaining and pre- 
serving power, for aught you or I know, sir, to 
repair out of the public chest the ravages in their 
patrimonial estates, if they had any, whieh idle- 
ness and extravagance had made; if, instead of 
bargaining and huckstering for office, and sacri- 
ficing everything at the shrine of popularity, a 
liberal and enlarged policy had been adopted, 
emanating from generous bosoms and pure coun- 
cils, and resting upon the great foundation of all 


ted. ` If | public virtue, disinterested love of country, then, 


sir, we should not have been reduced to the des- 
picable, ignominious condition which makes the 
| proud American almost ashamed to own his 
! country. 
| Mr. Chairman, when we look for a moment at 
: the present situation of our country, and contrast 
jit with the power, resources, prosperity, and for- 
| tunes of England, it ought to bring gentlemen to 
apause. They should determine at once to travel 
no further in the road to ruin, and to retrace their 
j steps. -T repeat, we have nothing to hope, every- 
| thing to apprehend, from a continuance of this 
! unequal, ruinous contest. It must be abandoned, 
| or its authors will be driven headlong from power 
by the people. 
How much better for the honor and fame of 
! our rulers, for the glory and prosperity of the na- 
tion, would it have been, had their principles per- 
mitted them to pursue the counterpart of the 
memorable, never-to-be forgotten example of the 
Crown Prince of Sweden. The name of this il- 
lustrious warrior and statesman was introduced 
j in debate by au honorable gentleman from North 
| Carolina (Mr. Macon.) He nameda prince, sir, 
second ouly to “Alexander the Deliverer,” in the 
glory of saving a world from bondage; a prince, 
| bound by no natural ties to the people whom he 
, governed ; raised to that Government by the hand 
of Bonaparte himself, yet declaring, that a sense 
of honor, gratitude to a people who had received 
him into their bosom, and a determination to main- 
tain their rights against foreign encroachment, 
compelled him to resent the insolence and resist 
| the violence of France. Bernadotte would not 
j tolerate the insolence of an upstart French Min- 
ister, who assumed towards him the tone and 
j portofa Roman Proconsul, talking to his slaves. 
| He, too, was by turns wheedled, flattered, de- 


j nounced, and threatened. No arts or menaces 
| were unessayed to draw or force him into the 

French Confederacy ; but he preserved his integ- 

rity, he maintained his independence and honor. 

He did not cringe, and bow, and coax, and in the 

spirit of meanness, “like a reptile crawling on the 

belly,” entreat the tyrant’s insolent Minister to 

take back his insults—or, only to erase from the 

records of his mission the evidence that they were 
given. He did not send a favorite right-hand 
| Cabinet counsellor from Stockholm to Gotten- 
į burg, to persuade a French Minister to recall or 
modify his abuse. He did not pick a quarrel 
with a British Minister, and dismiss him to pro- 
pitiate the tyrant, and soothe the anger of his ir- 
ritated Minister. No, sir, this detestable Crown 
Prince, now so odious in the estimation of the 
patent republicans; this “traitor” disdained to 
truckle to a tyrant. He would have cut off his 
right arm—he would have laid his head upon the 
block and bled, as every man of true courage and 
honor would have done, in preference to such a 
dastardly sacrifice of honor ; in preference to such 
high treason against all that adorns, and exalts, 
and dignifies, individual and uational character. 
No, sir, “ Bonapartes Sergeant,” as he is now 
contemptuously denominated, because he too 
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tion of certain prominent and memorable points 
consider it a distinction to be dragged through | of observation, and endeavor to make them an- 
the same mire and thorns that have so beslimed | swer all the purposes of exhibiting an outline, 
and wounded this people, appealed to the sword, | which every mind will be able to fill up as I 
and maintained his own honor, and the independ- | proceed. 
ence and glory of Sweden. No bribes, nor men- | The position most natural, as well as most ne- 
aces, nor temptations, could compel or seduce him | cessary to begin from, is, that according to the 
to adopt that fatal system of the Destroyer, which | ancient, the uniform, and the legitimate law of 
was the commencement of our suffering, and is į nations, to be collected from treaties, from estab- 
the continuance of our degradation. lished usages, and from international conveni- 
Mr. Chairman, how much more solemn and j ence; according to the law of nature, applied to 
impressive are the considerations which should | nations, which constitutes the law of nations— 
have found their way to the bosoms of men, ele- | free ships make free goods. From an invasion of 
vated to the highest offices in the gift of a free! this reasonable and settled principle have pro- 
people, by the fair exercise of their elective fran- | ceeded most of the difficulties we are now con- 
chise. The Prince Royal was a stranger, placed | tending with. I am not to be understood as 
to rule over a people to whom he was bound by | breaking ground with an assertion that this coun- 
none of the tender ties of country, yet he set an; try is bound to maintain in arms against Great 
example of fidelity and attachment to the Swedish : Britain the abstract principle that free ships make 
cause, to the great cause of humanity, for a par- | free goods, Not at all. But I do mean to say 
allel to which we may look, but look in vain,into | that such is the ancient and recognised law of 
the policy and measures of our rulers. We must | nations, and that, as a Power, whose policy is to 
turn our eyes to the vassal States of Europe, if | be generally neutral and always commercial, it 
we search for examples that have been followed | is most clearly and emphatically the interest, as 
here. it is the right of the United States, to assert and 
Mr. IngerSoLt spoke as follows: adhere to this great safeguard for the integrity of 
Mr. Chairman, this appears to be the saturna- | their flag and foreign trade. I mean to say fur- 
lia of legislation ; when the servants of the peo- | ther, that the origin of our prevailing troubles is 
ple, laying aside the performance of the duties | to be traced to infractions of this undeniable prin- 
assigned to them, together with all regard to busi- | ciple. interpolated by belligerent exigency on neu- 
ness for the time being, take an annual occasion j tral immunities; and that the war we are now 
of entertaining themselves in saying just what | reluctantly waging, with all the odds of military 
each one thinks proper of persons in authority. jand naval experience and capacity against us, is 
The state of all the nations with which the Uni- | a struggle forced upon us by the aggravated con- 
ted States have any connexion, is brought into | sequences of original infringements of this rule. 
discussion in a debate on the state of the Union, | To support this ground, I shall first ask the atten- 
according to the indefinite views of which so in- | tion of the Committee for a few minutes to some 
exhaustible a subject is susceptible. I beg leave, [oe the principal features of the celebrated Treaty 
sir, to avail myself of the privilege which I pre- of Utrecht, which was concluded in the year 
sume I may claim, iu common with all others, to; 1713. It is not necessary for me to recall the 
present such considerations to notice as have sug- | circumstances under which that great leading 
gested themselves to my mind. Though I may | international compact was adjusted. All the 
not approve of the custom of unlimited debate, | commercial and principal sovereignties of Bu- 
it is not for me to oppose it; and I flatter myself | rope were parties to it. All the points of mari- 
with at least the indulgence of the Committee, | time controversy then in existence were arranged 
however I may trespass on their patience. by it. Its authenticity and authority are of the 
As it is hut turning up the mere surface of our | highest order. Its conditions are explicit beyond 
commercial embarrassments to begin with the | contradiction. Its construction of the law of na- 
Berlin and Milan decrees, and the contemporane- | tions is conformable to those bases which, the 
ous British orders, with which gentlemen pre- | experience, the usage, the reciprocal pretensions, 
ceding me have bounded their inquiries, I shall | and views of the various nations contributing to 
make no excuse for rather a deeper exploration | it, had laid down as the best foundation for mari- 
into the recesses of maritime aggrandizementand | time peace and national independence. In a 
national hostility; referrible, as they are, to these | word, sir, it is one of the most remarkable and 
inherent pronenesses to ambition and control that | solemn testimonials on record of the principles of 
are at the bottom of all human actionss. I be- | public law and justice. Now, sir, by this impor- 
seech the Committee, however, not to take alarm | tant instrument, the point that free ships make 
at this declaration. Though it is impossible to | free goods is ratified and promulgated in its broad- 
understand the subject without striking at any |est acceptation. But one century ago neither 
rate beyond the dates of our recent foreign an- | England nor any other nation of Europe felt a 
noyances, yet I have no design of wearying their | doubt upon the subject. _ The points of maritime 
attention with any disquisition at length into|contest, then, were limited to the question of 
this diversified controversy. Even the extraor- | search and blockade, both of which are fixed 
dinary latitude which practice affords to our de- fon conditions, which then were of universal in- 
bates would be insufficient for such an undertak- | fluence. The rule of 1756, as a certain mis- 
ing, I shall, therefore, limit myself to the selec- | chievous and wholly unauthorized irregularity 
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has been designated, is of much later birth, As 
its very tile implies, it never appeared until 
forty -years afterwards. The extravagant ad- 
denda to contraband, the monstrous presumptions 
of proclamation blockade, the various other en- 
Jargements of maritime wrongs which have since 
found victims and advocates in America, to- 
gether with impressment, are all of very modern 
introduction, though commonly defended as parts 
of the ancient stock of British maritime rights, 
At the time of the Treaty of Utrecht, sir, Eng- 
land had not the naval ascendency she now holds 
by the sole tenure of conquest and usurpation. 
She did not, at that period, give law to the seas, 
nor had her statesmen and merchants, her naval 
commanders and Crown, the motives they now 
cherish for establishing those naval impositions 
which are to drive all laws and usages of nations 
from the credit they have heretofore received, at 
the same time and by the same means that they 
usurp their places. Before Great Britain became 
the first navigating community, the Republic of 
Holland enjoyed more commerce than all the 
rest of Europe put together. After reclaiming 
their territories from the ocean, the inhabitants 
of Holland, without any other articles of export 
than a little cheese and crockery ware, spread a 
greater quantity of canvass on the sea than cov- 
„ered the commerce of all their competitors. But 
the. policy of Holland, unlike that of England, 
was acino ana conciliatory. The Hollanders 
relied on their enterprise, their skill, and their 
credit, rather than their navies, for success; they 
became the genuine champions and examples of 
neutrality and justice. The commentators ou 
the law of nations, Grotius, Bynkershoek, and 
Hubner, are to this day what they have always 
been, the most respectable and authentic witnes- 
ses of the original provisions of that law. It is 
true, that Grotius’s well known treatise contains 
nothing particularly appropriate to the doctrines 
of maritime neutrality. But we are given to 
understand by Burigny, his biographer, that he 
did compose a work, which, though unfortu- 
nately lost, expressly asserted the rights of a prior 
state. of neutrality against the subsequent emer- 
gencies of a state of war. It is to such. sources, 
„to this nation, to these authors, that we are to 
look, not to Great Britain, for the first great prin- 
„ciples of international law. 

Let it not be supposed, however, that I press 
the Dutch into our service in order to oppose 
them tothe English. By no means. I am aware 
indeed, and admit, that the Treaty of ‘Utrecht, 
though negotiated by the first English statesmen 
of the age, Lord Bolingbroke and Prior, the poet, 
was received in England with censure and de- 
cided reprobation; that in Parliament there, as 
often in public since, it was mentioned as an un- 
fortunate event for the commerce of Great Brit- 
ain. But no objection was originally urged to 
its ratification on the ground of its containing 
the acknowledgment that free ships make free 
goods. - I have carefully consulted, L believe most 
of the historians and State papers of that day; 
such at any rate as I could have access to, and I 


can discover no opposition in England to the 
Treaty of Utrecht on this ground.. No hostility 
was indicated there to a point against which all 
England is now up in arms. No; the motive to 
their hostility then was very different, and fur- 
nishes a curious contrast with the present state 
of their commerce, manufactures, and feelings. 
In 1713 the manufactures of France were in ad- 
vance of those of England—especially (strange 
as it may seem) in the articles of woollen and 
toys, in which, after so inconsiderable a lapse of 
time, the English manufacturers are now so su- 
perior to France. England then condescended 
to make use of some portion of those restrictive 
energies for which the American Government 
has been latterly so much blamed and ridiculed. 
The English countervailing system against for- 
eign manufactures being jeopardized by the 
Treaty of Utrecht, that treaty was warmly de- 
nounced by many of the English people. But on 
the score of maritime expediency, no objection 
was made to it; and, notwithstanding the unea- 
siness it occasioned as to domestic manufactures, 
it was ultimately adopted, and became in Eng- 
land, what it was everywhere else, the national 
law of Europe. 

But I shall not rest on the Treaty of Utrecht 
alone for the English avowal or acknowledgment 
of the principle, that free ships-make free goods. 


Inecd not rest this on the ground. of. either con- 


cession or merely treaty law. Itis a position not 
conceded by England, but asserted by her, and 
long since the date of that treaty, in terms not to 
be disputed. The book, from which I am about 
to trouble the Committee with the reading of 
some passages, will abundantly sustain this dec- 
laration. It is the seventh volume of Parliamen- 
tary Debates, and so conclusively pertinent to my 
purpose, that I hope the Committee will excuse 
me for praying their attention to it. It will be 
recollected that, about the year-1737, Spain in- 
sisted ona right to stop, overhaul, and search 
British vessels, in order to ascertain whether they 
contained any articles contravening her interpre- 
tation of the Treaty of Seville. The relation 
then of England to Spain was very much what 
that of this country bas since been to England. 
During three and twenty years did Spain persist 
in her seizures and condemnations of the ships of 
England on arbitrary and unfounded pretexts ; 
and, during all that period, did England contain 


| herself within the pale of unavailing expostula- 


tion and disregarded remonstrance. The lan- 
guage, however, of English remonstraace was 
much stronger than the American. It did not 
concede, even by implication, the right of search. 
It did not even tacitly acknowledge that free ships 
do not make free goods, On the contrary, Eag- 
land, so late as 1737, was first a sturdy beggar, 
and afterwards as powerful an advocate for Brit- 
ish maritime rights as she has since been inexor- 
able and outrageous in the perpetration of mari- 
time wrongs. I particularly entreat the attention 
of gentlemen to the few passages I am about to 
reid from this book to prove what I advance. 
They will be found worthy of their notice. 1 


1409 


Fepruary, 1814. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
The Loan Bill. 


1410 


shall content myself with a very few, as I must 
not trespass too long on the Committee, and leave 
the subject then to any refutation of which gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House may think 
my argument susceptible. 

“The same petitions having been presented to the 
House of Lords against the Spanish depredations, that 
had been presented to the House of Commons, their 
Lordships likewise took that affair into their corisider- 
ation in a Committee of the whole House, the Lord 
Delaware being chairman; and, after the necessary 
examinations were over, the Earl of Cholmondeley 
stood up, and spoke to the following effect.” 


Lord Cholmondeley’s speech then follows, at 
some length, which it is not necessary for me to 
recite. I pass on to the resolutions with which 
it concludes. They are in page 325. 


“1, Resolved, That the subjects of the Crown of 
Great Britain have a clear and undoubted right to 
navigate on the American seas, to and from any part 
of His Majesty’s dominions; and for carrying on such 
trade and commerce as they are justly entitled to in 
America; and likewise to carry all sorts of goods and 
merchandises, or effects, from one part of His Majes- 
ty’s dominions to any other part thereof; and that no 
goods being so carried are, by any treaty subsisting 
between the Crowns of Great Britain and Spain, to be 
deemed or taken as contraband or prohibited goods. 

“2. Resolved, That it appears to this House, that, 
as well before as since the Treaty of Seville, on the 
part of Great Britain, divers ships and vessels, with 
their cargoes, belonging to British subjects, have been 
violently seized and confiscated by the Spaniards, upon 
pretences altogether unjust and groundless; and that 
many of the sailors on board these ships have been 
injuriously and barbarously imprisoned and ill-treated ; 
and that thereby the liberty of navigation and com- 
merce, belonging to His Majesty’s subjects by the law 
of nations and virtue of the treaties subsisting be- 
tween the Crowns of Great Britain and Spain, has 
been unwarrantably infringed and interrupted, to the 
great loss and damage of our merchants, and in direct 
violation of the said treaties. 

“3. Resolved, That it appears to this House, that 
frequent applications have been made on the part of 
His Majesty to the Court of Spain, in a manner the 
most agreeable to treatics, and to the peace and friend- 
ship subsisting between the two Crowns, for redress- 
ing the notorious abuses and grievances before men- 
tioned, and preventing the like for the future, and for 
obtaining adequate satisfaction to his injured subjects; 
which, in the event, have proved entirely fruitless and 
of no effect.” 

The nobleman who followed the mover of these 
resolutions, was Lord Carteret, whom it cannot 
‘be necessary to remind this Committee was one 
of the leading statesmen of his day. This whole 
speech teems with illustrations of the principle | 
that by the law of nations free ships make free | 
goods; and abounds with expressions of the most | 
lively indignation at England’s long submission 
to the Spanish violation of this principle. In 
page 326, Lord Carteret delivers his sentiments 
as follows: 

“ My Lords—The noble Lord has been pleased to 
give the House a very accurate, and I believe, a very 
just detail of the treaties upon which our right to a 
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point in dispute, 
Lords, betwixt us and the Spaniards, which, 
ed, must cither leave us in quiet and unin 
exercise of navigation and commerce, or m 
to Spain an absolute and uncontrollable sovereignty 
of these seas. The Spanish Court says, we have a 
right to search your ships; but no search aro the 
words that echo from shore to shore of this island. 
This, my Lord, is what we ought to insist upon; for 
without this concession, all other concessions from the 
Spanish Court are to no purpose.” 


Again, in page 333, he uses this very decided 
language— 

“ Yet, my Lords, unless we obtain the concession 
from them of no search, be the grounds what they 
will, we in effect give them such a right ; because, if 
we admit of one exception, of our restriction on their 
parts, there is not a ship of ours that trades lawfully 
on the seas, but what must necessarily fall within such 
exceptions and under such restrictions as will make 
her a lawful prize. Besides, my Lords, an absolute 
concession of this point from the Spaniards takes away 
chicane, it takes away all altercations, it takes away 
all grounds of dispute betwixt us and them, about 
latitude, possessions, prohibited goods, and all that. 
Thereby, my Lords, we do justice to them,’ we do jus- 
tice to ourselves, we leave them in full possession of 
all the advantages to which they are entitled by treaty ; 
we leave them in possession of the exclusive right of 
trading to their own settlements, so far as itis consist- 
ent with the treaty, for negroes ; we do not deny their 
right to seize our ships whenever found trading in 
their ports and harbors; and this, my Lords, is all 
that we can prudently grant, or they justly demand. 

“ I shall trouble your Lordships no farther; only, I 
shall observe, that what I propose is the most likely 
way to prevent the encroachments of the Spaniards, 
not only upon us but upon other nations of Europe. 
There is not a Dutch skipper who will not tell us that 
no search is the only remedy to be applied in this 
case ; no search, my Lords, is a cry that runs from 
the sailor to the merchant, from the merchant to the 
Parliament, and from Parliament, my Lords, it ought 
to reach the Throne. Wherefore, my Lords, I humbly 
move that the following words may be added to the 
noble Lord’s resolution : 

“ And that searching of such ships on the open seas, 
under the pretence of their carrying contraband or 
prohibited goods, is a violation and infraction of the 
Jaws of nations, and of the treaties subsisting between 
the two Crowns.” $ 


my 
if adjust- 
terrupted 
ust leave 


The book is oa your table, Mr. Chairman, for 
any gentleman to consult, who desires to exam- 
ine it; and it will be found full of interest. I 
will not pursue it further. I have introduced 
these few extracts in order to show, as to be sure 
they do most unequivocally, how animated and 
how absolute the English were not very long 
ago in a cause they have since cast upon us to 
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defend from their own most indefensible vio- 
lations. 

Thus, sir, from the Treaty of Utrecht, the au- 
thority of the Dutch and the example of the Eng- 
lish, we have memorable evidence of what all 
Europe considered the law of nations to be on 
that vital point for which I am inadequately 
contending. I hasten to show how,as it appears 
to me, its contraventions have arisen, For this 
purpose, allow me to bring very transiently into 
view certain circumstances which have contri- 
buted largely to the success of these unjust con- 
traventions. About the time of the British de- 
bates to which I have referred, it was the good 
fortune of England that France was governed by 
Cardinal Fleury ; under whose shrinking Min- 
istry the French marine was suffered to fall into 
that decay and decrepitude from which it. has 
never since been able to recover. Not Jong af- 
‘terwards, the triumphant administration of Lord 
Chatham was justified hy that best of all author- 
ities, great success, in the introduction of some 
of those violations of international law, of which 
such floods have followed the first experiment— 
sustained as they have been by the continued 
‘and irresistible successes of the English navy. 
‘It was the war terminating with the peace of 
1763, that witnessed the first appearance of the 
rule of 56, against which we have since had so 
much reason to complain. Cardinal Fleury had 
unhinged France and prepared her for reverses. 
“Lord Chatham’s genius took advantage of their 
situation ; and making the most at the same time 
of his own, he added encroachments on the law 
of nations to his victories over the French, and 
was enabled by the latter to enforce at all events, 
if not to authenticate the former. The rule of °56 
was an interpolation of the first impression. We 
may easily perceive what alarming effects such 
a violation must occasion on the privileges of 
forbearing neutrality. Like most other neutrals, 
the Dutch stopped on the threshold of remon-. 
strance. Like all other belligerents, the English 
disregarded their importunities and went on. 

It is not my design to dwell longer on these 
preliminaries. I have dwelt, I fear, too long on 
them already. But they are essential to the con- 
‘troversy. They are but a very few selections 
from a mass of transactions which might be ad- 
duced in evidence. I hope they have served to 
show, what certainly in abler hands they would 
prove beyond a cavil, that, in common with all 
other nations, England once acknowledged that 
free ships make free goods; and that she relied 
upon the power of her arms, not the justice of 
her cause, for the original introduction of those 
infractions of this principle, which have swelled 
since to such a bulk of injustice. There is only 
one particular remaining to be mentioned before 
‘Tleave this province of the subject. That, sir, 
is the Treaty of 1786, between France and Eng- 
land, which followed the acknowledgment of our 
independence in 1783, By that treaty it is once 
more expressly announced to the world that the 
high contracting parties recognise the principle 
that free ships make free goods. And thus it ap- 
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pears that from the Treaty of Utrecht, in 1713, 
(and Ineed not have stopped with that treaty,) 
down to that which succeeded our own sovereign- 
ty, in 1786, the treaty law is clear, consistent, and 
undeniable, on the position with which I have 
labored to strengthen the deductions I shall next 
attempt to draw. And the treaty law is certainly 
to be.preferred to all others, because it is the re- 
cord of national, as well as individual agreement 
and understanding, placed before the world as 
the best rule of international action. 

I now come at once to the war of 1792, which 
was the next succeeding that concluded by the 
peace of 1786. This war, which sprang from 
the French Revolution, was one of the Palace 
against the Cottage—a conflict of extermination 
—in which all the mitigation of hostilities, that 
time and refinement had sanctioned, were tramp- 
led out of sight. One of the first measures of 
England was the infamous starvation Order in 
Council, against which the American people and 
Government, under General Washington, so bit- 
terly, though with so much reason, inveighed, 
till it was repealed. The extraordinary embar- 
rassments occasioned by this Order, together with 
the system generally of which it was the harbin- 
ger, led to the negotiations which resulted in the 
treaty of 1794, It is not my purpose to speak of 
that treaty in a tone of censure, or to criminate 
any of the measures that followed from it. It is 
at an end, and the feelings that accompanied its 
existence may go with its demise. My object is 
to justify, if I can, the American Government, 
and to show the causes of its present posture. 
With this view it is not necessary that I should 
speak, even of our enemy, with an overheated 
violence; much less so that I should denounce 
any party in this country, in terms calculated to 
call forth feelings incompatible with a spirit of 
candid discussion. I have brought forward some 
commanding features in the laws of nations; I 
have pointed out their original infractions; it is 
my business now to prove, if possible, that some 
belligerent participation by this country in the 
strife that has shaken Christendom to its centre, 
became inevitable, without abandoning the com- 
merce that involved us. In this pursuit, I regard 
the course of either England or France but as 
their measures bear upon ours. I shall not step. 
aside on the useless inquiry, into which began to 
be unjust, which is most to blame, or which we 
have most to fear from or to hope. The effort I 
am engaged in is that of justifying ourselves; of 
vindicating the conduct of our own Government; 
of showing that the European struggle was not 
to be avoided, but by at least a temporary sacri- 
fice of our foreign trade; that be the President 
who he might, the Administration in the hands 
of whichever party you will, war was inevitable, 
without either drawing in, or giving up the com- 
merce whose protection has embroiled us. The 
wonder ought to be, and the merit, that hostili- 
ties have been averted so long. It was barely 
possible to procrastinate, impracticable to shun. 
The procrastination was purchased by sacrifices 
of the most impolitic cost to the American char- 


1413 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


T414 


Ferruary, 1814. 


The Loan Bill. 


H. or R. 


acter and resources. War was inevitable. It be- 
came so almost as svon as the struggle in Europe 
began. Itis not so dificult now to complain of 
what might have been, but was not done. But 
can any man even now say, what policy would 
infallibly have saved us from hostility ? 

The treaty of 1794 healed over the injuries we 
had till then continually endured from England, 
both by land and by sea, notwithstanding the 
Treaty of Independence. But we had rival na- 
tions to deal with; and what was the result of 
the treaty of 1794, as respects our relations with 
France? Gentlemen all remember the heart- 
burnings and outrages which ended in the naval 
warfare with the French Republic in 1797 and 
1798. In 1799 the present Emperor of France 
became, by another title, the Chief Magistrate of 
that nation. Anxious, as he naturally was, to 
strengthen his hands by as many pacifications as 
he could accomplish with the various countries 
in collision with his own, he soon after his ac- 
cession subscribed to the amicable convention of 
February, 1801, which was ratified under Mr. 
Adams’s Administration. What effect this con- 
vention would have had on our commerce with 
England it is not difficult to perceive, had it not 
been for the intervention of the peace of Amiens 
between England and France, almost immedi- 
ately afterwards, in 1802. The ink with which 
Lord Cornwallis signed the Treaty of Amiens 
was hardly dry before it was resolved by the Eng- 
lish Government to put an end to it by another 
rupture. In the Fall of 1802 it was perfectly un- 
derstood in Kurope—perfectly well known to both 
Cabinets—that the renewal of hostilities was at 
hand. They were deferred till the Spring of 
1803. On the i6th April Mr. Addington an- 
nounced to the IIouse of Commons that peace 
was not to last much longer; and on the 21st 
May, unless I mistake the dates, (I quote them 
from memory,) the English hostile manifesto ap- 
peared. Till this period a coincidence of fortui- 
tous circumstances had preserved the United 
States from solemn war, (though there was some- 
thing very like it in 1797,) and had afforded to 
their foreign commerce a prosperous harvest of 
wealth with comparative security. As long as 
we quarrelled with France we might count upon 
England. rom the rupture of the peace of 
Amiens, in 1803, it is difficult to consider the 
policy of the belligerents, as it has since disclosed 
itself, without a conviction that they had deter- 
mined much sooner than they avowed it, to drive 
all neutrals from the field, and of course to drag 
us.into their contest. We were, indeed, the last 
to fallin. Our distance and our resources saved 
us for a long time. But the escape entirely was 
out of the question, without a sacrifice of our 
commerce, either by fighting for it or abandoning 
it. During the years 1305, ’6, ’7, °8, 79,710, 711, 
and 12, everybody calls to mind the astonishing 
continental successes of France, which were 
checked only by the conflagration of Moscow, 
and of which the tide from there thrown back 
has never ceased to overwhelm the French, till 
stayed at last perhaps upon the borders of the 


Rhine. The whole continent of Europe yielded 
to the continental system, which was to crush 
the commerce'and manufactures of Great Brit- 
ain. From Cadiz to Cronstadt there was nota’ 
port in which either the direct agency or the in- 


fluence of France was not felt to the exclusion 
of the productions of England. 
armies of douaniers were openly stationed, and 
in the rest the system of the French monarch was 
enforced through the medium of his influence. 
During the same period the conquests of England 
on the ocean were as continued and as complete 


In most of them 


as those of her enemy on the land. England, who 
went wantonly into the war of 1792, was now, 
inthe language of her statesmen, struggling sin- 
gle-handed in self-defence. For trade and colo- 
nies, France expelled England from the conti- 
nent of Europe. In self-defence, England sub- 
dued every colonial settlement, every insulated 
territory, every distant possession, accessible to 
naval approach. The West Indies and the East 
became entirely her own; nota hostile fleet was 
permitted to spread its sails upon the ocean 
searce a single frigate dared to venture out to sea. 
Thus France consummated her continental pre- 
ponderance—England consummated her proponi: 
erance on the seas. Instedd of any fair balance 
of power, any equilibrium of relative strength 
made up of due proportions of territorial and mar- 
itime force, a most unnatural and alarming spec- 
tacle was presented of all the land balanced 
against all the sea. No neutrals were tolerated. 
France said so without reserve—England said so 
through the habitual discourses of her Sheffields, 
her Cannings, her Stephens. “ War in Disguise” 


gave us sufficient notice of our fate. England 
impressed men in our harbors from our ships, 
public and private, and murdered American citi- 
zens in our coasting shallops. 


France burnt our 
vessels and cargoes on the high seas. Ail other 
neutrals disappeared, and why should we be left ? 
We were left for.a time only to become the me- 
dium—the anvil—of a most stupendous strife of 
belligerent commercial retaliation. Each party 
struck us to the earth without apology, and then 
pressed us to join her side as the only alternative 
for salvation. What was to be done? What 
could we do to preserve both our commerce and 
our peace? It was utterly impossible. Impartial 
and dispassionate men—posterity—will do justice 
to our neutrality, our forbearance, and pronounce 
that war was to be avoided only by withdrawing 
from the scene of our distresses. The merchants 
were for war—for war against Great Britain. 
Need I recall the recent recollections of that en- 
thusiastic and unanimous resistance with which 
the revival of the rule of °56 was encountered, 
the first great outrage on the law of nations and 
on our commerce? Like all the injuries from 
England, it was first acted on, then promulgated. 
We felt it to the quick before we knew of its ex- 
istence. From New Orleans to Portsmouth, not 
a city on the seaboard but remonstrated with Gov- 
ernment against its endurance. Not a merchant 
in the conntry but declared for opposition to it. 
The President was besieged with addresses; one 
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in particular, from Boston, which was ascribed to 
the pen of an estimable gentleman, now an hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, breathed a 
peculiar spirit of indignation and defiance. It 
described the injuries from France and Spain as 
indeed deep and painful, but inconsiderable when 
contrasted with the more numerous, unwarrant- 
able, and fatal ravages of Great Britain. A Gov- 
ernment immovably attached to the policy of 
peace, still practised and counselled forbearance 
and circumspection. Dreading the calamities of 
war, it calculated them at a dearer cost than that 
of continued endurance. It hoped the crisis would 
go by—it hoped that one or other of the belliger- 
ents would yield. It was mistaken. But who 
could have foreseen the unexampled extremes 
that so speedily ensued? A momentarrived de- 
manding a determination. The Government re- 
solved to retire altogether from the theatre of 
hostilities—to withdraw for a time within the 
safe retirement of our own homes, and to watch 
and wait more auspicious events. 

I do not say this determination was right. 
That is not my object. I doubt, moreover, whe- 
ther it was so. Ihave always thought that the 
burst of national indignation which exploded at 
the attack on the frigate Chesapeake should have 
been seized as the proclamation of war. But, 
my immediate purpose is not to ascertain wheth- 
er a war or an embargo was to be preferred, but 
to show that one or the other was inevitable. It 
was a maxim of the late Mr. Fox that, a party 
admits itself to be in the wrong when it does not 
accompany its complaints with instructions how 
to remedy them. Now, Mr. Chairman, I should 
be glad to learn what there was to be done, which, 
circumstnced as this nation was, and jas the bel- 
ligerents were, would, at the same time, have 
saved our commerce and averted war. Take 
who you will and place at the head of affairs; 
call back again that being who is now canonized 
as the Father of his Country ; get, if possible, a 
better and a wiser one; and then point out how he, 
how any man, could have prevented or dispersed 
the storms that had been so long thickening in 
our horizon and were- destined to break upon our 
heads. The time had come, sir, when that bridge 
of tonnage which linked us to the shores of Ku- 
rope must be swung loose, or swept from its po- 
sition. It is easy now to clamor at what is past. 
But, let any dispassionate man look back on the 
details of those transactions of which I have 
taken a rapid and indistinct retrospect, and I 
think he must acknowledge the very great diffi- 
culty, if not impossibility of escaping trom their 
operation. 

The bold experiment was made of an embargo. 
I will not say what might have been the success 
of this appeal to the virtue of a nation. Tt was 
not permitted to be fairly tried. First modified, 
then abandoned, the restrictive system languish- 
ed in non-intercourse and non-importation acts. 
But the die wascast. Those acts were totally in- 
adequate. From the repeal of the embargo, war 
became obviously and immediately inevitable, 
though it was not declared till the Summer of 1812. 


Soon afterwards, intelligence reached us of 
what is called the revocation of the Orders in 
Council, and consequently, as is argued, of the 
removal of all cause of war. But. I tell you, 
Mr.. Chairman, that the Orders in Council have 
not been revoked, and that their present footing 
is more reprehensible than before. A partial, 
conditional, temporary suspension of their actual 
operation has, to be sure, been wrung from the 
British Government by the cries of their famish- 
ed manufacturers. ‘These curses have, indeed, 
been thrown back into Pandora’s box, but they 
are not destroyed; and the fiend stands ready, 
with the keys brandished in her hand, to take 
them out again, whenever another exigency shall 
arise. To take them out again, with what au- 
thority? Why, sir, as another section of the 
ancient maritime rights of Great Britain—dear 
to her as her existence, legitimate as her renown. 
When these pernicious outrages on the Jaw of 
nations were first suggested, but a few years ago, 
to the late Mr. Pitt, he is understood to have 
rejected them with unqualified condemnation, 
as not only unwarrantable, but infinitely more 
threatening for England than her enemies. Af- 
ter his death, however, the disciples of his school 
ventured to make a trial of their efficacy, but 
without even a pretence, originally, of their le- 
gality. Their only plea was expediency. Their 
conformity with the law of nations was not so 
much as pretended. They were the extreme ef- 
fort of a case of extreme urgency. They were 
edicts of mere retaliation, provoked and justified 
alone by the preecding violence of France. But 
now, after a few years of existence, they have 
come to be incorporated with the law of nations. 
They are suspended, to be sure ; but, like the rule 
of °56, their legality is as clear as their antiqui- 
ty. They are a part of the defensive system of 
England’s undoubted maritime rights. I tell you, 
therefore, Mr. Chairman, that the Orders in Coun- 
cil are not revoked. 

But for argument’s sake they shall be. It is 
my wish to afford our opponents all they require 
in point of fact, and on their own postulate to 
show their errors. The Orders in Council re- 
moved, what remains? The question of impress- 
ment. I am positively ashamed, sir, to occupy 
the time of a public body with any consideration 
of a topic so hackneyed, so vulgarized, I may add, 
as this quarrel of impressment. Still, to any- 
thing like a full summary ‘of rational justifica- 
tion, it is essential to embrace this point among 
the rest. In fact, it is a very prominent one. 
That it is a grievance which began with our be- 
ginning as a nation, and which has grown with our 
growth, down to the moment when I am consid- 
ering it, is a conclusion to be collected, beyond a 
doubt, from the documents on your tables. Not 
an Executive, not a Secretary of State, not a 
Minister to England, have you ever had, whose 
revolting and contumelious office it has not been 
to expostulate and to menace in vain upon this 
distressing outrage. . 

June 11th, 1792, Mr. Jefferson, then Secretary 
of State, under President Washington, writes to 
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Mr. Thomas Pinckney, our Minister at London, 


‘thus: 

“In order to urge asetilement of this point (im- 
pressment) before a new occasion may arise, it may 
not be amiss to draw their attention to the peculiar 
jrritation excited on the last occasion, and the difficul- 
ty of avoiding our making immediate reprisals on their 
seamen here.” . 


On the same subject, he writes to Mr. Pinck- 
ney, under the date of the 6th November, 1792: 

“It is necessary to develop to you the inconvenience 
of this conduct, (impressment,) and the impossibility 
of letting it go on.” 


On the 11th of June, 1792, to Mr. Pinckney, he 
continues: 

“That there was great difficulty in preventing re- 
prisals being instantly made on British seamen in the 
United States.” 


In the same letter, speaking of the proposition 
on the part of Great Britain to compel our sea- 
men to be furnished with what are familiarly 
called protections: 


“ We entirely reject the mode which was the subject 
of conversation between Mr. Morris and the British 
Minister, which was, that our seamen should always 
carry about them certificates of their citizenship.” 


Mr. Pinckney, in attempting a treaty with Mr. 
Bond, under Lord Grenville, thus expresses him- 
self to Mr. Jefferson : 

‘aI answered that, unless we could come to some 
accommodation which might insure our seamen against 
this oppression, (impressment,) measures would be 
taken to cause the inconvenience to be equally felt on 
both sides.” 


Mr. Pickering, Secretary of State, writes to 
Mr. King, 11th September, 1796: 

“If the British Government have any regard to our 
rights and respect to our nation, and place any value 
on our friendship, they will even facilitate to us the 
means of relieving our oppressed citizens.” 

Judge Marshall, when Secretary of State, 
writes to Mr. King, dated 20th September, 1800: 


“Should we impress from the merchant service of 
Britain not only Americans, but foreigners, and even 
British subjects, how long would such a cause of in- 
jury, unredressed, be permitted to pass unrevenged ? 
How long would the Government of Britain be con- 
tent with unsuccessful remonstrance and unavailing 
memorials? 1 believe, sir, that only the most prompt 
correction of, and compensation for the abuse would he 
admitted as satisfaction in such case.” 


Then the Judge admonishes them to desist, lest 
they force our Government into measures which 
may possibly terminate in open rupture. 

Mr. Madison, Secretary of State, writes to 
Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney on the 5th January, 
1806, and asks: 

« Can it be reasonable or just that a belligerent com- 
mander should be permitted, without recurring to any 
tribunal whatever, to examine the crew of a neutral 
vessel, to decide the important question of their re- 
spective allegiances, and to carry that decision into 
immediate execution, by forcing every individual hg 
may choose into a service abhorrent to his feelings; 
cutting bim off from his most tender connexions, ex- 
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posing his mind and his person to the most humiliating 


discipline, and his life itself to the greatest danger ? 
Reason, justice, and humanity, unite in protesting 
against so extravagant a proceeding.” f 


And again, on the 17th of May, 1806, Mr. Mad- 


ison, writing to Messrs. Monroc and Pinkney, 
says: 


“The importance of effectual remedy for this prac- 


tice derives urgency from the licentiousness with which 
it is still pursued, and from the growing impatience of 
this country under it.” i 


On the 20th May, 1807, he writes to Messrs. 


Monroe and Pinkney— 


«Without a provision against impressment, no treaty 


is to be concluded.” 


In a letter from Mr. Pickering, when Secretary 
of State, to Mr. King, June 8th, 1796— 


«The simplest rule would be, that the vessel being 


American, should be evidence that the seamen on board 
her are such; but it will be an important point gained 
if, on the high seas, our flag can protect those of what- 
ever nation who sail under it.” 


September 10, 1796, Mr. Pickering writes to 


Mr. Rufus King, our Minister at London— 


“The subject of impressed seamen makes a part of 


your instructions; but the President now renews his 
desire, that their relief may engage your special at- 


tention.” 

October 26, 1796, Mr. Pickering writes to Mr. 
King— 

‘ For the British Government to make professions of 
respect to the rights of our citizens, and a willingness 


to release them, and yet deny the only means of ascer- 
taining those rights, is an insulting tantalism.” 


October 3, 1797, Mr. Pickering writes to Mr. 


King— 


« Mr. Liston has assured me, that the British officers 


have orders not to impress any American seamen, and 
of course not to retain against their will any already 
impressed ; but, if they insist in obstructing every 
channel of information and proof of their citizenship, 
such orders are, and will continue, deceptive.” 


July 30, 1794, Mr. John Jay, then at the Court 


of London, writing to Lord Grenville on the 
subject of impressment, says: 


“Relying on the justice and benevolence of His Ma- 


jesty, leads him to indulge a pleasing expectation that 
orders will be given that the Americans so circum- 


stanced (impressed) be immediately liberated, and that 
persons honored with His Majesty’s commission do in 
future abstain from similar violences.” 


In negotiating with Mr. Liston, for a reciprocal 
delivery of deserters, Mr. Pickering states l— 


« To be utterly inadmissible, unless it would put an 
end to impressments.” 


September 20, 1800, Judge Marshall, then Sec- 
retary of State, writes to Mr. King— 

“ The mere release of the injured, after a long course 
of service and suffering, is no compensation for the 
past, and no security for the future. It is impossible 
not to believe that the decisive interference of the Gov- 
ernment, in this respect, would prevent a practice the 
continuance of which must inevitably produce discord 
between two nations which ought to be the friends of 
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each other; ‘The United States, therefore, require pos- 
jtively that their seamen, who are not British subjects, 
whether born in America or elsewhere, should be ex- 
empt from impressment.” 

“Thus, sir, it appears that there never was any 
‘doubt entertained respecting this cause of war till 
war was declared for its removal ; and if, in 1806, 
Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney did make a treaty 
‘without the arrangement of some satisfactory plan 
-for preventing impressment, it is difficult to ima- 
gine more complete justification for Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s rejection of such a treaty, than the instruc- 
tions I have read, which led toit. These instruc- 
tions are positive to make no treaty without such 
an arrangement. 

Permit me, now, to solicit your attention to 
half a page I propose to read from a book Tam in 
the habit of often referring to. and never without 
‘deriving instruction and edification. It is the 
Chief Justice’s Life of Washington, from which 
we may gather that elevated person’s sentiments 
ofimpressment. He had been Secretary of State; 
was familiar with the best annals of the nation; 
wrote his history ata moment when dispute ran 
high on this particular; and of course what he 
says may be accepted as not having been com- 
mitted to publication without scrupulously weigh- 
ing every word, and cautiously guarding against 
any improper import: 

“ Hostilities on the ocean disclosed still another 
source of irritation, which added its copious stream to 
-the irresistible torrent which threatened to sweep Amer- 
ïca into the war that desolated Europe. 

“The practice of manning thcir fleet by impressment, 
was one to which the British Government had long 
been accustomed to resort. The exercise of this pre- 
yogative had not been confined to the land. Merchant- 
men, in their ports, and even at sea, were visited, and 
mariners taken out of them, to be employed in the 
Royal navy. The profits of trade enabling ncutral 
‘merchants to give high wages, British sailors were 
tempted in great numbers to enter their service; but 
the neutral ships furnished no protection. Disregard- 
ing the bottom in which they sailed, the officers of the 
navy impressed them wherever found—often scarcely 
Jeaving hands enough to navigate the vessel into port. 

“To the abuses to which such usages are liable, the 
Americans were peculiarly exposed. Tescended from 
the same ancestors, and speaking the same language, 
the distinction between them and the English, though 
in general sufficiently marked, was not always so visi- 
ble ag to prevent unintentional error; nor were the 
captains of ships at all times very solicitous to avoid 
mistake. Native Americans, therefore, were frequently 
impressed, and compelled to serve against the French 
Republic.” 

So carly, then, as 1792, it appears that native 
Americans were frequently impressed. 

With such moving and irresistible facts before 
us, can we, should we, be drawing lines of dis- 
tinction between the native and the naturalized ? 
Or is there the least weight in the objection some- 
times urged, that, as the navigating and mariner 
‘States do not complain of impressment, the agri- 
cultural and other States ought to submit to it? 
Imipréessment being a breach of national sove- 


tion. The majesty of the people, altogether, 
must determine for themselves on.all points of 
national sovereignty and foreign encroachment. 
No State can be commissioned to decide in such 
acase. But, is it true that none but the Eastern 
States are injured by impressment? Lord Cas- 
tlereagh acknowledges 1,600 Americans to be 
wrongfully detained. Are they all from Massa- 
chusetts? Is 1,600 the total amount of impressed 
Americans? Ask your flag, sir, that glorious flag 
which, after striking the flag of England from 
her masts, has, in every instance of its surrender, 
detected Americans in the ships it covered. On 
board the Guerriere there were, I think, seven; 
on board the Macedonian, five; on board the Java, 
eleven; on board the Peacock, three. Steele’s 
formidahle list gives us a thousand British vessels 
of war. Now, take the number of our people dis- 
covered on board the little Peacock as the aver- 
age; does not an arithmetical deduction give you 
3,000 Americans in the British navy ? Certainly, 
you have at least 3,000 men fighting their battles, 
or, more barbarously still, dying in their hulks as. 
prisoners of war. But we know that this average 
1s much too small. We know from the muster- 
rolls of the Moselle, and another which fell into 
the hands of Commodore Rodgers, that very many 
more than three to a crew is the proportion. But 
these men are necessary, they are indispensable, 
to thenavy of Great Britain. Waiving the weak- 
ness of the plea, is such the fact? Are 1,600 or 
3,000 Americans, or more, indispensable to a navy 
which keeps 160,000 seamen constantly in its em- 
ployment? The question answers itself. They 
are not necessary. Their enlargementis, indeed, 
most necessary to our character, to our sovereign- 
ty, and to our national well being. But their de- 
tention is of little moment to the Interests of Great 
Britain. If it were, indéed—if this cry of self- 
defence, of vital expediency, if even this were 
founded in truth, independently of all right and 
abstract justice, I should pause, for one, about 
wresting impressment from the English grasp. 
Proud, sir, of my descent from England,at a time 
when the genuine principles of English freedom 
and English law were still unadulterated; and 
sensible of the many claims of the English people 
on the consideration of all others,even now when 
these principles are no longer the fashion at 
Court, should be loth to press a contest which 
must terminate in the downfall of Great Britain, 
or the discomfiture of the United States. It is 
not the downfall of Great Britain I desire. Not 
atall. Itris nothing more than her reasonable 
curtailment, her restriction to those grounds of a 
reasonable maritime ascendency, which I have no 
objection she should continue to enjoy, and which 
she certainly may continue to enjoy, without the 
prostration of our most sacred privileges and most 
important interests. 

Supposing, then, as is most clear, that her re- 
linquishing of impressment will not be the cause 
èf her ruin, and supposing no other cause for the 
war in which we are engaged, is not this one 


reignty, it is not where it cuts deepest, nor how it | a use enough? What was the pretext for the 
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rupture of the peace of Amiens? Unless I mis- 
take, the island of Malta. What occasioned the 
war between France and Austria in 1805? Un- 
less I am mistaken, the city of Venice. What 
moved to the war that has lately desolated Eu- 
rope and drenched two-thirds.of that Continent 
in carnage? Commerce. What are the mate- 
rials out of which have been woyen the history, 
the oratory, and the poetry of modern times? 
Territorial disputes, commercial rivalships, the 
balance of power. What has immortalized in 
England herself an individual of very moderate 
talents; whose indefatigable charity compelled 
the great rival Statesmen, Mr. Pitt and Mr. 
Fox, to suspend their criminations, and fall into 
the ranks which Mr. Wilberforce led on! one of 
them, as is generally believed, against his own 
conviction? The abolition of the slave trade. 
And is commiseration for the black, more lauda- 
ble than for the white? Has the African claims 
on humanity which are not known to the Ameri- 
can? Or is it a mitigation of the traffic in flesh, 
that, whereas the slave trade is confined to one 
country and one race of unfortunate beings, im- 
pressment is made to be felt in every clime, and 
fixes on civilized men for its victims? Nature 
and her laws combine with the laws of nations to 
consecrate a cause like ours. Talk of defensive 
war, and rail at offensive ones, why what is this? 
May not men fight pro aris et focis on the seas? 
Without bringing into view the question of ex- 
tending territory by a ship, may not the Ameri- 
can mariner’s home be on the deep? Or must 
England alone march on the mountain wave? 
But is there no additional cause for our hos- 
tilities? Has nothing been superinduced by the 
war itself, adding to its original inducements 
most unparalleled aggravation? Mr. Chairman, 
yes, an atrocity overlooked by our Government, 
familiarized to the minds of the people; but one, 
nevertheless, against which every cottage should 
be hung with mementoes, every parlor tapestried 
with remonstrances. I allude, sir, to the barba- 
rian subornation by England of our Indian bor- 
derers, whose savage thirst has been slaked in 
the blood of our women and children, under 
the dircet encouragement of English agency. I th t y 
mean to take some notice of this nefarious inhu- | present hostilities came from the Indians deep in 
manity. The Executive Government of this | the Northwest, against the post of Mackinaw. 
country, which is accused of so much unfounded | And what was that unhappy man’s extenuation 
hostility to Great Britain, has omitted in my! of hissurrender? That the savages were swarm- 
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disprove it? There was indeed a period whea 
the drawing-room and the cabinet were hung 
with specious but most insidious trappings of 
amity; but even then the trans-Alleganean wil- 
derness was rustling with the preparation of the 
savage, licking his chops in ambush, and hanker- 
ing for the promised repast. There was a time 
when we examined the powder, and the arms# 
the muskets, and weapons, that fell into our hands 
at the battle of the Wabash, in order to ascertain 
whether the ear-mark of England was upon them. 
There was a time when, if such signs were de- 
clared to exist, ten thousand voices and pens and 
prints rose up to contradict the ungenerous asper- 
sion. Butthat time has passed away. The Eng- 
lishman and the Indian, like the mastiff and the 
wolf, since then have always roamed abroad to- 
gether; the one decorated with the collar and 
other indications of refinement, but without its 
heart; the other bounding in native ruthlessness ; 
and kept each other’s company scouring our for- 
ests, contending for their prey. ; 
Nor is this a new outrage, though never so sub- 
stantiated as now. In his celebrated speech on 
the British Treaty, Mr. Ames admits that the un- 
authorized agents of England might be expected 
to stir up our Indians, though he denies that the 
English Government participated in this excite- 
ment. But what was General Washington’s im- 
pression of the Indian war which carried Har- 
mer, and St. Clair, and Wayne, into the field? 
General Washingtons sir, was satisfied that Colo- 
nel Beckwith, the formal British agent, who prer 
ceded Mr. Hammond’s mission to America—that 
this agent had fomented the fury of the Indians. 
He directed the Secretary of State to remonstrate 
with Beckwith concerning it. And what did he 
offer in his excuse? After some prevarication, 
he acknowledged his own interference in that 
way, though he denied that he had acted by Lord 
Dorchester’s authority, and asserted that the step 
was merely his own. So long ago as 1792, was 
this iniquity in preparation. Within the last two 
years, every disguise has been thrown off, and 
it stands forward before the world in all its hor- ' 
rid incarnation of avowal. Before General Hull’s 
capitulation, the first blow that was struck in the 


humble opinion the most imposing and over- 
whelming complaints with which a nation ever 
was rebuked, by their silence on this subject. 
But I shall not follow the example of the Govern- 
ment; and shall make no apology for presenting 
this atrocity in its true colors. The British mani- 
festo of the 9th January, 1813, which puts forth 
their justification in this war, states expressly 
that Mr. Foster had instruction to repudiate the 
foul charge of their employment of our Indians. 
Did he do so? Never. I am aware at least 
of no solemn protestation from that Minister 
against this imputation, this indelible, deadly blot 
on the annals of this nation. But supposing that 
he had, would that alter the fact? Should that 


ing for his destruction; pouring down upon his 
army from the West and the North, and hasten- 
ing to their annihilation. Where has the battle 
been fought since, in which the English have not 
owed their success, wherever they have had it, to 
their Indian allies? Where hasa British regi- 
ment or a British soldier met an American fairly 
face to face, and staked the issue on the valor of 
Britonsand Americansalone? In every instance 
the terror of the tomahawk has been their strong- 
est; their only protection, their buckler and their 
sword. At Detroit, at Raisin, at Queenstown, 
everywhere their allies have been their saviours, 
Not a single general order has appeared from 
Prevost, from Brock, from Proctor, or from Vin- 
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cent, in which these wretches have not been offi- 
cially thanked for their material assistance. The 
British armies have traversed Canada with hordes 
of Indians for their wings, like ravens, like vul- 
tures of the desert, whose omnious flight portends 
death, and who banquet on the victims of their 
massacre. And is this lawful, or accustomed 
warfare? Will self-defence justify, should in- 
vasion provoke, or will anything atone for this ? 
Is it lawful to poison your wells or arrows, though 
your territory be overrun by an enemy? No, sir. 
no. Nothing can excuse or extenuale such bar- 
barities. Nor is excuse or extenuation sought for. 
They are referred to the detestable expediency of 
Lord Suffolk in 1777, whose rebuke by Lord 
Chatham we all remember, for his impious decla- 
ration, that England had a right to employ the 
Indians against the Americans, as means (to use 
his own infernal language) which God and na- 
ture placed at their command. 

What an outrage then this is! and what proof 
of it! From the official papers of the British 
commanders, ex cathedra, indeed, have we the 
evidence of this fell, unmanly, and unchristian 
outrage—an outrage that has no equal. I sol- 
emnly protest, Mr. Chairman, that my inconsid- 
erable knowledge suggests no oblation ever laid 
on the altar of human malignity and vindictive- 
ness to be compared with this subornation of 
our Indians—by the English who boast of their 
superior religion and charity, who have sent out 
more missionaries of late‘for the salvation of 
distant hemispheres than all the rest of the world 
put together—against us Americans, their de- 
scendants, their flesh and blood—through the in- 
strumentality of those savages whom by every 
liberality and study we have labored to humanize 
and amelicrate, and whom we could at any mo- 
ment either extirpate or expel from the neighbor- 
hood of our frontiers. It is, sir, an excess of wrong 
which absolutely flings the hurdle and guillotine 
behind, and occupies the most conspicuous place 
in the representation of our most unnatural pas- 
sions. Truc itis, lam aware of it, that we have 
latterly employed some of these monsters in our 
aimies. But not untila twelvemonth and more 
forbearance; not until after we were taught by 
bitter lessons that English officers and soldiers 
were to be opposed only by the auxiliaries of 
their own choice; not till we had learned that to 
carry consternation into British ranks, it was 
necessary to set before them the counterpart of 
their own allies. 

And yet this isa war without a cause! This 
is a war so wantonly waged on our part! This 
is the unnecessary, the wicked and the foolish 
contest we keep up! England, contrary to her 
own municipal laws, impresses her own subjects 
and forces them on board her navy. Contrary to 
the laws of nations, she compels these impressed 
subjects of her own to be accessary to the im- 
pressment of our citizens. For our resistance to 
this enormity on the ocean, she lets loose the sav- 
ages in our interior; she desolates and destroys 
our frontier hamlets and inhabitants; she threat- 
ens what in this place I am almost afraid to hint 


at; she threatens to invade our Southern States 
with her black regiments from the West Indies; 
to employ them in rousing our slaves to insurrec- 
tion—to cut the throats of their masters and mis- 
tresses—to imbrue their hands in the children’s 
blood of those who I hope generally make it their 
duty to soften as much as possible the lot of ser- 
vitude. All this we are enduring or threatened 
with by England, without cause of war! I can- 
not conceive for my part of cause more sacred, 
more flagrant, or more plain. When Francis the 
First of France made an alliance with the Turks, 
to enable himself to withstand the power of Au- 
stria and of Spain, concentrated under Charles 
the Fifth, all Europe cried out shame against a 
King who could stoop to be associated with infi- 
dels, whatever might be his emergencies. But in 
these days of refinement, the alliance of England 
with American Indians is no offence. I may be 
acting under delusion, Mr. Chairman; but I am 
free to say that no one in this country has the 
causes of this war more at heart than I have ;-no 
one is more deeply penetrated, apart from.all per- 
sonal considerations whatever, with a sense of its 
justice. And when I am inclined sometimes to 
be cast down at the unaccountable reverses we 
have experienced upon the land, I can always 
rally and console myself with the conviction that 
no Administration can relinquish such a conflict. 
You may change your Executive department to- 
morrow. You may install whom you please. 
There is no man—there is no men in America 
who could withstand this country’s indignation 
for one month, should they make any terms of 
peace relinquishing the rights we are contending 
for. Our security is in our cause. 

Such being the causes of this war, let us next in- 
quire, what are the events that have succeeded its 
declaration, which should drive us to abandon it? 
It has been disastrous, say its antagonists. It has 
so. I must confess it has had to struggle with 
unexpected difficulties, and unaccountable rever- 
ses. But is it therefore we should give it up? 
Remember the price paid for the privilege of de- 
claring it. Call to mind the members of that il- 
lustrious Congress, who during the Revolution 
were often obliged to fly, like conspirators, by 
night, from their beds, to places of safety. From 
Philadelphia to Baltimore, to Lancaster, to York, 
to Trenton. Did they yield to the current of dis- 
aster? Ifthey had, sir, our independence never 
would have been achieved. The years of the 
Revolution dragged on in delay, defeat, trial, and 
difficulty, With all its glorious circumstances, 
what was the battle of Bunker Hill? An over- 
throw. The invasion of Canada under Mont- 
gomery and Arnold; the affairs on Long Island; 
the capture of Fort Washington; the rout at 
Brandywine; the defeat at Germantowp; the 
partial success at Monmouth; the predatory and 
wasting excursions into Connecticut and Virgin- 
ia; the contest in the South, of which we have 
lately so well-drawn a picture by one of the prin- 
cipal performers on that theatre: what was it but 
a succession of total failures or transient tri- 
umphs? The man whose memory is now the 
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resting place of a nation’s benefactions, for whose 
particular association the two parties of this coun- 
try contend like the Greek cities for the birth- 
place of Homer, was then, almost as much as 
your present Generals, the object of American 
contempt and malediction. His army was wast- 
ing in sickness and inactivity ; his fortresses were 
taken from him; his plans were frustrated ; his 
troops were beaten. Yes, Mr. Chairman, there 
are venerable men of the delegation here, of which 
I am an unworthy member, who reccollect these 
things; who have told me that in 1776 not a town, 
nor a village, nor a passenger on the road between 
Philadelphia and New York, but was full of com- 
plaints against WASHINGTON himself, clamorous 
with despondency of the cause he was engaged 
in. Let us imitate the example of his constancy, 
not their despair. Let us never forget for a mo- 
ment that the character of our population, the 
structure of our Goverhment, our experience in 
war, our long repose in peace, do not justify the 
expectation of never-failing victory over a nation 
inured to arms and vast in capacity of annoyance. 
Like our forefathers of the Revolution let us 
make the least of defeat, and the most of success. 
Like them let us nerve our councils to bear the 
reverses of our arms, and like them we shall final- 
ly be triumphant. 

But this wanton and disastrous war is also par- 
tial in its pressure. What an objection to come 
from Massachusetts to Virginia! What an ob- 
jection, while any of the patriots of the Revolution 
survive! I mention it but to say that if Virginia 
had made such an objection to Massachusetts in 
1775, we should not now have been an indepen- 
dent nation. It is, however, unfounded in fact. 
The pressure is felt more severely in Virginia, 
Maryland, North Carolina, and_ Louisiana, than 
in any section whatever of the Eastern States. 

The war is moreover unpopular! In spite of 
the majorities in this House, the majorities of 
suffrages all over the country, the people are op- 
posed to the war! Majority, then, is not an evi- 
dence of popularity. No. It proves only the 
coherence of party. If this war were popular it 
would be successful in Canada! Ifso, Pompey’s 
was the unpopular side, when he fought at Phar- 
salia with all the hopes of Roman republican- 
ism under his standard, against Cesar and his in- 
vading regulars from Gaul. Caraclacus was un- 
popular when he fell before the legions of Claudius 
Cesar. The ravage of the Palatinate by Louis 
XIV. is aseribable to his popularity there. In 
short, all England’s efforts during the last twenty 
years have been unpopular while sustained in 
self-defence; all Bonaparte’s foreign conquests 
completely unpopular; nor has the war become 
popular with the French nation until brought 
home to their frontiers and breaking in upon 
their firesides! The idea is preposterous. 

At all events, again, and whether disastrous or 
popular, the contest is hopeless. Mr. Chair- 
man, how docs it happen that we are here delib- 
erating on the war? Is it more hopeless than 


that which our predecessors waged, without half 


the impulse pressing upon us in the present strug- 


gle, against difficulties incomparably more alarm- 
ing, and yet with complete success? Fs not this 
the old story of the Revolution? Does it not 
prove too much? J submit it to the logical mind 
of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. SHEFFEY,) 
who advanced it, that an argument proving too 
much proves nothing. Now, if we cannot under 
any provocation venture to resist Great Britain 
in arms, can we contend with 
Spain? Must we not tamely submit to all they 
may impose upon us? It will answer no purpose 
to wait for greater population and resources, un- 
less we are disciplined in the meanwhile in the 
school of trial and experience. 
tom our fellow-citizens to occasional hostilities 
one hundred millions of population would not 
be enough to oppose any foreign enemy, unless 
we learn in that school in which alt other na- 
tions have derived their instruction. 
tion of one hundred millions would be but an 
inert and degenerate mass, incapable of self pro- 
tection, destined to break down our Union by its 
own unwieldy and unmanageable weight. But 
again, sir, this objection is not founded in fact. 
Great Britain is not that inexorable and unyield- 
ing tyrant which gentlemen represent her. 
acknowledged our independence. 
Captain Whitby from one of her ships, 
Bradley from another, Admiral Berkeley from our 
coasts. Ungraciously, if you will; but yet she 
did it. She restored to the very deck of the vessel 
from which they were torn, the seamen of the 
Chesapeake; a greater humiliation than was ever 
assented to by a naval nation, proud of her mari- 
time supremacy. ‘Taken by force from the wa- 
ters in this neighborhood, as those men were, and 
five years afterwards publicly returned to their 
own ship in the harbor of Boston, I am not able 
to imagine a more complete capitulation. It was 
to all intents and purposes sending the English 
Doge to Paris. Besides, the late overture by the 
Bramble contradicts the common sentiment of 
the unyieldingness of Great Britain. She knows 
how to yield to circumstances, as well as others. 
In 1802 and 1806 she consented to an adjustment 
of the points of impressment, and vigorousl 

pressed no doubt she will learn to consent to it 


rance or with 


Unless we accus- 


A popula- 


She 
She removed 
Captain 


again. 

But this wanton, disastrous, partial, unpopular, 
and hopeless contest is likewise ruinous. Not 
ruinous most assuredly in the ordinary calamities 
of war. Plenty and comparative prosperity are 
almost universal throughout the country. Con- 
trasted with the situation of even the most fortu- 
nate nations of Europe, ours is quite an enviable 
one. Weare deprived to be sure of some of the 
enjoyments of a state of peace; but, notwith- 
standing all the atrocities of England on our sea- 
board and interior frontier, never was there a 
more tranquil or flourishing community in a state 
of war. Instead of clamor or repining, we ought 
to be grateful for these blessings. They are such 
as are vouchsafed to very fewcommunities indeed. 
But the clouds of finance are menacing to destroy 
us. Debts, loans, and pecuniary burdens are to 
grind us to the earth. We are forewarned by 


1427 


H. or R. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
Sa The Loan Bill. 


1428 


honorable gentlemen that these impositions are 
more than can be borne; that they must inevi- 
tably break our backs. Why really, Mr. Chair- 
man, there is something very extraordinary ‘to 
my mind in these financial horrors. As was 
answered most conclusively, as I think, by a gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Ruta,) can these 
apprehensions be reconciled with those immense 
advantages, which the same gentlemen who en- 
tertain them ascribe to our foreign commerce? 
Js it possible that we have had the second foreign 
trade of the world, pouring in all its affluence 
upon the United States for twenty years together. 
and that it has not made a sufficient stock of 
capital out of which to afford the means for a 
short war in itsdefence? With the predilections 
I possess for foreign commerce, impressed as I 
am with its great influence on the prosperity of a 
nation, I cannot suppose that such is the fact. 
The capital of this country is much greater than 
probably most of its citizens are aware of. 
have understood, from a gentleman of intelligence 
and observation, that the war has not occasioned 
the failure of any one merchant or mercantile 
firm of respectable standing upon the whole con- 
tinent of America. Not a single insurance com- 
pany, l believe, has found itself compelled to stop 
payment. Nora single bank, I will answer for it, 
whose failure can be imputed to the war. It was 
stated by the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Suer- 
Fey) that the Manhattan Bank of New York had 
been obliged to suspend its payments, and that 
this embarrassment was an evidence of the grow- 
ing scarcity of resources. But Tam told that in 
the first place the fact is not so; that the Man- 
hattan Bank, not having the specie in its own 
vaults (having removed it from New York toa 
place of greater safety) had merely required time 
to procure the specie from where it had been de- 
posited; and I am sure, in the next place, that if 
this bank really has failed, its stoppage cannot 
be traced to its advances to Government. On 
the contrary, I suspect that if it has experienced 
difficulties, it will find the credit it enjoys upon 
the strength of those advances, its best reliance 
for aid and recovery. I am yet to learn that 
banks constitute the wealth of a nation, however 
convenient they may be to its financial opera- 
tions. We have just been saved, in Pennsylva- 
nia, from the incorporation of a swarm of banks. 
Does any man suppose that we are the poorer 
for their having been negatived, or that there 
would have been more real resource in that State 
from their success? Surely nut. The resources 
would abide in the country even though all the 
banks should be swamped. How is it, sir, in 
England, the great mother country of finance ? 
Mr. Pitt stopped the specie payments of the Bank 
of England in 1797, unless [am mistaken ; and 
unless [ am equally mistaken, that bank has never 
since been open for the purposes of metallic pay- 
ments. Yet that the affairs of England have not 
been materially affected, I presume will hardly be 
denied. À 
The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that finance is 
still a political secret. Itis the modern Eleusi- 
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nian mystery of polities. I have taken some 
pains to become at least a theorist in the science; 
but, after consulting most of the treatises to be 
met with on this subject, I have not been able 
to arrive at any more satisfactory conclusion than 
that the whole matter remains yet to be devel- 
oped in its genuine effects) When Sir Robert 
Walpole introduced the funding system in Eng- 
land, he always admitted there was a certain 
ultimatum beyond which the national debt could 
not travel without national ruin. But now that 
ultimatum is quadrupled, aye, quintupled, and 
ruin still holds off. Mr. Pitt, unquestionably, 
like Sir Robert Walpole, one of the most emi- 
nent financiers that ever presided over the Gov- 
ernment of England, also subscribed to the idea 
of acertain ultimatum of debt, which could not 
be exceeded. His Ministry was almost avowed 
to be a system of expedients. Yet the debt has 
now left far behind this imaginary ultimatum, 
and this system of expedients has been crowned 
with success. Sir Robert Walpole used to say, 
when threatened with national bankruptcy and 
convulsion, that it had never been ascertained 
how much ruin there was ina nation, but that 
there certainly was a great deal. 

With the specie issues of the Bank of England 
so long at a stand, with the enormous increase of 
their debt, with the depreciation of their paper 
currency, what at last has conquered the gigantic 
power of France, dissolved the Confederation of 
the Rhine, rescued Russia from the Continental 
system and conflagation, restored Austria to the 
German Empire, broken the yoke of Holland, 
and recreated Prussia a Kingdom? The subsi- 
dies of England: that paper money which the 
French Emperor deprecates as the greatest ene- 
my to social order—as to his social order, it cer- 
tainly is. These subsidies have not been paid in 
hard money. No—buta very small part of them ; 
and the rest in English endorsements and dis- 
counts. With the feeblest Ministry that ever 
governed Great Britain since the Administration 
of Lord North, and engagements this year to the 
amount of at least one hundred and twenty mil- 
lions of pounds sterling, has that country been 
able at last to achieve what it so long has been 
striving for in vain. Neither the frosts of Rus- 
sia, nor the discipline and enthusiasm of all Eu- 
rope combined in arms, could have triumphed 
against the power of France, without the rein- 
forcement of English paper. It was the sword 
of finance with which Napoleon’s truncheon has 
been beaten down. It was with paper his confed- 
erates were seduced, and with paper arms his 
enemies have driven him behind the Rhine. 

What, then, have we to fear? Are our re- 
sources good ? Undoubtedly. We have as much 
metallic fund, probably, as England herself. Our 
credit is perfect—our country is confident—our 
means are all within ourselves. To draw them 
forth may cost more or less, according to circum- 
stances. But while we have them, most assur- 
edly we can use them. 

The allusion I have just made to the altered 
state of Europe within the last few months, will 
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justify me, I hope, in asking the Committee’s at- 
tention fora very few minutes to that subject. 
It abounds with interest, with instruction, with 
advantage to us. Russia, the Power with whom 
we have never had a difference, whose mari- 
time: views and interests are precisely our own, 
has finally proved victorious over France. Swe- 
den, another Northern Power, another advocate 
for the freedom of the seas, whose Crown Prince, 
like his great competitor on the French throne, 
is legitimated by talents beyond the divinest right 
of kings, Sweden partakes with Russia of all her 
victories, Austria is to become a navigating 
nation by means of the ports she is to acquire on 
the Adriatic. Spain revives to greatness, with- 
out her colonies, or Inquisition ; and in estimat- 
ing the benefits of these emancipations, it is diffi- 
cult to say which is the most to be desired, that 
from her colonies or that from her Inquisition. 
Italy is to be restored, probably without a Pope, 
in whose destitution she will be liberated from 
an odious combination of Christianity with tem- 
poral intrigue. Holland resumes the trade and 
naval prowess which so long contested the bal- 
ance with England; that trade which was freight- 
ed from every latitude; that navy which was the 
last to oppose itself successfully against the fleets 
of England: I refer to the battle of the Dogger 
Bank in 1787, when the Dutch Admiral Kings- 
berry defeated Admiral Parker. France, within 
the limit of the Rhine, the Pyrenees, and the 
Alps, remains great, without continuing to be too 
much so. In all these amazing restorations, 
there is, howcver, one country on the Continent 
whose omission I shall be pardoned for adverting 
to, to deplore it. I mean Poland—a country 
which afforded us many gallant auxiliaries in the 
war of our Revolution; a country which, though 
its modern history is not much knownin America, 
is more fertile of noble examples of the most he- 
roic patriotism, and more instructive in great 
Jessons of Republican integrity, than any other 
that exists. Within the last sixty years Poland, 
the only surviving Republic of the world except 
our own, has evinced, in innumerable illustrious 
instances, more of that immortal spirit which 
mankind admire in Greece and Rome, than the 
transactions of any other modern nation can afford. 
Barbarously subdued and mutilated as this rem- 
hant of the stock of European Republicanism 
has been by the despots surrounding them, I must 
confess, that there was something grateful even 
in the promise held out to them by the French 
Emperor, that their independence should be one 
of the fruits of his success. In the tempest of 
this man’s career, such corruscations shed a splen- 
dor on the general gloom. In the abject state of 
Poland, even the promise of freedom isa beam 
of hope. Ido not say that this promise would 
ever have been redeemed. But I know of no 
spectacle in our age more august, more Imposing 
than the Polish Diet which sat on the 1st July, 
1812, under the old Count Cztartozinski, as the 
French were advancing into Russia, when the 
prospect of liberty was once more lighted up be- 
fore the Poles. If Spain and Holland have our 


despotism on the ocean. 
of England’s naval footstool is already troubled 
under her. Like France she is hastening her 
fate by her own encroachments, Like France 
she will find it on the soil of Spain. 
sible that England can maintain at one and the 
same time the first navies and first armies in the 
world. Lord Wellington’s splendid career is ra- 
pidly undermining the best springs of British 
naval enterprise. 
prove itself the conqueror of the navy. The in- 


conquests, t i à i 
England has fought in Spain, against the invasion 
of France, have sapped, I trust, the foundation of 


commiseration, so should Poland. If Spain and 
Holland are restored to themselves, so should 
Poland be restored. I know of no sympathy for 
the one, to which the other is not at least equally 
entitled. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, may a balance of power 
be really established in Europe. The iron crown 


of Lombardy has been melted in the flames of 
Moscow. The most terrific ornaments in the 
French imperial diadem have been plucked away 
and scattered aside at the battles of Borodino and 
of Leipsic. 
in the infatuation of those who rule them. 
restlessness of ambition betrays and overturns it. 
But shall we not flatter ourselves that the limits 
of naval usurpation are soon to be marked, as well 
as those of the subjugation of the land? May 
we not hail the fall of universal France as the 
precursor to the fallof universal England? The 
moment is auspicious to such a consummation. 
The indications are abundant of its approach. 
Proximus Ucalegon: Great Britain goes next. 
In vain will the French be confined within their 
natural bounds, the Rhine, the Pyrenees, and the 
Alps, unless the English are limited to some re- 
urenchment of their formidable maritime domi- 
nion. There can be no true balance of power when 
England wields the undisputed, the only sceptre 
of the seas. Europe feels this conviction, sir, 
and no doubt the same ardent and concerte 
sistance which has triumphed over despotism on 


Mankind find their security at last 
The 


ree 


the Continent will turn its efforts next against 
The floating pediment 


It is impos~ 


The army of Kogland will 


vasion of Spain checked the career of French 
The battles of her own cause which 


her naval ascendency. Let us hope the trophies 
of Napoleon and Nelson may be interred together 
in the Spanish soil. What the Army of England 
has begun, the Navy of America shall complete. 
The little streams that have issued from the rock 
of American maritime spirit, shall swell till they 
turn the sanguinary and sordid tides of British 
naval glory. The world has witnessed the meet- 
ing of these waters; one a flood of avarice, piracy, 
and blood; the other a current of enterprise, in- 
tegrity and fortune: the world has seen them 
meet, und has pronounced upon the consequences. 
Let us hope, sir, that from all the astonishing vist- 
tations of the two last yearsa general and perma- 
nent peace will result. I am not of those Amer- 
ican politicians who pray for war in Earope as 
the field of commerce for America. I am satis- 
fied, on the contrary, thal a general European 


peace will be infinitely beneficial to American 
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foreign trade. The carrying States, those who 
have. ships without cargoes, timberheads without 
freights, may perhaps suffer ; though I doubt even 
their suffering. But the exporting, the agricul- 
tural States, those who can afford superfiuities of 
breadstuffs, of rice, of cotton, of wool, of hemp, of 
all the indefinite products of their various terri- 
tories, will be large gainers by perpetual peace. 
Peace is the element of their prosperity, war of 
their decline. 

To conclude—the hostilities in which we are 
engaged have been tempered by unexpected alle- 
viations of abundance and health. Manufactures 
have made a progress even more considerable, I 
imagine, than is generally supposed. They have 
supplied, far beyond our calculations, the deficien- 
cies and privations caused by the absence of for- 
eigntrade. Taxation, of which such apprehensions 
were indulged, seems to be submitted to without 
a murmur, without a sensation. The Union, which 
it was feared would be shaken to atoms by the 
first blast of war, stands firm and better fortified 
in the public opinion than ever. I have been told 
by a very intelligent native of Kurope, who was 
lately abroad, with the best opportunities of the 
best information, that the impression there, before 
the war, was.very general, that the American Con- 
federation was an Utopian experiment, calculated 
for peace, inadequate to war; and that no doubt 
the admiration and confidence will be proportioned 
to the disappointment of these ideas. -The Amer- 
ican national character has acquired in Europe 
invaluable consistency and elevation by the events 
of this war. The inhabitants of Europe will re- 
gard us through our naval performances; through 
that medium which is most near and most natural 
to their perspective, and which is most remark- 
able because of our triumphs over a maritime 
Power which had humbled and almost annihila- 
ted the marines of Zurope. 

Upon the land, in the Canadas, we have indeed 
been disgraced. But it is not there that Europe 
will inquire for ourreputation; and, if she should, 
there are no people so weil qualified by their own 
bitter experience to make allowances for our ig- 
norance in the artof war. They have felt it too 
much themselves, all of them, without exception, 
in their turns, not to be very reasonable on our 
incapacity. There is in fact a most consolatory 
assurance to be gathered from our very failures: 
They have taught us that the American Repub- 
lic is capable of sustaining the greatest of national 
trials, an unsuccessful war. The fortitude and 
ardor of the people have never been shaken. The 
resources of the country have never failed. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been connected with 
this discussion, by several gentlemen, some views 
of the questions of expatriation, naturalization, 
and retaliation. They are all important; but Í 
shall not trouble the Committee concerning them ; 
I am sensible of the large drafts I have already 
made on your forbearance; and these questions, 
moreover, cannot have justice done to them by 
being mixed up with any others. They deserve 
a distinct exposition. More than one gentleman 
being pledged to call them up in the course of the 


session, I shall have the liberty probably of debat- 


ing them by themselves whenever it is the imme- 
diate subject before us. The various topics which 
are naturally inserted into a general debate on the 
state of the Union are at any rate numerous and 
momentous enough; and while I fear I have ex- 
hausted the patience of the Committee, I am sure 
that the very cursory examination I have allowed 
myself of the several particulars I have treated is 
not calculated to show any one of them, much 
less the whole, in the best light. 

Mr. Chairman, I return my sincere acknowl- 
edgments to the Committee for the attention with 
which they have been pleased to accompany me. 
I flatter myself with the humble merit of having 
discussed with candor and calmness the interest- 
ing points under consideration. 


Turspay, February 15. 


Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to alter the time for hold- 
ing the district courts of the United States for the 
Virginia district; which was read twice,and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Tay Lor, from the committee on that part 
of the President’s Message which relates to a re- 
vision of the militia system, reported a bill in ad- 
dition to the act, entitled “An act to provide for 
calling forth the militia to execute the laws of 
the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel in- 
vasions, and to repeal the act nowin force for those 
purposes; which was read twice, and committed 
toa Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Taytor, from the same committee, who 
was instructed to inquire what provisions ought 
to be made for the payment of the militia called 
out under the authority of any of the State or 
Territorial Governments, made a report; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table. The 
report is as follows: 

That no legislative provision is thought necessary 
for paying militia detachments called out under the 
authority of State or Territorial Governments, provided 
it is sanctioned by the President of the United States. 
The committee are not advised of the existence of any 
case in which such sanction has been refused; if there 
be any, itis believed that the public interest will be 
better promoted by requiring special application in each 
case to be made to Congress, than by vesting in the 
States and Territories an uncontrolled power of charg- 
ing the United States with the expenses of militia de- 
tachments, ordered into service, perhaps, without ne- 
cessity, and possibly for objects inconsistent with the 
public welfare. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the same committee, who 
was instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making provision for the relief of the families of 
non-commissioned officers and privates, in the 
militia and volunteer corps, who have been slain 
by the enemy, or have died in service, made a 
report; which was read, and the resolution therein 
contained, was concurred in by the House as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the committee for revising the 
militia system be discharged from the further 
consideration of the said resolution. 
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An engrossed bill to establish the mode of lay- 
ing off the Territory of Indiana into districts, for 
the election of its members of the Legislative 
Council, was read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of James Craw- 
ford was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Onussy, the Committee on 
Public Lands, were instructed to inquire whether 
any, and, if any, what, further provision, by law, 
ought to be made for quieting and adjusting the 
titles to lands in the Mississippi Territory, and 
to report by bill or otherwise. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “ authorizing 
the President of the United States to cause to 
be built, equipped, and employed, one or more 
floating batteries for the defence of the waters 
of the United States ;” also, a resolution “ author- 
izing the transmission of a copy of the public 
journals and documents printed by order of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, to each of 
the Judges of the Supreme and District Courts 
of the United States ;” and also a bill “ to incor- 
porate a Fire Insurance Company in the town of 
Alexandria, in the District of Columbia;” in 
which bills they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 

On motion of Mr. Suerwoon, the bill for the 
relief of Henry Fanning passed through a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and, after being amended, 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


PENNSYLVANIA RESOLUTIONS. 


A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 
oF THE Unirep Srares, transmitting, at the re- 
quest of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, the fol- 
lowing resolutions of that body: 

“Considering that some of the gallant defenders of 
our country, who have been captured in honorable 
combat with the enemy, have been seized as traitors 
and thrown into prison, perhaps to languish out a pain- 
ful existence of privation and disease, or to receive 
judgment and sentence from a tribunal, where power 
shall take the place of justice, and vengeance usurp 
the scat of reason; we, the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
do adopt the following resolutions : 

“ Resolved, ‘hat we view with high approbation the 
decisive spirit and firmness which the National Au- 
thorities have manifested in securing hostages for the 
safety of those defenders of the Republic who are 
threatened with the penalties of treason against Great 
Britain, and while we are deeply anxious that a san- 
guinary result may be averted, and that the calamities of 
the war may be unembittered by unnecessary bloodshed 
or cruelty, we are nevertheless prepared under all cir- 
cumstances to support our Government in every mea- 
sure of just retaliation to which it may be driven by the 
violence of the enemy. 

“ Resolved, That the Governor be requested to com- 
municate a copy of the aforegoing resolution to the Pre- 
sident, with a request that he lay it before Congress.’ 


The Message and enclosure were read and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 
INTERNAL RESOURCES. 


Mr. McKim, of Maryland, rose to offer a resolu- 
tion, the object of which was to ascertain the ac- 


tual resources of the nation. He said he had long 
regretted the want of it, because he conceived it a 
species of information very essential to those who 
conduct the concerns of the nation. Any one 
who had attended to the course of the recent de- 
bate on the loan bill, would perceive the difficulty 
which had arisen from want of it. Assumed 
ground had been resorted to as to the basis of ar- 
guments, for the want of facts. It is impossible 
for an individual to manage well his private con- 
cerns, when he has not a correct knowledge of 
their situation; and it would be equally impossi- 
ble for Congress duly to manage the fiscal con- 
cerns of the nation, without an adequate knowl- 
edge of its resources. Under a conviction of the 
correctness of this view, he submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be directed to report to this House some practicable 
mode of procuring, at stated poriods, an account of the 
internal resources of the country, in natural products, 
agriculture and manufactures, together with such means 
of improving these resources, and promoting trade and 
intercourse between the different sections of the coun- 
try, as in their opinion the public good may require ; 
and that they have leave to report by bill or othewise : 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

THR LOAN BILL. 


The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole, on the loan bill. 

Mr. Incersot, of Pennsylvania, resumed the 
speech he had barcly commenced yesterday, and 
occupied the floor, in an animated vindication of 
the justice of the grounds of the present war, for 
nearly three hours. His speech is given entire in 
preceding pages. ‘ 

He was followed in debate by Mr. MONTGOMERY, 
of Kentucky, who had not spoken long, before the 
Committee rose, and the House adjourned. 


Wennespay, February 16. 


Mr. Desua presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Kentucky, praying that Con- 
gress will establish the mode of proceeding in 
controversies between different States, in order 
that measures may be taken to ascertain the bound- 
ary line between that State and the State of 
Tennessee.—Laid on the table. 

Mr. Incuam, from the Committee on Pensions 
and Revolutionary Claims, made a report on the 
petition of James Williams; which was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Incuam also made a report on the petition 
of William Dent Beall; which was read, and 
referred to a Committee of the Whole on Friday 
next. 

Mr. Yancey, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the petition of James Doyle; 
which was read. When Mr. Y. reported a bill 
for the relief of James Doyle; which was read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole. oe 

The bill from the Senate, “authorizing the 
President of the United States to cause to be built, 
equipped, and employed, one or more floating 
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batteries for the defence of the waters of the Uni- 
ted States,” was read twice, and committed to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

‘The resolution from the Senate, “authorizing 
the transmission of a copy of the public journals 
and documents, printed by order of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, to each of the 
Judges of the Supreme and District Courts of the 
United States,” was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill from the Senate, “to incorporate a 
Fire Insurance Company in the town of Alexan- 
dria, in the District of Columbia,” was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of Henry Fan- 
ning was read the third time, and passed. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that the Senate have passed 
the bill “to authorize the President of the United 
States to retain in service certain volunteer 
corps,” with amendments, in which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. : 


KENTUCKY RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. McKer, of Kentucky, presented to the House 
the following resolutions of the Legislature of the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky : 


“The Legislature of Kentucky, considering the pre- 
sent as an interesting and important crisis, in the ardu- 
ous contest in which we have embarked, for the pres- 
ervation of the important and essential rights of national 
sovereignty and independence, against the injustice, 
usurpations, and long-continued aggressions of an im- 

erious and inveterate enemy of that sovereignty and 
independence, which every citizen of our free and happy 
Government should at all times be prepared to lay 
down his life, if necessary, to maintain—fecl strongly 
impressed with the propriety, on this occasion, of rep- 
resenting (as they firmly believe they do) the almost 
unanimous sentiments of the citizens of the State which 
they represent, which are embodied and expressed in 
the following resolutions : 

“1, Resolved, by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, ‘That 
we firmly adhere to the General Government, and re- 
tain our attachment to the Federal Constitution, which 
binds us together, and with the fate of which we com- 
bine that of our own existence. 

“2, Resolved, That we possess an unabated con- 
fidence in the present administration of our National 
Government, now vested in the hands of an Execu- 
tive competent to steer the vessel of State between the 
vortex of domestic faction and the menacing rocks of 
foreign war. 

“3, Resolved, That the overtures of peace made to 
the British Government by ours, since the declaration 
of war, and the speedy acceptance of the proffered me-* 
diation of Russia, are irrefragable evidences (if any 
were wanting) of a sincere desire for a restoration of 
the blessings of peace on the part of our own, and of a 
persevering determination on the part of the British 
Government, to continue what their injustice and usur- 
pation first began, and furnish to our own Government 
the most irrefragable arguments for a vigorous, ener- 
getic, and zealous prosecution of the war. 

“4, Resolved, That the restriction on our commerce, 
lately enforced by an embargo, is wise, expedient, and 


politic, and repays privation and self-denial, by pre- 
venting the supplies of the enemy from our resources. 
We cordially approve the adoption, and doubt the 
patriotism that hesitates to submit to the national 
sacrifice. 

“5. Resolved, That, when a member of Congress 
shall not possess the virtue to resist party influence— 
when he shall not have the independence to vote the 
dictates of conscious rectitude, and the will of his con- 
stituents, so far as he has evidence of such will—he 
becomes unworthy of the dignified station of the Tep- 
resentative of a free and enlightened people, and is 
qualified only to represent a corrupt Government, where 
office is the price of dishonor—where the smile of the 
arrogant lordling compensates for deserting the inter- 
ests of the people. 

“6. Resolved, That the Governor of this State be 
and he is. hereby requested to transmit a copy of the 
foregoing resolutions to the President of the United 
States, and cach of our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress. 


Mr. McKee moved that the resolutions be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. Wariant, of Maryland moved, in addition, 
that they be printed. 

Mr. Gronpy, of Tennessee, called for a divis- 
ion of the question, as he was opposed to the mo- 
tion for printing the resolutions. He wasin favor 
ofan uniform practice in such cases; and, although 
the resolutions were approbatory of the measures 
of the majority, he could make no exception in 
their favor. 

Mr. Wricur withdrew his motion to print the 
resolutions. 

Mr. Grosvenor, of New York, inquired whe- 
ther a motion to allow the gentleman to withdraw 
the resolutions would be in order. 

The Speaker decided that such a motion would 
not be in order, . 

Mr. McKee made a few remarks in opposition 
to the suggestion of Mr. Grosvenor; when the 
question on laying the resolutions upon the table 
was taken, and carried without opposition. 


THE LOAN BILL. 


The Iouse then went into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill authorizing a loan for the year 
1814. 

Mr. Montreomery, of Kentucky, resumed the 
floor, and concluded, in about half an hour, the 
remarks he yesterday commenced in support of 
the bill. His remarks are given entire, as fol- 
lows: 

Mr. Chairman, I have risen to take some part 
in the discussion of the present question, not be- 
cause Lam certain I will say anything new or 
interesting ; I feel, in common with others, some 
anxiety to express those sentiments which, I trust, 
will justify me in the vote I intend to give on the 
bill now under consideration, and in the course 
which I have, and expect to pursue in my official 
character, scarcely hoping to make any change 
in this Committee or the House in the state of 
the votes. . 

The bill under consideration proposes to au- 
thorize a loan to defray the expenses of the war, 
in the present year; itis as yet blank; but from 


1437 


Fepavary, 1814. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. z 
The Loan Bill. 


1438 
H. or R. 


the report of the Committee of Ways and Means» 
it appears that the sum of twenty-five millions 


will be necessary to be raised in this way; and 
the blank is proposed to be tilled with that sum. 
The question which naturally presents itself, is, 
whether it isexpedient thus to fill the blank and 
report the bill? This question would, at the first 
view, seem to limit the discussion toa narrow 
compass; but it has been decided, and seems to 
be understood, that it is in order on this bill, to 
take a full view of our political transactions and 
condition in all their various relations. 

I do not propose to enter into so wide a range 
of discussion as some others who have preceded 
me; but 1 have thought it might not be amiss to 
indulge in some remarks on the question whether 
we had just cause of war against Great Britain. 

Sir, it appears to me that this nation has just 
cause of war, upon two grounds: Ist. For repa- 
ration for her captures and condemnations under 
her Orders in Council. 2dly. For the impress- 
ment of seamen on board our merchant vessels. 
Perhaps it would be more correct to say, two 
distinct causes of war. 

With respect to the first, I will say but little. 
It does seem to me quite clear, that if her Orders 
in Council were not authorized by those princi- 
ples of reason and justice which civilized nations 
profess to be governed by, under the name of na- 
tional law, that she is bound to compensate our 
citizens for all losses sustained under the opera- 
tion of those orders. I donot hesitate to say, sir, 
that those orders cannot be justified by any prin- 
ciple of national law ; and her rescinding of them 
amounts to something like an acknowledgment 
to that effect. Iwill not now dwell on this point. 

I will now proceed to consider the question of 
the right of the British to impress her seamen on 
board our merchantmen, with a view to show 
that she possesses no such right, and that the 
practice affords to this nation just cause of war. 

The fact of impressment is admitted on all 
hands; and, indeed, it isadmitted that many, very 
many, of our own native born and naturalized 
sailors, have been impressed under colar of im- 
pressing British sailors; the injury to our mer- 
chants is evident, and in many instances, great. 
The fact and the injury being clear, it seems un- 
questionably to devolve upon those who justify 
Great 
national! law she is justified. Those who oppose 
her pretensions, might well rest upon the fact and 
the injury. But I will not stop here; I will en- 
deavor to show that the practice is wholly ille- 
gal, as well in relation to the law of England as 
the law of nations. ; _ 

By the great charter of English liberty, it is 
provided, that no freeman shall be imprisoned, 


but by the judgment of his peers, or the law of 


the land. This may be considered asa funda- 
mental principle of the Government, and not to 
be altered but by the Parliament. A plain legal 
deduction from this principle is, that so long as 
it remains in force, every impressment, by mere 
Executive authority, is a trespass and false im- 
prisonment. I would not be understood to con- 


Britain, to show upon what principle of 


tend, that it is the duty or right of this nation to 
intermeddle with the municipal Jaws of England, 
so long as they are confined in their operation to 
English soil or English ships; let them impress 
within their own soil, and on board their own 
vessels, to any extent which the King and the 
naval officers may deem proper ; it is an affair be- 
tween the King and those impressed, with which 
we have no concern ; but when they choose to 
make our merchant vessels, on the high seas, the 
theatres of Executive trespasses and violence, the 


case is changed; when the contracts which their 
sailors have made with our merchants are, by 
force, violated, and our vessels deprived of the 
competent number of hands, and left to drift to 
and fro on the wide ocean, it becomes us to in- 
quire by what authority this is done.’ But, per- 
haps it may be thought our merchants err in em- 
ploying British sailors. 
British laws permit her sailors to go abroad; they 
can enter into contracts with their. merchants for 
a term of service, which may expire in a foreign 
country; our traders and navigators may inno- 
cently hire them, and when they have thus hired 
them and made the success of a voyage, ship, 
cargo, and profit, dependent upon their services, 
it does appear to me to be most flagrantly oppres- 
sive and unjust, on the part of the British Exec- 
utive, to interpose and forcibly wrest, from on 
board our vessels thus cireumstanced, even Brit- 


To this I answer, that 


ish sailors. I know it may be said, that the prac: 
tice of impressment is part of the law of England, 


and long usage on the part of the Executive 
branch of the Government, and some adjudged 
cases may be adduced, to give some countenance 
to the doctrine ; but I rest upon the great charter, 
and I apprehend no Englishman would feel will- 
ing to admit that its provisions could be changed 
by the King or the courts of justice. The prac- 
tice of impressment, then, I conclude is not war- 
ranted by the law of England; it is a trespass 
and false impressment in relation to the English 
sailor, and when committed on board an Ameri- 
can ship, a most wanton outrage, involving con- 
sequences which it behooves this nation to guard 
against. 


Permit me, sir, to test this practice by national 


law. Let us see whether any authority can be 
found for it, in any of those treatises which are 


generally among the civilized nations of Europe 
referred to as containing the recognised princi- 
ples of international law. If Great Britain pos- 
sesses this right of impressing her sailors, it would 
seem to me that it must be in virtue of some in- 
herent principle of right, applicable to all times 
and under all circumstances, and which must have 
developed itself long before this,and have received 
the approbation of the most polished nations., 
What is the law of nations in peace? I state- 
sir, that it is, that all nations havea right to nav- 
igate and fish on the high seas without molesta- 
tion, This is an everlasting principle of Nature’s 
law ; it rests upon a basis that cannot be shaken. 
The stores of the high seas are not to be exhaust~ 
ed; no nation can appropriate it, or any part of 
it, permanently ; it may be useful to all, therefore 
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it is free to all in time of peace, without any kind | tional foundation for the obligation of allegiance; 
of molestation whatever; any forcible interrup-| as well might I tell you, sir, that you were under 


tion or delay is a violation of the right. 


3 The | a perpetual obligation of gratitude to me, because, 
practice of impressment would be a most palpa- | 


having the power of assassinating you, I had failed 


ble wrong; and indeed the bare stopping a vessel | to do it. 


by force would be a violation of this great prin- 
ciple of the freedom of the seas. I refer to Vat- 
tel, pages 187 and 188, in support of this doctrine, 
and I believe every other author is in accordance. 
Those which I have read are. 

Is the practice of impressing, a belligerent right, 
upon the principles of international law? Ian- 
swer that itis not. According to Vattel, the right 

` of seizing for carrying goods contraband of war; 
the right of seizing for being about to enter a port 
actually blockaded by a competent force ; and the 
right of searching for and seizing enemies’ goods, 
constitute the sum total of belligerent rights, in 
opposition to the freedom of the high seas to 
neutrals. These are so many exceptions to the 
great principle of the freedom of navigating the 
high seas, and all that have been acknowledged 
by the nations of Europe. 

But, sir, it is not only contended here that the 
British Government have a right to impress sail- 
ors who have made temporary engagements with 
our merchants; but that they have even a right 
to impress those who have been naturalized ac- 
cording to our Constitution and laws upon the 
subject of naturalization. This position is found- 
ed upon the British common law doctrine of per- 
petual allegiance, and the vague plea of its being 
necessary on the part of Britain to preserve her 
national existence. I will here take the liberty 
of answering those arguments. In the first place, 
the doctrine of perpetual allegiance is a mere mu- 
nicipal law, not binding on the Government of 
any other countrys and I believe I cannot be cor- 
rected, when I say it is not the law of any nation 
except Great Britain and France; and still less 
am Lin fear of being corrected, when I say it is 
not a principle of national law. The contrary 
is laid down in Vattel, in Puffendorf, and in Bur- 


Jamaqui, and various other writers on the subject | 


of international law. , 

This doctrine of perpetual allegiance is more- 
over not warranted by reason or propriety. Itis 
said to attach at the time of birth, and to depend 
upon it. Whatis there in the birth of man which 
can bind him by the tie of perpetual allegiance 
to the Government of the place where he is 
born? To my mind, it appears to be a mere acci- 
dental circumstance, in which the will of the in- 
dividual is not concerned, and which of itself can 
be the basis of noobligation. Feeding, clothing. 
&c., certainly forms a strong basis for parental 
gratitude, and lays the child under obligation to 
make a suitable return to the parent in the same 
way, if necessary; but this seems to me to bean 
affair between the parent and child. What is 
done by the Government for the individual in his 
childhood, to lay him under such a perpetual ob- 
ligation ? I canjeonceive of no act. It is true, 
the Government abstains from taking his life 
when the physical power of so doing was in it; 
but I cannot conceive that this can be any ra- 


lt does not appear to me, that the obligation 
rests upon a different basis; it seems to me that 
protection on the part of the Government must 
be the foundation of the obligation of allegiance 
on the part of the individual. It appears to me 
that it must be a matter of contract, either ex- 
press or implied ; express, where the oath of al- 
legiance is actually taken ; implied, where no oath 
or positive stipulation is entered into. The purport 
of this contract is, that the individual binds him- 
self to the society or Government, that he will, 
in return for protection, be obedient to the laws ; 
they are reciprocal and dependent on each other ; 
when the one ceases the other ceases. An indi- 
vidual just arrived at the period of discretion is 


„presumed to enter into this contract with the so- 


ciety and Government where he was born. 

It has been said, sir, that this doctrine of per- 
petual allegiance is necessary to preserve national 
existence ; that itis the great principle of self- 
preservation. This I deny; but I will not deny 
but that every society or Government ought to 
possess the power of prohibiting its citizens from 
removing; and I will admit that there may be 
occasions when such power would be rightly ex- 
ecuted ; the contrary of this would be to suppose, 
that the citizens to any extent of numbers, might 
remove to avoid the perils and burdens of war, 
and thereby endanger the existence of the na- 
tional Government. This power I take to be the 
true principle of preserving national existence. 
But, sir, this prohibition may be omitted, and in- 
decd ought not to be exercised but upon urgent 
occasions ; and where there is no legal prohibi- 
tion there is permission. When the laws of the 
country where a man is born, permit him to go 
abroad to make a permanent residence ; or, which 
is the same thing, when they do not prohibit ; 
there is a tacit or implied contract for dissolving 
the contract of protection and allegiance ; it must 
be presumed to be known to the Government, that 
the man upon settling permanently under another 
Government, must lay himself under obligations 
entirely incompatible with his first allegiance ; 
he loses the protection of his first Goverament ; 
he becomes bound in allegiance to his adopted 
Government; and in return is entitled to protec- 
tion. It will not put the imagination on the rack, 
to suppose a case where the population of a coun- 
try would press hard on the means of subsistence. 
In such a case, it would be the duty of its Gov- 
ernment to permit a portion of its inhabitants to 
remove, in order to preserve their lives, the lives 
of others, and render the condition of the balance 
more comfortable; they are thrown off upon the 
principle of self-preservation; they address them- 
selves to the humanity of some neighboring coun- 
try ; they are permitted to become citizens upon 
the condition of placing themselves under the 
bond of allegiance to their newly adopted coun- 
try; in the course of a few revolving years, the 


